Google 


This  is  a  digital  copy  of  a  book  that  was  preserved  for  generations  on  library  shelves  before  it  was  carefully  scanned  by  Google  as  part  of  a  project 

to  make  the  world's  books  discoverable  online. 

It  has  survived  long  enough  for  the  copyright  to  expire  and  the  book  to  enter  the  public  domain.  A  public  domain  book  is  one  that  was  never  subject 

to  copyright  or  whose  legal  copyright  term  has  expired.  Whether  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  may  vary  country  to  country.  Public  domain  books 

are  our  gateways  to  the  past,  representing  a  wealth  of  history,  culture  and  knowledge  that's  often  difficult  to  discover. 

Marks,  notations  and  other  maiginalia  present  in  the  original  volume  will  appear  in  this  file  -  a  reminder  of  this  book's  long  journey  from  the 

publisher  to  a  library  and  finally  to  you. 

Usage  guidelines 

Google  is  proud  to  partner  with  libraries  to  digitize  public  domain  materials  and  make  them  widely  accessible.  Public  domain  books  belong  to  the 
public  and  we  are  merely  their  custodians.  Nevertheless,  this  work  is  expensive,  so  in  order  to  keep  providing  tliis  resource,  we  liave  taken  steps  to 
prevent  abuse  by  commercial  parties,  including  placing  technical  restrictions  on  automated  querying. 
We  also  ask  that  you: 

+  Make  non-commercial  use  of  the  files  We  designed  Google  Book  Search  for  use  by  individuals,  and  we  request  that  you  use  these  files  for 
personal,  non-commercial  purposes. 

+  Refrain  fivm  automated  querying  Do  not  send  automated  queries  of  any  sort  to  Google's  system:  If  you  are  conducting  research  on  machine 
translation,  optical  character  recognition  or  other  areas  where  access  to  a  large  amount  of  text  is  helpful,  please  contact  us.  We  encourage  the 
use  of  public  domain  materials  for  these  purposes  and  may  be  able  to  help. 

+  Maintain  attributionTht  GoogXt  "watermark"  you  see  on  each  file  is  essential  for  in  forming  people  about  this  project  and  helping  them  find 
additional  materials  through  Google  Book  Search.  Please  do  not  remove  it. 

+  Keep  it  legal  Whatever  your  use,  remember  that  you  are  responsible  for  ensuring  that  what  you  are  doing  is  legal.  Do  not  assume  that  just 
because  we  believe  a  book  is  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  the  United  States,  that  the  work  is  also  in  the  public  domain  for  users  in  other 
countries.  Whether  a  book  is  still  in  copyright  varies  from  country  to  country,  and  we  can't  offer  guidance  on  whether  any  specific  use  of 
any  specific  book  is  allowed.  Please  do  not  assume  that  a  book's  appearance  in  Google  Book  Search  means  it  can  be  used  in  any  manner 
anywhere  in  the  world.  Copyright  infringement  liabili^  can  be  quite  severe. 

About  Google  Book  Search 

Google's  mission  is  to  organize  the  world's  information  and  to  make  it  universally  accessible  and  useful.   Google  Book  Search  helps  readers 
discover  the  world's  books  while  helping  authors  and  publishers  reach  new  audiences.  You  can  search  through  the  full  text  of  this  book  on  the  web 

at|http: //books  .google  .com/I 


jiGoogle 


I 


DX.=  b,Coo<^le 


J 

sol 


I 


.ibiGoogle 


jiGoogle 


HANSARD'S 

PARLIAMENTARY 

DEBATES: 

Cj^ftti  Series; 

COMMENCIHG    WCTH    THE    ACCESSION    OF 
WILLIAM    IV. 

8-  &  9^  VICTORIA,  1845. 
VOL.  LXXXII. 

COMPRISING    THE    PERIOD    FROM 
THE     FOURTH     DAY    OF    JULY, 

TO 

THE   NINTH    DAY    OP    AUGUST,    1845. 
Sb^  snlf  "Xast  Folame  »( tfie  g&ession. 

LONDON: 

PIIINTED   AND    PUBLISHED   FOB  MR.   HANSARD, 
BY  G.  WOODFALL  AND  SON,  ANGEL  COURT,   SKINNER  STREET.      . 

LONGMAN  AND  CO.;  C.  DOLMAN j  J.  HODWELL;  J.  BOOTH j  HATCJIAIID  AND 
SON;  J.  RIDGWAT;  CALKIN  AND  BUDD;  R.  H.  JiVANS;  J  BIGO  AND  SON; 
].  BAIN;  J.  M.  RICHARDSON;  P.  HICFIAUDSONi  ALLEN  AND  CO.  i  AND 
It.  BALDWIN. 

184-5. 

D,gt,zedbyCOO<^Ie 


jiGoogle 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS 

TO 

VOLUME  LXXXII. 
THIRD     SERIES. 


I.  Sdbjects  of  Debate  ik  tbb  Hoi;sb  of  Lords. 

II.  Subjects  of  Debate  in  tub  House  of  Cohhonb. 

III.  Lists  of  Divisions. 

IV.  Protests. 


T.  Subjects  of  Debate  in  the  House  of  Loads. 


1845.  Page 

July  4,  Banking  (Ireland)  Bill— The  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill  ...         2 

Jurors  (Ireland)  Bill)— The  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  ...         3 

Railways — Coasting  Trade — Motion  for  the  Production  of 
Papers  ...  ...  ...  ...         6 

Oxford,  Worcester,  and  WolverhaaiptoD  Railway— -Presentation 
of  a  Petition  and  Explanation  ..  ...         9 

Railway  and  other  Bills — Adjourned  Debate  on  the  Third  Re- 
solution —  Amendments  moved  —  Debate  on  Resolution  as 
Amended  adjourned  ...  ...  ...       11 

7.  Drainage  by  Tenant  for  Life— The  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill       54 
Standing  Orders — Railways — Motion  of  the  Marquess  of  Clan- 
ricarde  to  insert  certain  Clause  in  every  future  Railway  Bill 
— MoLion  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...       5G 

Committees  on  Private  Bills  and  Select  Committees— Explana- 
tion ...  ...  ...  ...       5G 

Brazil  Slave  Trade  Bill— The  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill       ...       59 
Administration  of  Criminal  Justice  Bill— The  Second  Reading 
of  the  Bill  ...  ...  ...  ...       64 

AdministratioB  of  Crinttnal  Justice  Bill  (Lord  Deoratn) — Bill 
Committed  ...  ...  ...  ...      73 

a  2  ~   -      o "  ^ 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
1845.  Page 

jH(y  8.  The  Adrocate  General  of  Bengal— Question  ...  ...     121 

Medical  Charities  in  Ireland — Preientation  of  Petitions  ...     123 

10.  PriFilege — Motion  of  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  the  Appointment 

of  a  Select  Committee,  lo  take  into  consideration  the  Petition 
t         of  Thomas  Baker,  of-Albion  House,  Hammeramith — Aroeod- 
ment  moTed  hy  Lord  Campbell,  "  That  the  Plaintiff  and  his 
Attorney  be  summoned  to  appear  at  the  Bar  of  this  House  to- 
morroiv  at  five  o'clock." — Ameiidnieot  negatived — Motion 
agreed  to,  and  Committee  nominated  ...  ...     292 

Forgery  of  Names  in  Railtray  Deeds — Appointment  of  Select 
Committee  ...  ...  ...  ...     304 

Documentary  Eridence  Bill— House  in  Committee  ...     306 

Free  Chun:h  of  Scotland — Presentation  of  Petitions  ...     307 

New  Zealand— Presentation  of  a  Petition         ...  ...     313 

Foreign  Lotteries  Bill— The  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  ...     319 

11.  Repott  of  Select  Committee  appointed  to  search  for  Precedents 

in  reference  ro  the  Petition  of  Thomas  Baker  for  Protection     384 
Railways  and  the  Board  of  Trade — Minute  of  the  Lords  of  the 
Committee  of  Piivy  Council  for  Trade,  dated  the  10th  day  of 
July,  relative  to  the  constitution  and  mode  of  Proceedings  of 
the  RAilvay  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade— Report  to 
be  printed        ...  ...  ...  ...     388 

Railway  and  other  Bills— Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendments 
moved  in  Third  Resotutioa  resumed— Debate  thereon  further 
adjourned         ...  ...  ...  ...    390 

14.  Landlord  and  Tenant  (Ireland)  Com  mission- Proposed  Mea- 

sures— Explanation  ...  ...  ...     430 

Breach  of  Privilege— Order  of  the  Day  for  the  attendance  of 
Peter  Taite  Harbin  and  John  Harlov  read — Examination 
of  Witnesses — John  Harlow  and  Peter  Taite  Harbin  having 
been,  on  the  separate  Motions  of  the  Lord  Chancellor,  de- 
clared to  have  been  guilty  of  a  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
this  House,  it  was  Ordered  that  they  be  committed  for  said 
Offence  to  the  Custody  of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black 
Rod  until  the  further  Order  of  this  House         ...  ...     431 

Costs  in  Local  and  Personal  Billa  —The  First  Reading  nf  the 
Bill  ...  ...  ...  ...     468 

15.  Tenants'Compensation  (Ireland)  Bill— Explanation  ...     493 
Privilege — Presentation  of  Petitions  from  John  Harlow  and 

Peter  Taite  Harbin- Petitioners  discharged  from  the  Custody 

of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  ...  ...     493 

Spanish  Colonial  Sugar — Earl  of  Clarendon's  Motion  for  con- 
tinuing permission  lo  the  Subjects  of  the  Queen  of  Spain  to 
Import  into  the  United  Kingdom  all  the  Productions  of  the 
Territories  or  Possessions  nf  the  Spanish  Crown  at  the  same 
rate  of  Duties  paid  by  Subjects  or  Citizens  of  the  moat 
favoured  Nations  upon  the  Importation  of  like  Articles,  &c. 
— MnHaa  ReKived\a\\i^  Negative  ...  ...     496 

17.  Irish  Great  Westfm  Railway— -Report  of  Select  Committee 

brought  up  and  Ordered  to  M  Printed  ...  ...    61G 

Apprehension  of  Offenders— The  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill    617 

Disturbances  in  Leiinm— Presentation  of  a  Petition  and  Ques- 
tion ..■  ••"  ...  ■••     651 

Syria— Motion  for  en  Addr.'sa  to  Her  Majesty  for  the  Produc. 
tinn  of  Papers  ...  ...  •••     656 

I. Google 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

1845.  Pagt 

Jubf  17.  Waste  LaniU  (Australia)  Bill— The  Secottd  Reading  of  tito  Bill    663 

19.  Foreign  Lotteries  Bill— The  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill  ...     666 

Field  Gardens'  Bill— The  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  ...     666 

21.  Peninsular  Officers — Presentation  of  a  Petition         .,  ...     717 
CoUeges  (Iretand)  Bill— The  Second  Beading  of  the  Bill         ...     729 

22.  Scottish  Uairersities— Presentation  of  Petitions  ...     871 
Breach    of  Pririlege — Irish    Great  Western    Railway— Sute- 

ment  of  Lord  Brougliam  relating  to  a  certain  Breach  of  Pri- 
Tilege — Discussion  respecting— Further  Discussion  adjourned 
till  Thursday  ...  ...  ...  ...    872 

CoU^es  (Ireland)  Bill — House  in  Committee  ...  ...     887 

24.  Guildford  and  Chichester  Railway— Presentation  of  Petitions  1025 
Irish  Greiit  Western  Railway  Bill— PH*i lege— Report  of  Select 

Committee  ordered  to  be  considered  to-morrow — Notice  of 
Motion  by  Earl  of  Besborough  ...  ...  1026 

Address  to  Her  Majesty — The  New  Houseii  of  Parliament- 
Motion  of  Ijord  Brougham,  "That  an  humble  Address  be  Pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  prayiog  that  She  would  be  graciously 
pleased  to  give  the  neceesary  Directions  for  having  the  New 
Houses  of  Parliament  ready  for  the  reception  of  this  House  st 
the  beginning  of  the  next  Session" — Motion  Resolved  in  the 
Negative  ...  ...  ...  ...   1033 

Lunatic  Asylums  and  Pauper  Lunatics.— The  Second  Reading  of 
theBill— Message  from  the  House  of  CommooR  relating  to  the 
Expunging  of  a  Clause  which  had  accidentally  and  erroneously 
been  inserted  in  the  Bill— Motion  of  Lord  Wharncliffe,  "  That 
the  Proceedings  a'rcddy  had  in  the  said  Lunatic  Asylums  and 
Pauper  Lunatics  Bill  be  racaied,  inasmuch  ai  it  appears,  by 
the  Message  of  the  Commons  of  this  day,  that  the  Bill  as  sent 
up  to  this  House  (ras  not  the  Bill  which  had  been  agreed  to 
by  the  Commons" — Motion  agreed  to— Bill  read  a  First  Time  1034 

Commons'  Enclosure  Bill— The  iSecond  Reading  of  the  Bill     ...  1036 

25.  Privilege— PresenUtion  of  a  Petition  ...  ...  1078 

Irish  Great  Westeru  Railway  Bill — PresentalioD  ofa  Petition— 

Motion  of  the  Earl  of  Besborough,  "That  the  further  con- 
sideration of  the  Bill  of  tl:e  Irish  Great  Western  Railway 
Company  for  the  construction  of  a  Railway  from  Dublin  to 
Galway  be  put  off  to  this  day  Three  Montha" — Debate  Ad- 
journed ...  ...  ...  ...  1079 

Lunatic  Asylums  and  Pauper  Lunatics  Bill— The  Second  Read- 
ing of  the  Bill — On  Motion  that  the  Bill  be  committed  ton 
Committee  of  the  whole  House — Amendment  proposed  by 
Lord  Beaumont  that  the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Commit- 
tee—Tiwoiued  in  the  A^ffirmalive  ...  ...  1085 

Criminal  Law — Eighth  Report  of  the  Commissionera  on  the 
Criminal  Law-Report  Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table  ...  1085 

28.  Deceased  Peers— Lord  Campbell's   Motion   for  rescinding  the 
Standing  Order  (No.  113)  reUting  to  Deceased  Peers— Mo> 
tion  agreed  to   ...  ...  ,„  ...  1131 

Commons'  Encloaure  Bill — House  in  Committee  ...   1134 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill— House  in  Committee  — 
Bill  Reported  ...  ...  ...  ...  1135 

?9.  Irish  Great  Western  Railtray  Bill— Adjourned  Debate  on  Mo- 
tion or  the  Earl  of  Besborough — Resolved  m  the  Affirmative 
—Further  consideration  of  the  Bill  put  off  for  Three  Moaths,(L^^ 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
1845.  Ph* 

July  29.  New  Standing  Ordet — Resolntion  of  the  Marqoest  of  Luii* 
doirne  relating  to  the  iDserttoa  of  the  Names  of  PeraoDS  w 
Directors,  &c.  in  any  CompaDy,  work,  or  imdettakiDg— Be- 
solutioD  tobe  further  coDsidered  on  Friday  next  ...  1101 

Poor  Lair  (Scotland)  Bill— The  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill— 
Od  Qaeation  that  the  Bill  do  pau— Clause  17,  on  the  Pn>< 
positioD   of  Lord   Cottenham,   omitted  from  the  Bill — Bill 
passed  ...  ...  ...  ...  1183 

LoBStic  Asylums  and  Pauper  Lunatics  Bill — Objects  of  the  Bill 
explained  by  the  Lord  Chancellor — House  id  Committee     ...  1186 

31.  Irish  Oreat  Western  Railway — Case  of  John  Stinton — Motion 
of  the  Earl  of  Besborough,  "That  the  Report  of  the  ISth  of 
July  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  with  inslnictiana  to 
report  (o  the  House,  what  steps  it  would  be  necessary  to  tale 
with  respect  to  John  Stioton,  reported  to  the  House  to  hare 
been  guilty  of  perjury" — Motion  agreed  to  ...  ...  1272 

Tithes  Commutation  Act — Preseutatioa  of  a  Petitiou  ...  1276 

Greece — Question  ...  ...  ...  1277 

Coal  Trade  (Pott  of  London)  Bill—The  Second  Reading  of  the 
Bill  ...  ...  ...  ...  1284 

Aug.  1.  Great  Western  Railway  (Dublin  to  Galway)  Bill— Report  of 
Select  Committee  appointed  to  consider  what  steps  it  would 
be  necessary  to  take  with  regard  to  John  Stinton,  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House  ...  -  ...1304 

Incorporation  of  Companies  Bills — Marguen  of  Lansdowne's 
Motion  for  adopting  a  New  Standing  Order — Motion  agreed 
to  ...  ...  ...  ...  1305 

Bills  of  Exchange  Bill— The  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill—Amend- 
ment  in  Bill  mored  by  Lord  Monteagle,  and  negatired— Bill 
passed  ...  ...  .•.  ...  1305 

Commons'  Endomire  Bill— Report  received  ...  ...  1308 

4.  South  Eastern  (Deal  Extension)  Railway— Bill  reported  spe- 

cially from  Select  Committee— Motion  of  the  Marquess  of 
Chtnricarde  that  the  Bill  be  recommitted  —  Motion  nith< 
drawn — Motion  that  the  evidence  taken  before  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Bill  be  printed,  negatived         ...  ...   1341 

Taxing  Masters,  Court  of  Chancery  (Ireland)  Bill— The  Third 
Reading  of  the  Bill— Amendment  proposed  by  the  Earl  of 
Wicklow  negatired — Amendment  moved  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor agreed  to— Bill  passed  ...  ...  ...1342 

The  Late  Piracy  Case— Question  ...  ...  1349 

Direct  London  and  Portsmouth  Railway  Bill— Consideration  of 
the  Report  mored  by  the  Earl  of  I^ardwicke— Amendment 
that  the  Bill  be  recommitted  mored  by  the  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond— Amendment  agreed  to — Bill  recommitted  ...  1350 

Valuation  (Ireland)  Bill— The  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  moved 
by  Lord  Stanley— Bill  ultimately  withdrawn         ...  ...  1353 

5.  London  and  York  Railway — Presentation  of  Petitions — Hotion 

of  the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  for  the  Appointment  of  a  Se- 
lect Committee — Motion  agreed  to  ...  ...  1419 

Small  Debts  Bill  (No.  2) — Presentation  of  Petitions — Commons' 
Amendments  in  Bill  considered  and  agreed  to  ...  1424 

7.  Her  Majesty's  Visit  to  Germany— Question  ...  ...  1510 

9.  Prokooatioh  of  Pakuambnt— Hsb  Hajesti's  Sfbbcb        ...  1548 

lyCoogle 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 


II.  Subjects  of  Debate  in  the  House  of  Couhons. 

1845.  Page 

Julyi,  Officers  of  the  House— Presentation   of  Petitbn                     ...  13 

Message  fboh  tbb  Crown — Railtray  AJdreia                      ...  14 

Affraf  at  BallinhaSdig — Queation  and  Explaoaiiaa                   ...  14 

Commons'  Enclosure  Bill — House  in  Committee                       ...  14 

Trinity  College  Estates— Motion  for  the  ProductioD  of  Papers  52 

7.  Business  of  the  Session— GorernmeDt  ExplaoatioQ                   ...  74 
The  Magistracy  of  Ireland— Questions                  ...                  ...  83 

Privilege— Case   of  Mr.    Parrot t— Presentation  <rf  Petitions— 

Examination  of  Witnesses,  &c.  ...  ...      84 

Colleges  (Ireland)  Bill — House  in  Cammitlee  ...     101 

Excise  and  Cttstoms—HoDse  in  Committee  •..  ...     120 

8.  Commons'  Enclosure  Bill— House  in  Committee         ...  ...     136 

South  Wales  Railvay— Report  on  the  South  Wales  Hailvajr  and 

Monmouth  and  Hereford  Hailwnf  Bills  brought  up — Mr.  J. 
H.  Vivian's  Motion,  *'  That  the  Report  be  considered  on  Fri. 
day  next"— Agreed  to  ...  ...  ...     136 

Petition  of  CapUia  Berkeley — Motion  of  Mr,  Warburton,  "That 
the  Order  of  the  Day  be  read  for  the  consideration  of  the  Pe.- 
titlon  of  Captain  Craren  Berkeley  relative  to  ibe  East  India 
Steam  Ship  Company  Bill,  and  the  Action  brought  ugainst  him 
by  Mr.  Scott" — Motion  agreed  to     ...  "  ...  „,     138 

Right  of  Searching  American  Vessels— Questions  ...     140 

The  Slave  Trade— Viscount  Palinerston's  Motion  fur  an  Address 
to  Her  Majesty  respecting  the  Produciion  of  Papers  and  Evi- 

'  dence  rerafing'to  tlie  value  of  a  mutual  Right  of  Searcli,  as  a 
means  fur  the  Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade — Motion  nega- 
tived—Division Lists,  &c  ...  ...  ...     223 

Colleges  (Ireland)  Bill— Mr.  Wyse's  Amendment  to  the  Order 
of  the  Day  for  bringing  up  the  Report  on  the  Colleges  (Ire- 
land)  Bill — Amendment  negatived — Report  received  ...    223 

9.  Lunatic  Asylums  and  Pauper  Lunatics  Bill— House  in  Com- 

mittee ...  —  ...  ...     226 

Uoiveraities  (Scotland)  Bill— The  Second  Reading  of  tbe  Bill 
moved  by  Mr.  Mecuulay — Amendment  moved  by  Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham, "  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  Second  Time  that  day  three 
months" — Amendment  carried — Division  Lists,  &c— Se- 
cond Reading  of  the  Bill  put  off  for  three  months  ...  227 
Relief  of  Roman  Catholics — Mr.  Watson's  Motion  for  House 
going  into  Committee  on  the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill — 
Amendment  moved  by  Sir  R.  Inglis,  "  That  it  be  Committed 
on  that  day  three  months." — Amendment  carried — Division 
Lists,  Ac. — Committee  put  off  for  three  months    ...  ...     279 

10.  Commons' Enclosure  Bill— House  in  Committee      ...  ...     320 

Colleges  (Ireland)— Third  Reading  of  tbe  Bill  moved  by  Sir  J. 
Graham — Amendment  for  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  pro- 
posed by  Mr.  \i.  Osborne — Amendment  negatived — Division 
Lists,  &c — Another  Amendment  moved  by  Sir  R.  Inglis, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  read  a  Third  time  that  day  three  months." 
— Amendment  of  Sir  B.  Inglis  also  neg^iived  —  Diridon  , 
Lista,  &G.— The  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill  .-.  ...J<33t 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

1845.  Page 

July  10.  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund — Order  of  the  Day  for  receiving  the 

K«port  of  the  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Bill  read— Further 

coDsidsracion  of  Report  postponed  till  next  Session  ...     381 

]  I,  Lunatics — Order  of  the  Day  for  House  to  go  into  Committee  on 

the  Lunatics'  Bill  read — Mr.  T.  Duocombe's  Motion  for  post- 

GDiag  the  Bill  until  the  next  Session — Negatived — Division, 
sts,  &c. — Committee  postponed  to  Tuesday  next  ...     395 

Poor  Law  Ameodment  (Scotland) — Order  of  the  Day  for  House 
going  into  Committee  read — Colonel  lUtrdon's  Amendment, 
"  That  the  House  go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill  that  day 
three  months  " — Amendment  negatived — Division  Lists,  Ac 
—House  in  Committee — Committee  to  sit  again  ...     418 

14.  The  Case  of  Joseph  Mason— Question  ...  ...    472 

New  Zealand— Questi<Hi  ...  ...  ...    473 

The  Earl  of  Ellenborough — Mr.  Hume's  Motion  relating  to  the 

recall  of  Lord  Ellenhorough  ahaodoned  ...  .„     475 

The  Boers  in  South  Africa— Questioos  ...  ...     475 

The  Blockade  of  the  Rio  de  la  Plate— Questions  ...     476 

The  Ballvfaassig  Affray — Question     ...  ...  ,„     477 

New  Zeuand— Questions  ...  ...  ...     477 

Coal  Trade  (Port  of  London )  Bill— House  !d  Committee       ...    478 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland}~>House  in  Committee  ...     486 

15.  Lunatics — House  in  Committee — Committee  to  sit  again         ...     525 
Spanish  Colonial  Sugar — Lord   Palmerston's  Motion  for  au  Ad- 
dress to  Her  Majesty  relating  to  the  granting  of  permission 

to  the  subjects  of  the  Queen  of  Spain  to  Import  into  the 
United  Kingdom  all  the  productions  of  the  Territories  or  Pos- 
sesiions  of  the  Spanish  Crown  at  the  game  rate  of  Duties  paid 
by  subjects  or  citizens  of  the  mast  favoured  Nations  upon  the 
Importation  of  like  Articles,  &c. — Motion  negatived — Divi- 
sion, Lists,  &c.  ...  ...  ..  ,,.     530 

16.  Lunatics — House  in  Committee         ...  ...  ,„    gj4 

Valuation  (Ireland)  Bill— Sir  T.  Fremantle's  Motion  for 
House  going  into  Committee — House  counted  out  ...     615 

17.  Enclosure  of  Commons- The  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill Bill 

passed        ...  ...  ...  ...  ,„     618 

Drainage  of  Lands— House  in  Committee  ...  .  ...     f)ig 

Fisheries  (Ireland)  Bill — House  in  Committee      ...  ...     fiig 

Amalgamation  of  Railways — Question  and  Explanation  ...     620 

Health  of  Towns — Question  and  Explanation       ...  ...     622 

Jewish  Disabilities— The  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  moved  hy 
SirR.  Peel — Amendment  proposed  by  Sir  B,  loglis,  "That 
the   Bill  be  read  a   Second   'Time  that  day  six   months"— 
Amendment  negatived  —  Division   Liats,  &c. — The  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill      ...  ...  ...  ...    622 

Poor-Law  (Scotland)— House  in  Committee  ...  ...    643 

Bills  of  Exchan^;e— The  Third  Reading  of  the  Btit— Mr.  M. 
Gibson's  Motion  to  add  "  Proviso"  to  Clause  1 — Motion  ne- 
gatived—Bill  passed    ...  ...  ...  .„    645 

18.  Valuation  (Ireland)  Bill— Hoase  in  Committee     ...  ...     6GS 

Small  DehU  (No.  3)  Bill— The  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill- 
Bill  Committed  pro  formd,  and  ordered  to  be  recommitted         671 

Punishment  in  Staffordshire- Question  ...  „.  671 

ChariUhle  Bequests  (Ireland)  Bill— Question       ...  ...  673 

French  Squadron  at  Tahiti— Question  ...  ...  673 

Military  Punishment  at  Windsor— Question  and  Exphuution  ^  674 

c   z.,i,yCoogIe 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
1845.  Page 

July  18.  Chinese  Prize  Money— On  Motion  for  House  goiofr  into  Com- 
miltee  of  Supply—A  mend  meat  proposed  by  Captain  Berkeley 
far  House  resolving  itself  into  Committee  upon  Wednesday 
23rd  day  of  this  instant  July,  for  the  purpose  of  conuder- 
ing  the  propriety  of  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  respecting 
Claims  for  further  pecuniary  recompense  of  Officers,  Seamen, 
Soldiers  and  Marines  engaged  in  operations  against  the  Chi- 
nese Empire  in  1840,  1841,  and  1842— Motion  negatived — 
Division  Lists,  &c.  ..•  ..•  ...  ...    677 

Irish  EcclesiaBticai  Commission— Question  and  Explanation    ...     703 
Supply— House  in  Committee  ...  ...  ...    709 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland) — On  Motion  that  the  Poor- 
Law  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill  be  read  a  Third  Time — 
Amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  Hastie,  "That  the  Bill  as 
amended  be  read  a  ThirdTime  that  day  week" — Amendment 
negatived — Division  Lists,  &c.— The  Third  Reading  of  the 
Bill  ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     791 

Games  and  Wagers— The  Second  Heading  of  the  Bill  ...    793 

Captain  Boldero  and  Mr.  Bonham — Questioa  and  Explanations 
—Mr.  Hanes'  Motion  for  "  An  Address  for  Copy  of  the  Letter 
addressed  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment to  Mr.  Wray  the  Receiver  General  of  Metropolitan 
Police,  in  consequence  of  the  Report  of  a  Committee  of  this 
House  upon  the  South  Eastern  Railway  Company's  Petition  ; 
and  alxo  a  Copy  of  the  Appointment  of  Mr.  Wray  to  the  Office 
he  holds" — Motion  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...     7S7 

New  Zealand— Presentation  of  a  Petition  from  New  Zealand 
Company—Mr.  C.  Bullet's  Motion,  "That  this  House  re- 
gards with  regret  and  apprehension  the  State  of  Affairs  in 
New  Zealand  ;  and  that  those  feelings  are  greatly  aggravated 
by  the  want  of  any  sufficient  evidence  of  a  change  in  the  Po- 
licy which  has  lea  to  such  disastrous  results"— Debate  ad- 
journed    ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     807 

Slave  Trade  (Brazils) — Bill  passed  through  Committee  pro 
foTwd         ...  ...  ...  ...  ...     869 

Jewish  Disabilities— The  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill  moved  by 
Sit  R.  Peel — Amendment  pvposed  by  Sit  R.  Inglis,  "  That 
the  Bill  be  read  a  Third  Time  that  day  three  months  "— 
Amendment  negatived — 'Division  Lists,  Ac.-— Bill  read  a 
Third  Time  and  passed  ...  ...  ...     869 

22.  Small  Debts  (No.  3)  Bill— House  in  Committee  ...     890 

Lunatics— On  Motion  of  Lord  Ashley,  Bill  read  a  Third  Time 
— Clauses  proposed  to  be  added  by  Mr.  T.  Duocombe  and  Sir 
C.  Napier,  negatived — Mr.  Duncombe's  Amendment  that  the 
salaries  of  the  Medical  and  Legal  men,  as  Commissioners,  be 
1,2002.  a  year,  instead  of  1,500^.,  also  negatived — Further 
proceedings  postponed ...  ...  ...  ...     891 

Rajah  of  Sattara— Mr.  Hume's  Motion  for  an  Address  to  Her 
Majesty — Motion  negatived  ...  ...  ...     892 

Butter  and  Cheese — Mr.  Ewart's  Motion  for  House  going  into 
Committee  to  consider  the  Duties  of  Customs  on  Butter  and 
Cheese — Motion  negatived — Division  Lists,  &c.  ...     949 

Customs  Duties— Mr.  Foster's  Motion  for  House  going  into 
Committee  to  consider  the  propriety  uf  repealing  the  Duty  on 
a  great  number  of  Articles  such  as  quinine  tarrified  Starch, 
Horses,  Mares,  Colts,  &c.— Motion  withdrawn  ...    957 


l,yCOOgIC 


TABLE  OF  CONTENXa. 

1845.  Page 

July  22.  Fees  in  Crimioa)  Courts — the  Second  Beadiog  of  the  Bill  moved 
by  Mr.  Escott — Motion  upon  Division  curkd— Tbe  Second 
ifesding  of  the  Bill       ...  ...  ...  ..     957 

23.  Prohibition  of  Smote— Report  of  Committee  brought  up,  and 

after  some  discussion,  the  further  consideration  of  Report  put 

off  for  Three  Months  ...  ...  ...     960 

Lunatics — Farther  Proceedings  on  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill 

resumed — Amendments  made,  and  Bill  passed  ...     963 

Privilege — Explaoatiou  ...  ...  ...     964 

County  Rates — House  in  Committee  on  the  Coun^  Rates  Bill 

— Amendment  to  Clause    11   proposed  by  Mr.  Darby  nega* 

tived— Bill  to  be  reported  ...  ..  ...     969 

Compensation — Death  by  Accidents — House  in  Committee  ...  969 
Slave  Trade  (The  Brazils) — Papers  relating  thereto  laid  on  the 

Table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed     ...  ...  t..     970 

New  Zealand — Adjourned  Debate  on  Mr.  C.  Buller's  Motion 

resumed— Motion  negatived — Division  Lists,  6k.  ...     970 

24.  Coal  Trade  (Port  of  London)— Tbe  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill- 

On  Question  that  the  Bill  do  pass.  Clause  proposed  to  be  in- 
troduced by  Sir  James  Duke— On  Question  that  the  Clause 
be  read  a  Second  Time,  resolved  In  the  negative— Divbion 
ListSi  &c. — Clause  imposing  the  Ii^.  tax  proposed  to  be  struck 
out  by   Mr.    Hume — Proposition    also   negatived— Division 
Lists,  &c— Bill  passed  ...  ...  ...  1038 

StockinTrade— The  Second  Reading  of  tbe  Bill  ...  1041 

Slave  Trade  (the  Brazils)— House  in  Committee  ...  1043 

Turnpike  Roads  (ScoiJand) — Mr    Scott's  Amendment  to  House 
going  into  Committee  agreed  to— Division  Lists,  &c. — Bill 
put  off  for  Three  Months  ...  ...  ...  1074 

Fees,  Criminal  Courts— Order  for  Committee  discharged — Bill 
withdrawn  ...  ...  ...  ...  1075 

Health  of  Towns— Motion  for  Leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill — Leave 
given— The  First  Reading  of  the  Bill  ...  ...  1077 

25.  Corporate  Privileges  (Scotland)— Question  ...  ...  1088 

Charitable  Bequests  Act  (Ireland)- Question  ...  ...  1089 

Free  Church  of  Scotland — Discussion  relating  to  Petition  of 

Rev.  Patrick  Macfarlane,  Moderator  of  General  Assembly  of 
Free  Church  of  Scoihind  ...  ...  ...  1090 

Light  Gold — The  Currency— Presentation  of  Petitions— Mr. 
Hume's  Amendment  to  House  going  into  Committee  of  Sup- 
ply, for  an  Address  to  Her  Majesty — Amendment  negatived — 
Order  of  the  Day  read  ...  ...  ...1098 

Ceylon — On  Question,  "  That  the  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair,"  for  House  to  go  into  Committee  of  Supply — Mr. 
Hope's  Explanation  relating  to  a  certain  Order  issued  by  the 
Governor  of  the  Colony  of  Ceylon— House  went  into  Commit- 
tee of  Supply  f»ro,ybnnrf  ...  ...  ...  1120 

Death  by  Accidents  Compensation  Bill — Mr- Bouverie's  Motion, 
"  That  the  Report  ofthe  Committee  on  the  Deaths  by  Acci- 
dents Compensation  Bit!  be  brought  up  "—Motion  negatived 
— Bill  accordingly  lost  ...  ...  ...  1130 

28.  Removal  of  Paupers  Bill— Report  brought  up  and  agreed  to — 

Bill  to  be  read  a  Third  Time  ...  ...  1138 

GamM  and  Wagers— House  in  Committee— Proviso  lo  Clause 
17  objected  to  by  Mr.  C,  Berkeley— Committee  divided  on 
Question,  "  That  tbe  Praviio  stand  part  of  the  Clause" — Di- 


rfbyGOOgIC 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
I84fi.  Page 

TiBion  Liats  &c.— Proviso  to  Btand  part  of  tlie  Clause— Bill  to 
be  reported  ...  ...  ...  ...  1139 

July  28.  County  Magtatrate^— Ansirers  to  Questioos  ...  ...  1139 

Hours  of  BuainesB — Suggestion  of  Mr.  Brotherton  relating  to 
Alteration  in  tLe  Hours  of  Business  for  remainder  of  Session  1140 

Educational    Institutions— On   Motion  for   House  going   into 
Committee  of  Supply — Resolutions  of  Mr.  Ewart  relating  to 
Educatiooal   Establishments  proposed   as  an   AroeDdmeut — 
Amendmeat  oegatired  ...  ...  ...   1140 

-  School  of  Design — Co  the  Question  that  the  Speaker  do  now 
leare  the  Cb air— Amendment  proposed  by  Mr.  W.  Williams 
for  the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire  into  al- 
legations contained  in  Petition  of  Senior  Students  of  the 
School  of  Design  io  Somerset  House,  &c. — Amendment  ne- 
eatived  ...  ...  ...  ...  1149 

Police  (Ireland)— Motion  of  Viscount  Clements  for  taking  into 
consideration  the  Petitions  of  John  Conniff  and  others,  for- 
merly in  the  Irish  Police,  &c.— Motion  negati red— House 
in  Committee  ...  ...  ...  ...  1160 

Committee  of  Supply— On  Question  that  the  sum  of  ll,353il  be 
granted  for  Expenses  of  the  Ecclesiastical  Establishment  of 
the  British  North  American  Provinces  10  the  31st  of  May, 
1B46— Vole  objected  to  by  Mr.  Williams— Dirision  Lists  &c. 
—Vote  agreed  to— Committee  to  sit  again  ...  ...  11G4 

Physic  and  Surgery  Bill — Esplaoation  of  Sir  J.  Graham  relat- 
ing  to  proposed  Amendments  in  Physic  and  Surgery  Bill- 
Bill  passed  through  Committee  pro  formS — Bill  as  amended 
to  be  printed         ...  ...  ...  ...  1168 

29.  Small  Debts  (No.  3)  Bill— The  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill        ...  1193 
Regulation  of  Customs  Bill— The  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill- 
Amendment  in  Bill  moved  by  Mr.  Wawn — Amendment  ne- 
gatived— Division  Lists,  &c.— Bill  passed        ...  ...  11S4 

Joint  Stock  Banks  (Scotland  and  Ireland) — House  in  Commit- 
tee ...  ...  ...  ...  1194 

Standing  Orders.— Rail vay a — Report  of  Standing  Orders'  Revi- 
sion Committee  further  considered — Numerous  alterations  10 
the  Standing  Orders  agreed  to  ...  ...   1195 

Case  of  Colonel  Lautour — Mr.  Milner  Gibeon's  Motion  tor  the 
appointment  of  a  Select  Committee— Motion  withdrawn      ...  1197 

30.  Scinde— Questions  ...  ...  ...  1199 

Education  in  Malta — Expbination     ...  ...  ...1199 

Abuses  under  the  Income  Tax— On  Question  for  House  going 

into  Committee  of  Supply — Mr.  Fielden's  Motion  for  the 
Production  of  Returns  relating  to  the  total  amount  of  Assess- 
meets,  &c Returns  ordered      ...  ...  ...  1201 

Accidents  on  Railivays~-On  Question  for  House  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply  being  again  put— Mr.  Bernal's  state- 
ment relating  to  Accidents  on  Railways  considered  ...  1216 

Business  of  the  House— Suggestion  of  Mr.  Hume  for  the  Regu- 
lation of  the  Business  of  ibe  House  during  the  next  Session 
of  Parliament  ...  ...  ...  ...  1220 

National  Defences — Statement  of  Viscount  Palmerstou  relating 
to  the  great  imperfection  of  the  present  state  of  oui  Nation^ 
means  of  Defence  ...  .„  ...  1223 

SuprLY  (House  in  Committee^ — Harbours  of  Refuge— Fire  at 
Qoebec — Dissenting  Ministers  (Ireland),  1234;— New  Zea- 
land, 1236 ;— The  Shannon,  12S1 ;— St.  Margaret's,  West- 
minster, 1252 ; — Statues  in  the  ^ew  Houses  of  Pailiament, 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
ia45.  Pas' 

1256 } — Foreiga  and  Secret  Service,  1256  ; — EdricAtioo  (Ire- 
land) 1257  ;— Scotch  Uairerdities,  1260;— Dritiah  Museuni, 
1261;— Ciril  Coatingencies,    1261; — Retirement  of  N&v&l 
Captaint  ...  ...  ...  ...   1263 

Juh/  30.  Waste  Lands  (Australia)  Bill— The  Second  iteadiog  of  the  Bill  1270 

31.  CeyloD— QuestiooB  ...  ...  ...  1285 

Slave  Trade  —  Brazils  —  Report  brought  up — An  additional 
Clause  mored  bf  Sir  R.  Peel — Clause  read  a  Second  Time 
and  added  to  the  Bill 

Games  and  Wagers — The  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill — An  Addi- 
tion to  Clause  13  mored  by  Mr.  Hume— Addition  to  Clause 
rejected — Dirision  Lists,  &c.  ...  ...  ...  1296 

Waste  I^nds  (Australia) — On  Motion  for  House  going  into 
Committee  on  the  Waste  Lands  (Australia)  Bill — Amendment 
proposed  by  Mr.  Hawes,  "That  the  House  will  on  this  day 
month  resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee" — Amendment 
negatived — Division  Lists,  &c. — House  in  Committee — Bill 
reported  ...  ...  ...  ...  1297 

The  Late  Fires  in  Quebec— Motion  for  an  Address  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty— House  in  Committee — Resolution  agreed  to — House 
resumed — Resolution  to  be  reported  ...  ...  1299 

Law  ofSettlement— Motion  for  Leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill — Leave 
given— The  First  Reading  of  t!ie  Bill  ...  ...  1301 

Aug,  1.  London  and  York  Rulway — Viscount  Courtenay's  Motion  for 
tukiog  into  consideration  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Loudon  and  York   Railway — Amendnieot  proposed  by  Mr. 
Ward,  tbat  the  Bill  be  recommitted — Amendment  negatived 
.—Report  to  be  further  considered— Bill  to  be  engrossed      ...   1309 
The  Income  Tas — Case  of  Mrs.  Kin  ^—Question  ...  1319 

Employment  in  Workhouses — Question  ...  ...  1319 

Crushing  Bones  in  Workhouses — Questions  ...  ...  1320 

Affairs  of  Greece — On  Motion  that  the  Order  of  tbe  Day  for 
the  Second  Reading  of  tbe  Exchequer  Bills  Bill  be  now  read 
— Statement  of  Viscount  Palmerston  relating  to  the  AflTairs  of 
Greece  ...  ...  ...  ...  1321 

Joint  Stock  Banks  (Scotland  and  Ireland)  Bill — Bill  postponed 
for  Three  Months  ...  ...  ...  ...  1339 

4.  London  and  York  Rai I iray— Fictitious  Signatures — Presenta- 
tion of  a  Petition— The  Third  Reading  of  the  Bill  moved  by 
Mr.  B.Deoison — Amendmentproposedby  Mr. Roebuck,  "That 
tbe  Third  Reading-  of  the  Bill  be  postponed  for  Three  Montbs" 
— Amendment  withdrawn — Bill  read  a  Third  time  and  passed  1358 
Westminster  Bridge — Question  ...  ...  ...  1365 

Murder  of  Mr.  Palmer  of  the  Wasp — Question         ...  ...  1367 

Nev  Zealand —  Question  ...  ...  ...  1368 

The  South  Eastern  Railway  Company — ExplanaUon  ...  1368 

The  Case  of  William  Mays— Question  ...  ...  1369 

The  New  Houses  of  Parliament — Answer  to  Question  ...  1370 

The  Brazils— Statement  of  Mr.  M.  Gibson,  and  Explanation  of 
Sir  R.  Peel  ...  ...  ...  ...  1371 

Fees  for  Admission  to  Public  Buildings — Mr.  Hume's  Motion 
for  Abolishing  the  practice  of  exacting  Fees  from  the  Public 
for  Admission  to  Cathedrals— Motion  ultimately  withdrawn  1374 
South  Eastern  Railway  Company — Mr.  Hawes'  Motion  relating 
to  Mr.  Wray  and  Mr.  Bonham — Previous  Quesiion  moved  as 
an  Amendment  by  Mr.  W.  Patten — Motion  negatived— Di vi- 
sion Lists,  &c  ...  ...  ..  ,,f  1377   T 

X.oogic 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
1845.  Page 

Aug.  4,  The  lacome  Tax — Order  for  tbc  Production  of  a  Return  of  the 
CommissioDers,  &c.  under  tbe  lucome  Tax— Read  and  dis- 
charged ,,.  ...  ...  ...  1418 

5.  Loudon  and  York  Railvajr — Presentation  of  a  Petition,  aud  ap- 
pointment of  a  Committee  to  examine  the  Allegations  of  the 
Petitioners  ...  ...  ...  ...  1432 

Fire  at  Quebec — Message  pbo»  Her  Majesty  ...  1438 

Travelling  on  Railways — Question  ...  ...  1439 

Augmentation  of  Small  LiriDgg — Question  ...  ...  1442 

RaiTway  Accidents— Question  ...  ...  ...  1442 

Union  Workhouses  (Trel and)- Question  ...  ...  1446 

Tenement  Valuation  (Ireland)— Question  ...  ...  1448 

Postal  Communication  with  Newfoundland — Question  ...  1449 

Andorer  Union— Question  ...  ...  ...  1450 

Exchequer  Bills  (9,024,000i.)  Bill— The  Third  Reading  of  the 
Bill— Bill  passed  ...  ...  ...  1450 

Silk  Weavers— The  Third  Reading  of  the  Silk  Wearers'  Bill 
moved  hf  Mr.  Greene — Amendment  proposed  hy  Mr.  War- 
hurtoo,  "That  the  Third  Reading  be  deferred  till  that  day 
three  months" — Amendment  withdravn — Debate  on  Third 
Reading  adjourned  ...  ...  ...  1450 

Case  of  Lieutenant  Hollis .—  Motion   for  the  Production  of 
Papers — Motion  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  1453 

Business  of  the  Session — Motion  of  Lord  J.  Russell  for  "  A  Re- 
turn  of  the  quantity  of  Wheat  in  bond  on  the  1st  d»y  of  July 
every  year  since  1838  ;  and  also  for  a  List  of  the  Public  Bills 
which  have  passed  a  Second  Reading,  distinguishing  those 
which  have  since  become  law,  during  the  present  Session  " — 
Motion  agreed  to  ...  ...  ...  1454 

Tobacco  Trade- -Dr.  Sheridan's  Motion  for  the  Appointment  of 
a  Select  Committee — Motion  withdrawn  ...  ...  1508 

8.  Silk  Weavers — Adjourned  Debate  nn  the  Third  Reading  of  tho 

Silk  Wearers'  Bill- Bill  reada  Third  Time  and  passed        ...  1517 
Waste  Landi  (Australia) — Mr.  G.  W.  Hope's  Motion  for  Leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  relative  to  Waste  Lands  (Australia) — Leave 
given — Bill  brought  in,  read  a  First  Time,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed  ...  ...  ...  ...  1S13 

North  Araerican  Boundary  Line — Statement  of  Sir  H.  Douglas 
respecting  the  ability,  intelligence,  and  energy  displayed  by 
Lieut.  Col.   Estcourt  and   others,  in    cutting   out,    tracing, 
&c.  the  North  Americao  Boundary  Line  ...  ...  1518 

New  Zealand— Question — Explanation  ...  ...  1518 

The  Dismissal  of  Mr.  Wataon—Question  ...  ...  1521 

Syria — Lord  Palmerston'a  Motion  for  the  Production  of  Papers 
relating  to  the  Affairs  of  Syria  ...  ...  1522 

9.  Education  in  Ireland— Motion  for  the  Production  of  Papers  ...  1553 
The  Queen's  Visit  to  the  Coutioent— Explanation  ...  1555 
"                          '  Pabliaubnt            ...                ...  ...  1558 


III.    Lists  of  Divisions. 


The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.   C.  Buller's  Amendment  to 


Clause  1  of  the  Commons'  Enclosure  I3ilt 


„GodJlc 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

Page 

The  Ayei  and  the  Noes  oo  Mr.  Wakley 'a  Anendment  to  Motion 
of  the  Eafl  of  LiQColn  to  fill  up  the  blank  in  Ctauie  6  of  the 
Commons'  Enclosure  Bill  with  the  sum  of  1,500/.  ...      47 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Colooel  Sibthorp's  Motion  to  omit 
Clause  39  from  the  Commons'  Enclosure  Bill  ...       53 

The  Ayes  end  the  Noes  on  Sir  T.  Acland's  Ameodment  to 
Clause  14  of  the  Colleges  (Ireland)  Bill  ...  •.•     117 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  C.  Hindley'a  Motion  to  omit 
Clause  14  from  the  Colleges  (Ireland)  Bill  ...  ...     US 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  od  Viscount  Palmerston's  Motion  for  an 
Address  lo  Her  Majesty  respecting  the  productioo  of  Papers 
and  Erideace  relating  to  the  value  of  a  mutual  Rjght  of 
Search,  as  a  means  for  the  Supprcsaioa  of  the  Slaro  Trade     223 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Sir  J.  Graham's  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  of  Mr.  Macaulay  for  the  Secood  Reading  of  the  Uni- 
versities (Scotland)  Bill  ...  ...  ...     227 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Sir  R.  Inglis's  Ampudmeut  to  the 
Motion  of  Mr.  Watson  for  House  going  into  Committee  on  the 
Relief  of  Roman  Caiholics  Bill 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  B.  Osborne's  Amendment  to  the 

.  Motiao  of  Sir  J.  Oraham  for  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Cot- 
leges  (Ireland)  Bill  ...  ...  ...     377 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Sir  R.  laglis's  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  of  Sir  J.  Grahun  for  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Col- 
leges (Ireland)  Bill  ...  ...  ...     379 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  T.  Duncombe's  Motion  for  post- 
poning the  Lunatics  Bill  till  next  Session  ...  ...     417 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Colonel  Randan's  Amendment  to 
House  going  into  Committee  on  the  Poor  Law  Amendment 
(Scotland)  Act  ...  ...  ...     423 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Lord  Palmerston's  Motion  for  an 
Address  to  Her  Majesty  relating  to  the  Importation  of  Spa- 
nish Colonial  Sugar,  &r.  ...  ...  ...     611 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Sir  R.  I  nglis's  Amendment  to  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Jewish  Disabilities  Remnvat  Bill      ..<     €42 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Captain  Berkeley's  Motion  respecting 
claims  fur  further  recompense  of  Olficers,  Seamen,  Soldiers, 
and  Marines  engaged  in  operations  against  the'  Chinese  Em- 
pire in  1840,  1841,  and  1842  ...  ...  ...     702 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  Hastie's  Amendment  to  the 
Third  ReadiDg  of  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill     791 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Sir  R.  In^lts'  Amendment  to  the 

Third  Reading  of  the  Jewish  Disabilities  Bill  ...     870 

The  Ayes  and  (he  Noes  on  Mr.  Ewart's  Motion  for  House  going 
into  Committee  to  consider  the  Duties  of  Ciietoms  on  Butter 
and  Cheese  ..  ...  ...  ...    955 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  Eacoti'a  Motion  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Fees  in  Criminal  Courts  Bill         ...  ...     959 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  C.  Buller's  Motion  relating  to 
the  present  Sute  of  Affairs  in  Nev  Zealand  ...  ...  1023 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Clause  proposed  to  be  introduced 
into  the  Coal  Trade  (Port  of  London)  Bill  by  Sir  James  Duke  1040 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  Hume's  proposition  to  strike  out 

.  ogle 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 

Pagt 
Clanw  imposiDg  the  Id.  Ux  from  Coal  Trade  (Port  of  Lon- 
don) Bill  ...  ...  ...  ...  1041 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  Scott's  Amendment  to  House 
going  into  Comniittee  on  the  Turnpike  Roada  (Scotland)  Bill  1074 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  C.  Berkeley's  Amendment  to 
Question,  "  That  Proviso  stand  part  of  Clause  17  of  the  Games 
and  Wagers  Bill"  ...  ...  ...  1139 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Question  that  11,353/.  be  for  Eccle- 
siastical Establishment  of  the  British  North  Aroericao  Pro- 
vinces to  31st  of  May,  1346  ...  ...  ...1166 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  oo  Mr.  Wann's  Amendment  to  the 
Regulation  of  Customs  Bill  ...  ...  ...  1194 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Addition  proposed  by  Mr.  Hume  to 
be  added  to  Clause  13  of  the  Games  and  Wagers  Bill  ...  1296 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  Hawes'  Amendment  to  House 
goinginto  Committeeon  the  Waste  Lands(Australia)  Bill  ...  1298 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Mr.  W.  Patten's  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  of  Mr.  Hawes  relating  to  Mr.  Wray  and  Mr.  Bonham 
(South  Eastern  Railway)  ...  ...  ...1417 

The  Ayes  and  the  Noes  on  Sir  R.  In^is'  Amendment  to  House 
going  into  Committee  on  the  Relief  of  Roman  Catholics  Bill  1559 


IV.  Protests. 


Juh/  14.  On  Privilege  of  Parliament 

18.  Against  the  Second  Reading  of  the  Field  Gardens  Bill 


HER    MAJESTY'S  SPEECH   ON   PROROGUING  THE 

PARLIAMENT  ...  ...  ...  1550 


3y  Google 


0 

i..    959 
It. 
j...  1023 

•^tte  WHO 
iou 


HANSARD'S 
PARLIAMENTARY   DEBATES, 

In  THE  Fifth  Sessioit  op  the  Fourteenth  Par- 
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AND  Ireland,  appointed  to  mejtt  H  November,  1841, 
and  from  thence  continued  till  4  february,  1845,  in  the 
Eighth  Year  of  the  Reign  op 

HER  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTORIA. 


SIXTH  AND  LAST  VOLUME  OF  THE  SESSION. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 

FTtdttv,  July  4,  1345. 

iDTii.     BiLii    PiUlc^l''  Sol OlHcc AbotJlloa. 


PrlH'f.— 1*'  Nolwldl  ind  Bnndoo  RsUiny  (Din  ind 
Dcnhim  Braochal  i  London  ud  South  Vatan  Mctro- 
poUun  EitBBiiui  Rillwiyi  Gtugow  JuDcllDn  Rillnj' ; 
IrtibOnmiWaian  Rillmy  {Dublin  to  Cilmjl, 

i-  Snip!  ilelcn'i  Improvmiflii  i  OitCFnI.  Woimur.  uid 
WolmhuapUm  tUilnir  i  Oilbrd  ind  Rujtoy  Rallnj  i 
GnBtfouthern  nod  Weitem  RsUny  (Ireliml)  i  Dublin 
■nil  BelfVt  Junalon  Rlllway  t  Cork  and  Bandon  RilL- 
ny;  Gnt  WnlEra  H^Iway  (Irdanil)  (Dublin  U>  Hul- 
llngu  and  AIUoh)  i  Gnat  Nonh  of  Eo^aid,  ClamKS 
and  HaiUopcal  JimoUon  Ruiliwy !  RicbmoiKl  (Surrey) 


•  Vale  RuilHy  and  Docki  Bd&it  Im- 
proisDent  i  MiiMhaiR  ind  Bicmlngfaam  R^lway  (Aili- 
toB  Biaoch)!  Athton,  Stalybrldgt,  and  UTRpool  June- 
tlm  (Ardvick  and  Oulde  Bridgt  BraiKlKi}  Rallny  | 
Ubtn'  Ruilvay  EiUndai  i  HiDcheita',  Soulh  Junaiou, 
andAltrtocbunluilvayi  Euum  Counlla  Railway  (Ely 
and  WhilUeKil  Dni^tidiii  Londaa  and  Brighton  Rail- 
way (Horiliajn  Braodi) :  LoodoDderry  and  Emiiikillgn 
fUilmy  I  Cbater  and  Biikoihad  RaUny  ExKauion  i 
ChelHa  liDprDnmenl ;  Noith  Wain  Rullmy  i  Uvcrpool 
and  Bury  Railway  (Bolton,  Wlgan,  nod  Llidrpoal  Rati- 


VOLLXXXLI.    {i'S) 


Railnyi  Hiddlnh'"'  ;:iid  Radar  RaUway!  Coekin 


Riilny:  Gicil  North  oTEDgland  an 
ToDia  MirketB  and  WaUrworki ; 
ton  Itailviy;  ElaHcra  Union  Rsiti 


BANKING  (IRELAND)  BILL.]  On 
Motion  of  the  Earl  of  Ripoti,  Bill 
read  3".     An  Amendment  made. 

The  Marquess  of  Cbinncardt  proposed 
the  insertion  of  a  clause,  as  a  rider,  to  em- 
power  the  Hibernian  and  Royal  Bank,  iu 
Dublin,  to  exercise  equal  privileges  with 
the  other  banks;  whicb,  under  this  Bill, 
would  have  the  power  of  issuing  notes  in 
Dublin.  These  two  banks  bed  been  going 
on  under  the  impression  that  these  privi- 
leges would  some  da;  or  oilier  be  conceded 
to  them. 

The  EatI  of  Ripon  felt  it  his  ilutjr  (n 
oppose  the  clause,  but  he  did  not  wish  to 
argue  the  question  over  again.  The  par- 
ties had  been  informed,  as  earlv  u  the  year 
1839,  that  no  promise  had  lieen  held  uut 


3  Jurors 

to  them,  or  engagement  entered  into,  by 
the  Government,  to  extend  to  them  the 
privileges  ihey  now  asked. 

Amendment  negalitied.    BWl  passed. 

Jurors  (Iri^und)  Bill,]  The  Lord 
Chancellor,  in  moving  the  Second  Reading 
ofthe  Bill  for  luakingfurtber  regulations  for 
more  etfectualljr  securing  the  correctness  of 
the  Jurnrs'  Books  in  Irelaod,  said  that  this 
was  a  Buhject  of  great  importance.  Every- 
thing connected  with  obtaining  a  fair,  full, 
and  impartial  selection  of  juries,  must  \)e 
of  great  interest  tu  every  person  concemeil 
in  the  due  ad m in ist ration  of  justice.  The 
difficulties  he  bad  to  deal  with  he  would 
state  in  a  few  words.  By  the  Statute  of 
the  3rd  and  4th  William  IV..  c.  91,  the 
high  constable*  and  coltectors  in  the  differ- 
ent districts  in  Ireland  were  ordered  once 
a  year  to  prepare  lists  of  alt  persons  quali- 
fied to  serve  on  juries,  and  to  send  those 
lists  to  the  clerk  of  the  peace  of  each  county , 
which  lists  were  to  be  corrected  by  the 
magiatralea  in  petty  sesuons,  and  signed 
by  them.  The  parties  were  then  to  make 
out  one  general  list  from  all  those  lists  so 
handed  in.  and  deliver  the  same  to  the 
clerk  of  the  peace,  who  was  to  copy  them 
into  a  book,  and  deliver  that  book  to  the 
EhcrifT,  which  was  to  be  U!ied  by  him  as 
the  jury-book  for  the  ensuing  year.  He 
proposed  to  repeal  the  latter  part  of  this 
enactment,  and  instead  thereof  to  enact 
tliat  when  such  list  should  be  duly  cor- 
rected by  tlie  justices  present  at  such  spe- 
cial senions,  the  lists  should  be  marked  in 
their  presence  with  the  successive  numben 
1,  2,  3,  &c,  according  to  the  number  of 
such  lists;  and  when  the  lilts,  lo  corrected 
and  numbered,  should  be  allowed  and 
signed  by  them,  tbc  justices  should  cause 
one  general  list  to  be  made  out  therefrom, 
containing  tho  names  of  all  persons  whose 
qualification  should  have  been  so  allowed, 
arranged  according  to  rank  and  property, 
which  general  list  should  be  compared  by 
the  presiding  justices  at  such  sessions  with 
the  lists  so  allowed,  signed,  and  numbered, 
and  should  be  corrected  by  such  justices  (if 
necessary)  by  reference  to  such  lists,  and 
be  made  to  correspond  therewith ;  and  the 
presiding  justices  at  such  sessions  should 
sign  the  general  list  at  the  foot  of  each 
page,  and  deliver  the  same,  together  with 
the  lists  so  signed,  to  the  clerk  of  the 
peace,  who  should  ibereupon  cause  the 
same  to  be  copied,  in  tbc  same  order  in 
which  ihe  names  should  be  arranged  in  the 
general  list,  in  a  book,  and  should  deliver 
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the  said  book  to  the  sheriff,  which  book 
should  be  culled  "  The  Jurors'  Book." 
This  proviaion,  he  thought,  was  quite  suffi- 
cient to  prevent  all  mistakes  which  might 
occur  in  the  making  up  of  the  one  general 
list  from  the  scveriil  particular  lists.  Not- 
withstanding, however,  all  these  precau- 
tions in  securing  an  accurate  transcript  of 
ihc  particular  lists  into  the  general  list, 
which  was  afterwards  to  be  copied  into 
the  book  to  be  delivered  to  the  sheriff,  it 
was  possible  that  some  error  might  creep  In : 
to  correct  this,  he  proposed  to  enact  that 
the  clerk  of  the  peace  should  cause  jury 
lists,  so  allowed  and  signed,  and  the  general 
list,  to  be  placed  among  the  records  in  his 
office,  and  allow  the  same  to' be  inspected 
at  all  reasonable  times,  without  fee,  by 
any  person  who,  by  the  3rd  and  4th  William 
IV.,  would  be  entitled  to  peruse  the  copies 
of  any  of  the  Jury  lists  delivered  to  the 
clerk  of  the  peace  by  the  high  constable  and 
collector  or  collectors.  He  had  also  pro- 
vided, that  if  the  Jurors'  Book  should  be 
found  to  contain  any  name  which  should 
not  be  contained  in  any  one  of  the  jury 
lists,  or  if  any  name  n-liich  should  be  con- 
tained in  any  one  of  such  Hsls,  should  not 
appear  in  such  book,  it  should  be  lawful 
fur  Her  Majesty's  Court  of  Queen *s  Bench 
in  Dublin,  or  any  Judge  of  the  said  Court, 
upon  complaint  thereof  mode  lo  the  s:iid 
Court  iir  Judge,  to  order  the  said  sheriff  ur 
under-Bheriff  and  the  clerk  of  the  peace 
respectively,  to  produce  ihe  said  Jurors* 
Book  and  the  said  jury  lists  to  the  said 
Court  or  Judge;  and  if  upon  inspection  of 
the  said  book  and  jury  lists  any  such  error 
should  he  found  in  the  said  Jurors  Book, 
the  said  t'ourt  or  Judge  should  order  the 
same  tu  be  amended,  and  such  amendment 
should  be  forthwith  made  and  signed  by  the 
said  sheriff,  or  under-sheriff,  and  clerk  of 
the  peace,  in  the  presence  of  the  said 
Court  or  Judge.  He  thought  he  bud 
thus  sufficiently  provided  fnr  insuring  a 
correspondence  between  the  Jurors'  Book 
and  the  particular  lists  which  were  to  be 
corrected  by  the  magistrates,  who,  in  cor- 
recting ihcm,  would  act  judicially,  and 
without  appeal.  If  any  suRgestion  could 
be  made  fur  giving  additional  security 
against  error,  and  of  making  the  Jurors' 
I^k  correspond  with  tbe  original  lists  of 
the  high  constables  and  coiluciors,  than 
what  this  Bill  provided,  he  should  be  glad 
to  adopt  it.  He  thought  it  proper  to  men- 
tion that,  since  the  Bill  was  printed,  a 
communication  bad  beeo  mode  lu  him  bv 
a  gcDtleauo   whe  acted  a  part  of  some 
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notoriety  in  the  case  out  of  which  this 
Bill  had  arisen  —  he  meant  Mr.  Pierce 
MaHonjr.  He  thought,  a«  far  ai  hit  jiidg* 
ment  went,  that  the  proviaioni  of  the  Bill 
would  be  effectual  for  the  object  sought ; 
and  the  only  proviiioo  he  suggested  was 
this  :  according  to  the  present  law  the  col- 
lectors were  aulhorixed,  at  the  public  ex- 
pense, to  print  and  circulate  a  certain  num- 
ber of  their  lilts ;  but  this  wbs  not  com- 
pulsorv,  it  was  only  permissive.  What 
Mr.  Mahony  required  was,  that  the  col- 
lectors should  be  required  to  print  their 
lilt!!.  He  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  was  ready 
to  adopt  that  suggestion  when  the  BUI 
went  into  Committee. 

Lord  Cawpbell  thought  the  Bill  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  was  calculated  to 
be  effectual  for  the  purpose  be  desired.  At 
the  same  time,  he  was  of  opinion,  that  it 
did  not  go  far  enou);h  for  all  the  purposes 
that  it  was  desirable  should  be  effected.  It 
did  not  reach  the  point  of  law  relating  to 
the  challenge  of  the  array.  Their  Lord- 
sliips  were  aware  that  it  was  a  privilege 
given  by  the  Common  Law  of  England  to  a 
partyputonhistrialthat  he  might  challenge 
the  array  of  the  jury ;  hut  the  Judges  were 
of  opinion  that  the  right  oftchallenge  could 
only  be  exercised  in  the  case  where  unin- 
differency  or  misconduct  of  the  shcrifi* 
could  be  aU^ed.  Lord  Denman,  on  the 
contrary,  was  of  opinion,  and  he  (liord 
Campbell)  concurred  with  him,  that  the 
law  was  different  from  what  the  majority 
of  the  Judges  hod  iaid  it  down.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  (Lord  Campbell)  that  a 
more  general  enactment  was  necessary  to 
meet  this  point ;  for  there  were  many 
other  cases  in  which  parties  might  fairly 
challenge  the  array  besides  those  of  unin- 
differency  or  misconduct  on  the  part  of  the 
sheriff. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  the 
challenge  to  the  array  could  only  arise 
where  uiere  was  an  error  between  the  lists 
signed  by  the  magistrates  and  tlie  Jurors' 
Book;  and  he  thought  sufficient  precau- 
tion had  been  adopted  to  prevent  any  such 
ervor.  He  was,  however,  willing  to  meet 
any  particular  case  in  which  an  error 
might  have  occurred,  which  should  not 
necessarily  challenge  the  whole  Jury  lilt  for 
the  assiEes. 

Lord  Campbell  would  strictly  confine 
himself  to  a  challenge  of  the  array  in  par- 
ticular cases. 

Lord  Denman  thought  it  possible  that 
there  ought  be  error  in  the  IbtSi  besides 
that  arising  from  uuiadiffeitpcy  or   mis- 


conduct of  the  sheriff.  He  would  suggest 
that  copies  of  the  lists  and  hooks  should  be 
kept  in  more  than  one  place,  to  guard 
i^inst  alterations  being  made  in  them. 
Tbere  was  another  point  he  wished  to 
advert  to.  He  did  not  see  why  this 
should  not  be  made  a  general  measure 
for  the  whole  Empire. 

The  Lard  Chancellor  considered  that 
sufGcient  security  was  afforded  against  any 
ultcration  in  the  lists,  by  requiring  the 
magistrates  to  sign  them.  With  respect  to 
what  had  been  said  by  bis  noble  and 
learned  Friend  respecting  the  propriety  of 
making  the  measure  genera),  he  had  to 
intimate  the  intention  of  the  Government 
to  introduce  a  measure  for  England,  framed 
iu  a  corresponding  spirit. 

Bill  read  2-. 

RiiLWirs—CoABTiNO  TuADE.]  The 
Marquess  of  Londonderry  called  the  otten- 
tioD  of  the  Government  to  the  danger  in 
which  the  coasting  trade  of  the  country 
was  placed  by  the  increase  of  railways, 
more  particularly  in  the  coal  trade  of  the 
north,  and  hoped  the  subject  would  receive 
the  earnest  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment. Tile  nobla  Marquess  moved  for 
certain  Returns  connected  with  the  sub* 
ject. 

The  Entl  of  Dalhouaie  thought  the  noble 
Marquess  had  overrated  the  danger.  The 
charge  for  coals  per  railway  would  be  15s. 
u  ton,  irrespective  of  the  charges  in  the 
port  of  London,  while  by  sea  it  was  only 
li.  There  appeared  to  ba  no  present  dan- 
ger of  railways  competing  with  the  coast- 
Lord  Halherton  thought  the  apprehen- 
sions of  the  noble  Marquess  were  not  alto- 
gether unfounded.  In  the  Great  North 
of  England  Railway  many  of  the  directors 
were  coal  owners,  and  they  had  made  a 
contract  to  supply  their  coals  from  Durham 
to  York  at  three  farthings  a  ton  up  to  a 
given  quantity,  and  beyond  that  at  a  far- 
thing a  ton.  The  practical  result  had 
been  that  coals  had  been  delivered  from 
Durham  to  York  at  five-eighths  of  a  penny 
per  ton.  He  had  no  doubt  that  in  time  coals 
would  be  delivered  from  the  midland  coun- 
ties at  all  the  great  marts  of  consumption 
per  railway  at  a  halfpenny  a  ton  per  mile. 
He  fully  agreed  that  tfae  support  of  the 
coasting  trade  was  a  great  national  object, 
to  which  much  ought  to  be  sacrificed. 

Lord  Atliburlon  said  that  the  coasting 
trade,  which  was  one  of  the  vital  interests 
of  the  oountiT,  ought  not  to  be  Hcriticed 
B  2 


Jtailwayt- 


{  LORDS} 


Coasting  Trade. 


to  any  abttroct  notrona  of  poliiical  eco.  .  ei,  there  must  neceiwirily  be  m  increaw  la 
noasj.  the  Estimates.     He  had  no  wish  tfi  lee 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  no  one  felt  coals  dear ;  but  he  trusted  the  Government 
more  deeply  than  he  the  necessity  of  lup-  would  loc^  seriously  at  the  question  with 
porting  the  maritime  defendre  strength  of  a  view  to  Iceep  up  our  maritime  superiority, 
the  country  ;  but  he  was  for  supporting  it  The  Earl  of  Haddingbm  aaid,  a  greater 
by  ihe  trueand  legitimaie  mode  of  increaS'  blow  could  not  be  struck  at  uur  naval 
power  than  by  tbe  lou  of  the  great  nur- 
sery of  seamen  offered  by  the  coal  trade, 
from  any  considerable  dimiautinn  of  tbe 
number  of  ships  engageil  in  the  carriage 
of  coals  from  tbe  north  of  England.  It 
wouhl  be  Mtisfactory  to  their  Lordshjpa  to 
know,  that  the  coasting  trade  was  now  in 
the  most  vigorous  condition,  and  increasing 
rather  than  diminishing.  The  general 
shipping  of  the  country  was  also  on  the 
increase.  The  opening  of  the  trade  in  the 
interior  of  the  country  was  not  at  all  likely 
to  diminish  the  coasting  tnde.  On  the 
contrary,  tbe  cheapness  that  would  be  so 
caused,  would  create  a  greatly  extended 
market ;  and  if  coals  could  be  brought 
from  the  north  to  the  other  parts  of  the 
coast  more  cheaply  than  by  railway,  the  de- 
mand would  be  nipplied  from  that  quarter. 
But  of  courae  the  interior  could  be  sup- 
plied  direct  by  railway  more  cheaply  than 
if  they  were  bro^ht  round  by  sea  lo  some 
part  of  the  coast,  and  then  sent  overland. 

Lord  Kinnaird  said,  the  quality  of  the 
Newcastle  coals  was  superior  to  all  the  in- 
land coal ;  and  they  always  commanded  a 
preference.  The  noble  Marquess  need  be 
under  no  apprehenuon  on  that  account; 
but  be  WDulil  recommend  the  noble  Mar- 
quess to  break  up  the  monopoly  at  tbe  coal 
pita.  At  the  time  of  his  visit  to  the  diu- 
trict,  coals  were  being  shipped  to  France  at 
2s.,  which,  when  sent  to  Dundee,  were 
charged  6f.  Tbe  coal  owners  were  bound 
by  regulation  to  produce  only  a  certain 
quantity. 

Lord  WharncU£e  thought  the  monopoly 
IS  now  entirely  broken  up,  and  that  the 
trade  was  perfectly  free. 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderry  did  not 

regret  that  he  had  brought  forward  this 

Motion ;  his  sole  object  in  doiog  which 

to  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to 

importance  of  maintaining  tbe  coasting 

trade.     There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the 

coal  owners  would  prefer  to  send  their  coala 

to  London  by  land  carriage,  if  they  found 

it  the  cheaper  mode  of  conveyauce.     With 

:gard  to  whnt  was  called  tbe  monopoly, 

«  immense  number  of  new  collieries  bad 

lately  been  brought  into  the  field  to  extend 

ipply,  owing  to  railroads  and  other 

cnusest  which  had  lowered  the  price  in 


ing  the  commerce  of  the  country,  by  the 
removal  of  its  restrictions,  by  removing  tht 
fetters  which  bound  up  trade,  and  by  giv- 
ing  every  possible  facility  to  the  employ- 
ment of  capital,  and  by  these  means  increase 
the  already  vast  amount  of  the  commercial 
resources  of  England.  The  coasting  trade 
was  a  most  valuable  branch  of  thiise  re- 
sources, and  the  nursery  of  our  seamen, 
In  estimating  the  state  of  the  coasting 
trade,  his  nohle  Friend  opposite  totally 
forgot  the  increase  of  the  coal  mines,  con- 
sequent  on  the  increase  of  the  metropolis ; 
in  the  last  aiily  or  seventy  years  the  con- 
sumption of  coals  hod  been  doubled.  He 
totally  dissented  from  the  position  that  they 
were  bound  to  discourage  the  inland  trade 
for  the  sake  of  encouraging  any  other 
branch  of  commerce. 

Lord  Stanley  stated,  with  reference  to 
the  number  of  ships  aud  men  engaged  in 
the  whab  fishery,  that  the  decrease  which 
bad  taken  place  was  not  attributable  to  the 
reduction  of  duty  on  foreign  whale  oil.  It 
was  true  that  a  great  decrease  had  taken 
place  between  1832  and  1842  j  but  this 
was  concurrently  with  the  maintenance 
of  the  highly  protective  and  almost  pru- 
hibitory  duty  of  2St.  lOr.  per  tun  on  fo- 
reign oil.  Jn  1632,  the  price  of  whale 
oil  in  this  country  was  61(.  per  tun;  in 
1840,  it  had  risen  to  104^;  in  1832,  81 
ships,  of  26,393  tons,  and  employing  3,645 
men,  were  engaged  in  the  northern  whale 
fishery  ;  in  1M2,  the  duty  remaining  the 
same,  the  number  had  fallen  to  18  ships, 
of  5,400  tons,  and  emptojing  only  810 
men  alt<^her.  But  since  the  reduction 
of  the  duty  on  the  foreign  article,  on  the 
contrary,  a  great  Increase  in  the  trade  had 
taken  place;  for,  since  1842  to  the  pre- 
sent time,  the  number  of  ships  had  nrisen 
from  18  to  32,  the  tonnage  from  5,400  to 
8,955,  ond  the  number  of  men  employed 
from  8D0  to  1,440. 

Lord  Colchetler  called  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  tbe  great  importance 
of  maintaining  the  coasting  trade,  and  par- 
ticularly the  sea-borne  coal  trade ;  because 
the  seamen  who  were  brought  up  in  it, 
were  formed  in  the  very  best  school  of 
their  profession ;  and  it  was  almost  tbe 
only  nursery  left.     If  it  should  be  destroy 
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London  considerably  ;  the  nei 
not  baTing  so  heavy  rents  to  \'»y,  or  so 
great  capital  inveStcd.  The  price  of  a 
ton  of  coflb)  at  the  mouth  of  the  pit  was 
7»-  6d.,  white  the  freight  to  London  con- 
sumed an  equal  sum,  and  the  difference 
betireen  15j.  and  26*.,  the  price  at  which 
they  were  delivered  to  the  consunicr,  went 
to  pay  the  port  dues  and  corporation  taxes 
of  London.  He  thought  it  a  great  faard- 
■bip  that  the  individual  coal  owners 
should  only  have  oae-thiiil  of  the  price ; 
and  the  fact  was,  that  the  best  coals  were 
told  in  London  at  a  loss. 

The  Duke  of  WclU^lon  would  say  only 
one  word  in  favour  of  a  corporation  with 
which  he  felt  it  an  honour  to  bu  connected, 
be  meant  that  of  the  Trinity  House.  He 
CDtieated  their  Lordships,  in  rticir  resolu- 
tion to  maintain  the  coasting  trade,  not  to 
lose  sight  of  the  lights  on  the  coa»[  of  Eng- 
land, and  of  their  immense  importance  to 
navigation. 

Returns  ordered. 

OxrOOD,'  WonCKSTEH,    AND  WoLVER. 

BAMPTOjN  Railway. 3  Lord  Brougham 
presented  a  petition  from  various  parlies 
praying  to  be  heard  by  counsel  against  the 
Oxford,  Worcetter,  and  Wolverhampton 
Railway. 

Lord  Redeidalc  said,  he  would  talce  this 
opportunityof  stating  that  a  gross  fraud  had 
been  practised  upon  the  public  by  the  Ox- 
ford and  Worcester  Company,  which  had 
adopted  the  broad  gauge.  When  canvass- 
ing the  public,  they  uEFL-red  to  carry  iron 
ore  at  a  penny  per  mile  ;  but  when  they 
drove  the  rival  line  out  of  the  field,  they 
raised  the  charge  to  three-halfpence  per 
mile. 

Lord  Hatherloti  did  not  thinb  it  likely 
that  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons eould  have  been  duped  in  the  man- 
ner tfae  noble  Lord  seemed  to  suppose;  and 
he  believed  that  the  ironmasters  of  Staf- 
fordsbire  were  much  too  sharp  in  looking 
after  their  own  interests  to  allow  any  mea- 
«ure  to  be  carried  which  might  be  preju- 
dicial to  those  interests.  It  was  required 
that  a  maximum  loll  ctanse  ehoiild  be  in- 
aerted  in  all  Railway  Bills;  but  be  be- 
lieved nine-tenths  of  the  manufacturers 
were  very  well  satiaGed  with  the  low  rate 
of  chaise*  which  bad  hitherto  been  levied 
upon  coal  and  iron.  He  believed  that  the 
rejection  by  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment of  a  line  of  railway  projected  by 
the  London  and  Birmingham  Com- 
paay  had  bad  the  good   effect  of  pre 
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venling  that  company  from  possessing  the 
monopoly  they  would  otherwise  have  en- 
joyed in  the  iron  districts. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanncarde  said,  it 
was  worth  while,  as  a  matter  of  curiosity, 
to  refer  to  the  prospectus  originally  issued 
by  the  London  and  Birmingham  Company, 
and  the  promises  they  then  made,  and  to 
compare  them  with  the  prices  charged  by 
that  company  during  part  of  the  last  and 
the  preceding  year.  It  would  then  be 
evident  that  no  company  had  ever  made 
such  an  attempt  to  deal  unfairly  by  the 
public  ;  for  at  the  very  time  they  raised 
their  charges  to  a  most  unjustifiable  height) 
their  dividends  were  very  great,  and  the 
price  of  the  stock  was  immensely  high.  It 
was  only  because  the  attention  nf  tha 
country  was  called  to  the  subject,  and  be- 
cause threats  were  held  out  that  meatif 
would  be  taken  to  compel  them  lo  lower 
their  charges,  that  those  charges  were  re- 
duced. 

Lord  Brougham  did  not  think  it  had 
been  shown  that  the  Committee  of  the 
House  of  CoiDmoas  had  not  been  duped. 
He  knew  that  two  instances  bad  lately  oc- 
curred in  which  the  grossest  frauds  had 
been  practised  on  Committees  of  the  House 
of  Commons.  In  one  case,  a  gentleman 
named  Whateley,  a  barrister,  who  intended 
to  oppose  the  Bill,  withdrew  his  opposition 
on  the  company  promising  to  introduce  a 
clauso  which  would  prevent  the  line  of 
railway  from  passing  close  to  his  house; 
but  when  the  Bill  wM  passed,  no  such 
clause  had  been  inserted.  Another  simi- 
lar case  had  also  occurred. 

Lord  Redesdale  was  undentood  to  say, 
that  the  London  and  Birmingham  Company 
had  never  raised  their  rate  6i  charges,  ex- 
cept in  the  case  of  the  mail  trains.  The 
peti^on  presented  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  could  be  referred  to  the  Committee, 
who  would  inquire  into  the  matter. 

After  a  few  words  in  explanation  from 
Lord  Hatkerlon  and  Lord  Redesdale, 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  he  consid- 
ered it  most  desirable  that  Parliament 
should  come  to  some  understanding  as  lo, 
the  tolls  to  be  chai^d  by  railway  compa- 
nies. Scarcely  two  Bills  had  been  intro- 
duced into  Parliament  in  which  it  was 
proposed  to  charge  similar  ralea  of  toll. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  best  mode  of 
remedying  the  difficulty  would  be  to  pass 
an  Act  providing  that  they  would  revise 
the  rate  of  tolls  charged  liy  railway  cocn- 
panies  every  five  years.  Thai  step,  in  his 
opinion,  would  prevent  the  injurious  re- 
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■ulU  of  monopolj,  mnd  itecure  the  public 
inleresu ;  but,  as  one  of  ihe  idecied  Mem- 
bers, he   wiibed  to  guard  himiielf  against 
boing  suppoied  tn  expresa  an^  upinioo 
thin  ur  anj  (ither  Railvay  BUI  which  ci 
before  that  Houie. 
Subject  at  an  end. 


other  Bills. 
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Railvat  Ava  OTHER  BiLLS.]  Order 
of  the  Day  for  reiuming  the  Adjourned 
Debate  on  the  3rd  Reaolutioa  (see  Juoe  3) 
read. 

Lord  Brougham  then  proposed  the  Thiid 
Resolution  Meeting  the  Standing  Orders 
of  their  Lordships'  House  wliich  he  had 
submitted  to  the  House  yesterday,  and  the 
consideration  of  which  had  been  postponed 
until  to-daf.  The  ooble  and  learned  Lord 
read  the  Resolution. 

The  Ear]  of  Wicklow  said,  he  objected  to 
this  Resolution,  the  effect  of  which,  in  his 
opinion,  would  be  to  induce  the  opponents 
of  railroad  projects  to  defer  their  opposi- 
tion until  the  Bills  came  into  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  under  the  expectation  that 
they  would  then  obtain  their  costs.  He 
believed  that  this  Rewlution  would  not 
only  prevent  opposition  to  railway  schemes 
in  the  other  House,  but  that  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  bringing  that  opposition  ex- 
clusively into  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
eventually  a  collision  might  ensue  between 
the  two  Houses.  Supposing  a  railway 
company  refused  to  pay  costs  under  this 
Resolution, had  the  House  thepower  of  levy, 
ing  them?  Thsf  had  not.  They  misht 
recommend  the  compXDy  to  pay  costs,  ana  in 
the  event  of  non-compliance  tbey  might 
refuse  to  pua  their  Bill;  but  he  thought 
such  a  course  on  the  part  of  the  House 
would  be  m(At  unfair,  for  if  a  Committee 
of  the  House  considered  the  project  advan- 
tageous to  the  country  generally,  it  would 
be  most  unjust  to  the  community  to  reject 
it  on  such  groucds. 

The  Duke  of  Richtnond .-  If  the  Com- 
mittee recommend  casts  to  be  paid  to  cer* 
tain  opposing  parties,  what  so  easy  as  to 
put  a  clause  in  the  Bill  for  that  purpose? 
,' .  Lord  Brougham  said,  the  House  had  no 
power  of  levying  money  ;  htit  in  the  cue 
uf  their  judicial  proceedings,  they  were  in 
the  constant  habit  uf  ordering  parties  to 
pay  costn.  If  a  person  applied  to  that 
House  for  a  divorce  from  his  wife,  the 
House  might  require  him  to  allow  her  an 
nnnuity,  He  remembered  a  case  in  which 
»  pcrso^  suing  for  a  divorce  had  offered  to 
i>ll«w  his  wife  501.  a  year  ;  hut  the  House 
refused  t '  pass  the  Bill  unless  be  allowed 


150/.  a  year.  What  could  be  easier  than 
In  sny  lo  parties  who  brought  in  Railway 
Bills,  "  If  you  wish  tiTcarry  this  Bill,  we 
think  justice  requires  that  you  should  pay 
the  costs  of  parlies  who  oppose  it  1"  He 
would  have  no  objection  to  allow  the  Re- 
solution tu  stand  over  until  Monday,  in 
order  that  noble  1mtA»  might  have  time  to 
consider  the  subject.  He  believed  that 
this  Resolution  would  afford  great  protec- 
tion to  private  individuals;  for,  if  railway 
projectors  were  aware  that  by  the  Staiid- 
ing  Onlers  of  that  House  they  might  have 
to  pay  the  expenses  of  opposition,  they 
would  be  disarmed  of  that  power  whidt 
they  at  present  exercised  with  the  utmost 
possible  oppreuion.  The  companies  fre- 
quently said,  "We  have  a  heavy  purse — 
oppose  ua  iAyou  dare ;''  but  this  Resolution, 
if  adopted,  would  prevent  them  from  using 
those  threats  to  deter  their  opponents 
from  proceeding. 

The  following  Amendmcnti  were  then 

"  To  add  aRer  the  Word  'Parliet'  the  fullaw- 
ingword)—' incurred  in  tilt  Proceeding!  be foia 
ihii  Uouie,  or  its  Commiltee ;'  and  it  the  F.nd 
□r  the  said  Resolution  the  following  Words — 
'That  where  any  Committee  lias  directed  Ei- 
pences  to  be  paid  by  any  such  Party,  it  shsll 
report  sucli  Directioa  lo  the  House  specially, 
with  the  Circumstances  inducing  them  so  to 

Debate  on  Resolution  so  amended,  ad- 
journed to  Monday. 


HOUSE    OV   COMMONS, 
Fridojf,  July  4,  1845. 
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Affray  at 
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OTtvfbcd, aDd  Lord  Hfliniiter,rnimKTtTai  pa£a,tem 
Ibt  PuDchi*!  liettlBiiflit  Bill.~By   Mr.   Brlghl,  fro 
U  of  Lerwick,    ZtUud,  for  Diininiililiif  t 
cr  vt  rublic  Mouio. 


OpptCBRS  OF  THE  HouGE.^  Mr.  Baiue 
presented,  a  petition  from  two  [letgons  of 
the  name  of  Kcotl,  praying  that  the  Douse 
woulil  give  leave  (o  Mr.  Paskin  a 
alher  oQiceii  of  [he  House  lo  aliend  as 
witnesses  in  (he  Common  Pleas,  iu  an 
action  brought  by  Messrs.  Scott  against 
the  hon.  C.  F.  Berkeley. 

Mr.  Bernal  said,  tliat  the  circumstance* 
out  of  which  this  trial  and  petition  arose 
were  these  :— In  the  year  1837  or  1838  an 
application  was  made  lo  the  tion.  Member 
for  Cheltenham  (Mr.  C.  Beikeley)  to  be- 
come a  director  in  tlie  Steam*  Navigsiion 
Company  lo  India  by  the  Cape  of  Good 
Hope.  Thatoffer  Mr.  Berkeley  declined, 
and  be  heard  no  mora  of  il  for  a  lime; 
but  at  length  it  came  to  hii  knowledge 
iliBt  a  private  Bill  had  paised  through  the 
House,  nnd  that  his  name  had  been  in- 
serted in  it  US  a  director,  in  (as  we  under- 
stood) the  same  company;  but  his  hon. 
Friend  had  assured  htm  (Mr.  Bernal)  that 
such  a  pioceeding  was  wilhout  his  sanc- 
liou  or  knowledge.  The  speculation  did 
not  succeed,  and  not  long  after  an  aclioo 
was  bioDgbt  against  his  hon.  Friend  and 
others  for  a  sum  of  30,000/,,  the  e;ipense 
of  building  a  ship  for  the  company  at 
Beyroul.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
hoped  the  House  would  reject  the  pruyer 
of  the  petition,  by  negativing  the  Motion. 
Mr.  C.  Berkeley  was  quite  wilting  that 
the  Motion  should  be  carried,  as  far  as  he 
was  personally  concerned,  but  positively 
denied  that  his  name  had  been  inserted  tn 
the  Bill  with  hisepprobalion. 

Mr.  ]¥arbiirton  did  not  think  ihe 
Houae  would  be  justified  in  slopping  the 
progress  of  a  cause  merely  because  an 
hon.  Member  was  concerned  in  it  as  a  de- 
fendant. He  imagined  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  be  anxious  that  the  whole 
mailer  should  be  fully  investigated. 

Mr.  C.  Berkeley  added  that  he  had  no 
wish  to  stand  in  the  way  of  Ihe  most 
searching  inquiry.  His  name  had  been 
ased  without  any  authority  from  him. 

Mr.  Hum*  urged  that  whatever  was 
nauallj  dona  in  such  cases,  ought  lo  be 
done  iu  this  case. 

Sir  6.  Clerk  did  not  sec  how  the  offi- 
cer* of  the  House  could  be  ^vanleil  to 
idealify  a  Member,  -.^t  was  alleged  in  ihu 
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petition,  when  so  many  other  means  of 
identification  must  exist.  He  considered 
the  prayer  of  the  petition  unprecedented, 
and  though  the  House  would  never  stand 
in  the  way  of  public  justice,  it  would  not 
consent  that  its  officers  should  be  required 
lo  attend  a  court  of  law  on  so  frivolous  a 
ground. 

Motion  negatived. 

Message  prom  the  Crowk — Rail- 
way Address,]  Colonel  Damson  Darner 
appealed  at  the  bar,  and  staled  that,  in 
reply  lo  an  Address  which  hail  been  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  he  was  commanded 
to  present  the  following  Answer  ;— 

''  I  have  received  your  Address  upon  ihe 
subject  of  securing  an  uniformily  of  Gauge  for 
Kailwiiys  In  Great  Brilain, 

''  My  consideration  shall  b'e  given  to  the 
matter  to  «l.ich  your  Address  refers," 

Affray  at  Balliniiassig.]  In  re- 
ply to  a  question  from  Mr.  Bottverie, 

Sir  T.  Fremantle  said,  that  he  had  re- 
ceived an  account  or  Ihe  afFiay  at  Ballin- 
hassi^',  in  the  neighbourhood  of  Cork.  It 
appeared  that  a  number  of  persons  had 
assembled  on  the  evenuig  of  a  fair,  and 
lh.it  (he  alTray  was  caused  by  an  attempt 
icue  a  man  who  had  been  taken  into 
custody  by  the  police.  He  had  not  te- 
'  'e  accounts  in  detail,  but  he  re- 
o  say  ihal  the  cireumstancesj  as 
they  appeared  in  the  public  papers,  were 
naJD  correct.  Several  Itves  had 
been  lost.  As  to  whether  the  police  were 
deserving  of  blame  or  not,  he  could  not 
opinion  until  he  had  received 
Turther  inronnation.  From  that  which  he 
had  already  received,  it  would  appear  thai 
were  not  blameable  ;  for  when  they 
fired  at  the  people  he  was  given  to  under- 
stand  that  they  did  it  in  order  to  preserve 

;ir  own  lives.  As  he  had  before  said, 
attempt  was  madelo  rescue  a  prisoner, 

0  was  removed  in  a  place  of  confine- 

int,  the  doors  and  windows  of  which 
were  broken,  and  the  roof  was  nearly  de- 

ilished,  when  ihe  police  were  driven  to 
the  neceuity  of  firing  on  the  people, 

Mr.  Sheil  asked  if  any  inquiry  had  been 
directed  to  be  made  into  this  unfortunate 
transaction  ? 

Sir  T.  Fremau/fe  said,  that  the  coroner's 
inquest  was  to  take  place,  and  great  care 
would  he  taken  ihm  it  a^aiihl  be  cou- 
diicled  with  all  thu  utcu-iSjiy  farmjhlics. 


,y  Google 


15  Commons'  {COMMONS}  Encloimt  BiU.  16 

from  the  populalioD  relurns  of  IS41  ; 
ArmiKh, eleven  acres;  Down.lirteen  ftcrei ; 
Meaih,  tbirtj-»even  acres;  Cork,  113 
bctcb;  Gtlwaj,  thirly  acres ;  Majo,  twen- 
ty-three acrei.  Tbe  wages  of  the  IiJsh 
labourers  did  not  exceed  6tf.  or  8d,  a  day, 
and  they  were  tliereforc  driven  lo  the  ne- 
cesiity  of  occopyin;  sniall  tenemenrs. 
Mr.  George  Nicholli,  in  hii  Third  Report 
on  Holland  and  Belgiam,  slated— 

"  The  fainu  in  Qelgiam  rarely  exceed  100 
acre*;  the  number  containing  fifty  acrss  is  not 
greatj  ihoie  of  thirty  and  Inenty  acrps  are 
mora  nameroui ;  bat  the  nnmber  of  bolilingi 
of  from  Ave  lo  ten  fideen  and  twenty  icrci  ii 
very  coniiderable,  eipecially  those  of  the 
imaller  exieal,  and  u  theae  I  chiefly  coaliDed 
my  inquiries." 

It  farther  appeared  that  the  smatt  farms, 
of  from  five  to  ten  acres,  which  abonnded 
in  many  parts  of  Belgium,  cloaely  re. 
sembled  the  small  holdings  in  Ireland  ; 
but  the  smtill  Irish  holder,  in  many  cases, 
existed  in  a  miserable  state,  destitute  of 
the  common  comforts  and  conveniences  of 
civilized  life,  whilst  the  Belgian  peasant 
farmer  enjoyed  a  large  portion  of  these 
comforts.  Mr.  Nicholla  described  the 
houses,  the  mode  of  living,  the  mode  of 
management,  the  dress  and  condition  of 
the  small  occupier,  which  in  every  respect 
indicated  the  greatest  degree  of  rural 
comfort.     Mr.  Nichotis  also  aaid — 

"  The  productive  powers  of  llie  soil  are  in- 
ferior to  the  soil  of  Ireland.  To  the  soil  and 
climate,  tberefore,  the  Belgian  fartner  did  not 
owe  his  saperioriiy  in  comfort  over  the  Irish 
cutlivator,  but  tothe  lysiem  of  cultivBlion,  and 
the  habits  of  ecoootny  and  forelliought  of  tho 

Mr.  Nicholls  aaid,  that  in  a  farm  of 
six  seres,  the  whole  vaa  worked  by  spade 
labour,  and  that  the  farmer  bad  no  assist- 
ance save  that  of  his  wife  and  children, 
excepting  occasionally  the  aid  of  a  neigh- 
bour or  hired  liibourer  in  the  harvest  sea- 
son. It  was  moat  gratifying  to  obseive 
the  comfort  displayed  in  the  whole  eco- 
nomy of  (liese  small  .cultivators,  and  ihe 
respectability  in  which  they  lived.  He 
described  the  circumstances  of  a  particular 
smalt  occupier  in  Ghent : — 


If  that  investigation  did  not  brint;  out  all 
tbe  circumstances  satisfactorily,  it  would 
be  tbe  duty  of  the  Government  to  direct 
further  inquiry. 

CoUHONa'ENCLOSVBE  BiLL.]  On  the 
Motion  that  [he  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair  to  go  into  Committee  on  the  Com- 
mons' Enclosure  Bill, 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  rose  to  move 
the  postponement  of  the  Bill  until  next 
Session.  It  appeared  to  him  that  tbe  Bill 
would  lake  sway  the  rights  of  common 
from  all  future  generations,  and  that 
the  benefits  of  such  rights  of  common 
would  be  taken  away  from  the  poor  with- 
out any  adequate  compensation.  The 
provisions  of  the  Bill  would  oSer  a  bribe 
10  those  who  had  the  present  use  of  those 
rights  to  sell  that  which  they  had  no  power 
to  dispose  of,  namely,  Ihe  rights  of  future 
generations.  Ten  acres  was  the  utmost 
amount  of  common  allowed  for  a  popula- 
tioD  of  from  ten  thousand  to  thirly  thou- 
sand. He  did  not  object  to  enclosures  of 
commons  on  jost  and  equitable  terms,  but 
the  interests  of  the  poor  were  not  provided 
for  by  the  Bill  before  the  House.  If  the 
pasturage  of  cows  on  commons  was  sub- 
ject to  proper  regnlations,  it  would  be  of 
great  beneBt  to  the  poor  man.  The  ex- 
perience of  past  Enclosure  Bills,  proved  to 
him  that  the  interests  of  the  poor  were  not 
cared  for.  It  was  said,  that  the  poor 
would  benefit  by  the  employment  which 
the  enclosure  of  commoos  would  give  rise 
to;  but  he  thought  that  was  very  doubt- 
ful— he  did  not  think  the  evidence  of  tbe 
past  was  very  enconraging  on  this  point. 
From  the  reien  of  Queen  Anne  down  lo 
Ihe  reign  of  George  the  Fourth,  upwarda 
of  6,000,000  acres  of  land  had  been  en- 
closed ;  he  did  not,  however,  think  that 
the  employment  of  the  poor  and  the  im- 
provement of  their  means  would  bear  any 
proportion  to  (he  quantity  of  land  which 
had  been  enclosed.  Waste  lend,  if  ap- 
plied to  the  purposes  of  small  occupation, 
would  be  of  great  benefit  lo  the  poor, 
both  by  increasing  their  employment,  and 
iheir  supply  of  food.  The  House  did  not 
aecm  lo  like  small  occupancies,  and  the 
example  of  Ireland  had  been  referred  to. 
It  was,  however,  unfair  to  say  that  the 
dislresi  of  the  people  of  Ireland  arose 
from  small  occupancies.  The  foAowiog 
was  ine  average  size  of  farms  in  difierent 
counties,  computed  on  the  number  of 
arable  acres  in  each  county,  and  taken 


"  He  bad  a  wife  and  five  children,  and  ap- 
peared to  live  in  much  comfort.  He  paid  for 
house  and  land  9i.  7i.  6^.  per  anoum.  He 
owed  little  or  nothing,  but  had  no  capital 
beyond  that  enployed  on  his  farm.  He 
questioned  bim  respeclin);  his  resources  in 
case  of  sickness.  He  replied,  thai  an  illness 
of  long  duration  would  press  heavily  on  him, 
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and  lie  mighl  be  nbliged  (o  sell  pari  of  his 
slock.  If  bis  wife  and  fatnily  were  loog  ill, 
ihe  doctor  would  Rive  liim  credit,  and  he 
would,  ifhe  reuined  his  atrengiJi,  pay  him 
in  a  year  or  two.  The  thought  of  applying 
for  assislaoce  in  any  quarter  neter  appeared 
to  hare  entered  bis  miDd." 

Mr.  Nichollt  added— 

"  A*  faf  as  I  could  leara,  there  was  no 
tendency  to  the  subdivision  of  the  small  hold> 
ings.  1  beard  of  none  under  live  acres  held 
by  the  class  of  peasant  farmers :  and  six,  seven, 
or  eight  acres  is  the  more  comDion  size.'' 

Mr.  Laing,  in  his  "  Noleso/a  TravetUr," 
■>)d~ 

"  The  first  operation  in  reclaiming  land 
from  a  slate  of  nature  is  certainly  to  plant  it 
with  men/'  .  .  .  "  It  is  the  lime  only, 
and  that  time  not  valued,  of  the  small  propri- 
etor, which  can  feriilize,  bit  by  bii,  such 
land  ;• 

(alluding  to  the  poor,  sandy,  sterile 
heath  land  of  Hollsod).  Speaking  of  the 
oalCTj  againit  small  holders  in  Ireland, 
Mr.  Laingaaid  — 

"  They  do  not  consider  the  somewhat  im- 
poriant  difference  of  people  being  ihe  owners 
or  not  the  ownera  of  the  land  divided." 
He  also  instanced.  Id  support  of  tlie  be- 
nefit of  small  hoIdinfTS,  Belgium,  Swit- 
zerland, Norway,  and  Tuscany,  where 
forty-eight  families  id  every  hundred  had 
land  as  their  onn  properly.  He  was 
of  opinion  that  the  Bill  was  calcu- 
lated lo  benefit  chiefly  the  landed  pro- 
prietors, and,  if  so,  it  was  unfair  that  the 
people  at  large  should  have  to  pay  for 
Commiaiiooeii  »bo  were  not  intended  to 
do  them  any  service  whatever.  He  would 
repeat,  that'  the  Bill  was  a  landlords'  Act ; 
and  lie  was  farlhet  of  opinion,  that  what- 
ever land  WBB  not  now  directly  given  up 
by  this  measure  to  the  lords  of  ihe  manor 
would  ultimately  come  into  their  posses- 
sion, because  the  small  holders  would  be 
brought  up  by  them,  and  all  would  thus 
become  theirs.  Another  objection  which 
he  had  to  the  Bill  proceeding  at  present 
was,  that  it  contained  no  less  than  161 
clauses:  and  he  would  put  it  to  the  House 
whether  it  was  fair  that  a  measure  con- 
taining so  many  clauses,  and  such  import- 
ant provisions,  should  be  brought  forward 
at  this  late  period  of  the  Session?  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  had  fett  it  to  be 
his  duly  to  record  his  dissent  from  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  by  moving  its  post- 
ponement until  next  Session.  He  thought 
be  had  given  aufficient   reasons  for  the 


measure  being  delayed,  at  least  for  that 
period  ;  and  he  would,  therefore  beg  leave 
to  move  that  the  House  go  into  Commit- 
tee on  the  Bill  that  day  three  moDlhs. 
Colonel  Sibthorp  said,  he  fully  agreed 
ilh  the  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale,  who 
had  just  sat  down,  that  it  was  better  to 
postpone  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  for 
another  Session.  There  were  so  many  in- 
terests concerned  in  the  provisions  of  this 
Bill,ihat  he  confessed  he  thought  the  pre- 
sent was  not  a  period  of  the  Session  when 
they  could  satisfactorily  take  the  matter 
into  consideralioti.  He  conFessed  he 
thought  that  the  Bill  was  a  vast  itnprove- 
tnent  upon  the  measure  that  had  been  in- 
troduced by  bis  noble  Friend  opposite,  the 
Member  for  North  Lincolnshire  (Lord 
Worsley) ;  but  slill  there  were  many  parts 
of  it  to  which  he  had  the  strongest  ob- 
jection. It  would,  for  instance,  give  great 
powers  to  men  who  were  wholly  unac- 
quainted with  the  various  parts  of  the 
country  wiih  which  they  would  have  to 
interfere,  and  where  these  inclosures  would 
take  place.  Besides,  he  had  no  great 
predilection  for  Commissioners;  and,  lie 
believed,  the  country  agreed  with  him  in 
that.  They  had  sufEcient  experience  al- 
ready of  the  expenses  of  Commissioners, 
and  of  the  little  good  which  they  effected. 
They  had  itistances  of  that  in  the  Poor 
Law  Commissioners  and  in  the  Tithe  Com- 
missioners. These  latter  originated  in  Ihe 
year  18116,  and  from  that  time  to  the 
present,  they  had  cost  the  country  some 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  pounds;  and, 
after  all,  had  done  little  or  nothing  for  it. 
This  Bill  would  give  great  powers  lo  the 
lords  of  the  manor.  It  would  enable  those 
individuals  to  take  good  care  of  them* 
selves:  and  he  had  some  misgivings  about 
the  manner  in  which  ihey  would  exer- 
cise the  power  given  lo  them.  On  going 
into  Comtnitiee,  he  should  endeavour  lo 
do  his  duty  in  improving  the  measure, 
and  he  certainly  should  aid  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Ear]  of  Lincoln)  as  far  as  he 
possibly  could. 

Lord  tVorsley  hoped  the  House  would 
direct  its  attention  to  what  he  conceived 
to  be  the  grounds  on  which  ibis  Bill  rested. 
He  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  being 
present  in  the  House  when  the  Bill  had  been 
introduced  by  the  noble  Lord  (the  Earl  of 
(jncoln);  and  he  would,  Iheiefore,  wish 
briefly  lo  refer  to  what  had  already  been 
done  with  respect  to  this  subject.  Hon. 
Oentlemen  would,  perhaps,  recollect  that 
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he  hid  himself  introduced  b  Bill  of  this 
destTipUon  thiee  years  ago,  und  nilh  tlie 
permission  of  ihe  House  he  would  beg  leave 
briefly  to  explain  tlie  progress  of  the  inea- 
8Ute  from  that  period  up  to  the  present 
time.  It  was  in  the  year  1837,  that  at  the 
luggeslioii  of  one  of  hit  constilucDls,  he 
brought  in  a  Bill  to  fnciliiate  the  iriakiug 
of  common  fields  enclosutca;  iirid  having 
been  fortunate  enough  I o  succeed  iu  get- 
ting it  passed  into  a  law,  he  h^d  for  two 
oc  three  years  afterwards  constant  appli- 
cations from  parties  connected  wi[h  waste 
ianda,  pressing  him  to  briu^  in  a  Bill  for 
extending  the  provigions  of  his  furmrr 
measure.  From  the  difhculties,  however, 
which  he  had  to  contend  against  in  (he 
progress  of  the  first  Bill,  he  did  not  wish 
to  do  so ;  until  the  year  1843,  when  there 
were  lo  many  applicaiions  made  lo  him 
on  the  subject,  and  so  many  of  the  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  voted  with  him  in 
!  837,  promised  him  their  support  and  as- 
■istance,  that  he  was  induced  to  comply 
with  the  solicitations  that  had  been  made 
to  him.  He  had  been  selecied  as  the 
fittest  Member  to  bring  the  subject  for- 
ward in  the  House,  in  consequence  of  his 
connexion  with  the  former  Bill  ;  and  be- 
cause it  so  happened  that  he  was  neither 
directly  nor  indirectly  connected  with  any 
land  which  this  Bill  or  any  general  EncIO' 
sure  Act  could  affect.  The  original  Bill 
of  1837  had,  he  was  aware,  many  im- 
peifections,  which  were,  to  a  great  extent, 
to  be  attributed  to  his  want  of  ability  ;  but 
ihe  subsequent  meaauie  which  had  been 
introduced  by  him  had  been  prepared 
with  great  care,  as  afTectlng;  the  rights  and 
interests  of  a  much  larger  clsit  of  persons. 
When  Ihe  Bill  of  lij42  had  been  first 
drawn  up,  the  Commissioners  were  left 
blank;  and  he  expressly  provided  in  the 
measure,  that  one  of  the  Principal  Secre- 
taries of  State  should  be  the  party  to  ap- 
point the  Commissioners,  and  thai  he  was 
to  be  a  party  in  carrying  out  the  Bill,  He 
then  inserted  the  names  of  the  Tithe  Com- 
missioners, against  their  express  remon- 
strances, and  merely  because  he  believed 
them  to  be  the  fittest  parties  for  carrying 
(he  measure  into  eitecuiion.  It  was  only 
light  that  he  should  stale  this,  because  an 
impression  had  gone  abroad  that  as  the  du- 
ties of  the TitheCommissioners  would  very 
soon  cease,  Ihe  insertion  or  their  names  in 
the  Bill  was  a  job  on  their  pari,  in  order 
lo  get  their  offices  made  perpetual.  Me 
'ined,   therefore,   it  should   be  known 
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that  it  was  his  own  snggeilioi),  and,  in 
fact,  contrary  to  the  wishes  of  the  Tithe 
Commissioners,  that  he  hail  mentioned 
them  in  the  Dill.  He  should  add,  that  be 
had  been  under  the  impressionat  fifst  that 
the  Tithe  Commiisinn  would  last.  His  Bill 
was  not  successful  the  first  year,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  late  period  in  the  Session 
in  which  it  had  been  introduced  ;  and 
in  the  year  after — 1844 — in  consequence 
of  the  lime  devoted  lo  private  mattera, 
there  would  have  been  very  little  chance 
of  getting  on  with  it.  The  Government 
then  conceived  that  the  House  would  not 
pay  thai  attention  to  the  question  which 
its  importance  required,  without  having 
the  Report  of  a  Committee  upon  it.  A 
Committee  had  been  accordingly  named  ; 
and  the  noble  I^jrd  opposite  (the  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Duchy  of  Lancasier)  could 
bear  testimony  with  him  to  the  exertions 
which  that  Commitice  had  used  to  dis- 
charge the  task  entrusted  to  them  in  the 
most  ettii'ient  manner.  They  continued 
their  sittings  for  a  considerable  time,  and 
collected  the  evidence  of  a  great  number 
of  witnesses  from  different  counties  in 
England  and  Wales;  and  the  result  waH, 
that,  wilh  the  exception  of  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Granville  .Somerset)  alone,  the  Com- 
mittee were  unanimous  in  favour  of  a  ge- 
neral Act.  Accordingly,  in  the  present 
Session,  before  he  returned  to  England, 
he  got  his  lion.  Ftieod  the  Member  for 
Cockermouih  to  give  notice,  in  his  name, 
that  it  was  his  iuteniion  to  introduce  a 
Bill  uu  the  subject  at  an  early  date. 
Shortly  afterwards,  he  received  a  coinmu- 
nicalion  from  thu  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Lincoln),  that  thi:  Government  had 
it  in  contemplation  lo  take  up  the  ques- 
tion, and  introduce  a  Bill  at  once  in  the 
Houte.  It  had  been  stated  by  some  per- 
sons that  he  (Lord  Worsley)  was  badly 
treated  by  the  Government,  in  having  the 
measure  taken  out  of  his  hands.  In  this 
feeling  he  did  not  at  all  participate.  He 
certainly  thought  that  the  Bill  now  be- 
fore the  House  would  require  some  im- 
portant alterations  to  make  it  successful ; 
but  he  was  so  sensible  of  the  importance 
of  having  the  measure  brought  forward 
on  the  responsibility  of  the  GnvernmenI, 
id  of  having  as  little  time  as  possible 
-t  in  bringing  it  under  the  consideration 
of  Pdrlidmeni,  ihnt  he  coulil  not  but  feel 
graliticd  at  the  course  whiih  had  been 
taken.  He  should  bi-  exceedingly  »orry 
if  the  uppusiiii'ii  which  was  uu.v  oH'cred 
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to  ihe  Bill,  were  to  be  penevfred  in,  and 
if  (lie  Hou!e  were  not  to  proceed  with  it 
in  Cornmitiee.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  with  any  lengthened  obiervadons 
on  tlie  subject  at  present.  He  could  as- 
sure his  hon.  Friend  who  had  moved  this 
Amendnieiit,  that  if  he  would  uLe  the 
trouble  to  look  into  (he  evidence  thai  had 
been  taken  berore  the  Coratnittee,  he  would 
find  abundant  proofs  in  it  of  the  advan- 
tages which  it  was  calculated  to  afford  to 
tha  poor  in  the  vicinity  of  these  commons. 
He  would  6nd  that  labourers  who  now 
round  a  difficulty  in  getting  employment 
even  for  a  short  time,  near  these  un- 
enclosed lands,  would  be  afforded  an 
opportunity  of  earning  a  considerable 
amount  of  wages  in  enclosing  and  bring* 
ing  ihem  into  a  state  of  culUvatioo  ;  and 
there  was  also  abundant  evidence  of  im- 
provement being  thus  effected  in  the 
condition  of  these  poor  people,  and  of 
constant  employment  being  afforded  to 
them  in  places  where  now,  from  the  un. 
willingness  of  (he  farmers  (o  employ  them, 
ihey  werelivingin  the  most  wretched  con> 
dilioD.  He  trusted  hon. Gentlemen  would, 
at  least,  take  Ihe  trouble  of  looking  into  the 
Report  of  the  Committee  before  they  came 
to  any  conclusion  hostile  to  the  measure. 
They  would  find  the  evidenceof  many  men, 
who  were  most  competent  to  judge  of  the 
questiou,  fill  in  Tavour  of  such  a  measure ; 
and  that,  as  he  had  before  stated,  (he 
Committee,  with  the  exception  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Chancellor  for  tbe  Duchy 
of  Lancaster  alone,  had  come  to  a  unani* 
mous  decision  in  favour  of  such  a  Bill 
being  passed.  He  would  not  deliiin  the 
House  longer ;  but  he  could  not  avoid  tak- 
ing that  opportunity  of  expressing  his  gra- 
titude to  his  noble  Friend  opposite  (the 
Earl  of  Lincoln),  lor  the  very  complimen- 
tary terms  in  which  he  had  spoken  of  htm 
in  his  (Lord  Worsley'«)  absence,  in  con- 
nection with  the  subject  now  before  the 
House,  and  his  graliticalion  that  a  mea- 
■ore  which  had  given  him  a  great  deal  of 
trouble,  and  for  the  success  of  which  he  felt 
a  hvely  interest,  was  likely  to  become  the 
lawof  the  land.  But  at  the  same  time  he 
should  repeat  that  he  sincerely  hoped  the 
Amendments  which  he  suggested  in  the 
neasute,  would  meet  with  the  favourable 
consideration  of  the  Government, as  with- 
out Ihem  he  believed  there  would  be  felt 
a  want  of  confidence  on  the  part  of  those 
who  would  be  anxious  lo  avail  themselves 
of  the  provisions  of  ihc  Act,  and  who 


would  be  deterred  by  an  apprehension  of 
fredt  expense  from  coming  before  Par- 
liament. He  would  propose  no  Amend* 
meoi  with  regard  to  the  Commissoners, 
though  he  had  a  very  strong  opinion  that 
the  course  proposed  in  the  Bill  was  not 
the  best  one  that  could  be  taken,  it  was 
said  that  a  Commission  presided  over  by 
the  chief  Commissioner  of  Woods  and 
Forests  would  form  a  very  proper  board 
to  be  entrusted  with  the  management  of 
this  law;  but  it  should  be  recollected  by 
(he  House  (hat  the  Commissioners  of 
Woods  and  Foreels  were  the  parties  who 
had  the  management  of  all  property  of 
which  the  Crown  was  lord  of  the  manor, 
both  in  Wales  and  in  many  parts  of  Eng- 
land; and  that  by  the  present  Bill  tbey  would 
establish  a  board  of  commissioners  over 
them.  When  they  got  into  Committee  on 
the  Bill,  he  would,  he  thought,  be  able  to 
show  that  the  Bill  proposed  giving  too  much 
power  to  the  valuers.  It  gave  them  power 
of  adjudicating  on  claims;  and  he  believed 
the  evidence  would  bear  him  oat  in  saying 
that  (his  would  open  up  many  very  great 
difficulUei),  which  would  require  (o  be  dealt 
with  by  men  of  considerable  experience, 
and  not  by  mere  land  agents.  It  might  be 
supposed  by  some  that  these  commons  or 
unenclosed  lands  were  of  small  extent. 
Such  was  not  the  fact  in  many  instances  ; 
and  the  Committee  had  one  case  in  parti- 
cular mentioned  before  them,  in  which 
there  were  no  less  than  19,000  acres  of 
unenclosed  land.  The  valuers  would  thus 
be  given  very  considerable  authority. 
There  were  also  in  many  cases  portions  of 
these  lands  occupied  by  squatters,  who 
would  be  bringing  claims  before  these 
valuers,  and  thus  more  power  would 
be  given  to  that  description  of  persons, 
than  he  thought  ought  to  be  entrus(ed 
(o  them.  He  hoped,  therefore,  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  consider  well 
before  he  allowed  such  a  measure  lo  pass 
unaltered.  If  his  Bill,  and  that  now  he- 
fore  the  House,  were  compared  together 
clause  by  clause,  there  would  be  very 
little  difference  found  as  far  as  the  mere 
marginal  notes  were  concerned  ;  but  when 
the  clauses  were  read  through,  very  ma- 
terial differences,  it  would  be  found,  had 
been  introduced  in  the  working  of  the 
measure.  He  had  to  express  a  hope  (hat 
(he  Bill  would  be  allowed  (o  proceed  in 
Commiiice.  He  was  afraid  thnt  a  Bill 
with  161  clauses  woiild  not  pass  through 
Cummiitee  as  quickly  as  the  Government 
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seemed  to  espccl ;  but  he,  nt  Uie  same 
lime,  hoped  that  more  hon.  Meniberi 
would  be  found  to  take  a  greater  inlereit 
in  haWng  it  proceefled  with,  than  wai  the 
case  on  former  occasioni;  und  ihat  al 
■II  eTents  there  would  be  no  danger  of 
the  House  being  counted  oat  daring  its 
progress. 

Mr.  flame  was  sorry  to  feel  it  to  be 
his  duty  to  oppose  this  Bill;  but  he  was 
bound  to  give  his  support  to  the  Amend- 
ment on  the  same  grounds  on  which  he 
had  resisted  the  measures  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Won  ley)  in  former  years. 
The  noble  Lord  might  recollect  that  he 
had  invariably  opposed  his  Motions  ou 
this  subject;  and  in  adopting  a  similar 
course  on  the  present  occasion,  he  felt 
bound  to  express  his  surprise  at  the  man- 
ner in  which  so  important  an  enactment 
was  allowed  to  proceed,  as  ifit  were  some 
mere  every-day  occurrence,  and  not  de- 
serving of  any  pariicnlar  attention  from 
the  House.  He  considered  that,  gene- 
rally speaking,  all  lands  that  were  worth 
enclosing  had  already  been  enclosed,  and 
any  which  were  nol,  ought  to  be  inter- 
fered with  only  by  special  epplicatioo  to 
the  House  and  on  its  own  merits.  He 
objected  to  the  Bill  because  it  was  a 
landed  proprietors'  Bill,  be  they  large  or 
small;  and  because  it  would  take  awny 
from  poor  men — from  those  who  consti' 
tuted  the  great  mass  of  the  community— 
the  advantages  which  they  now  possessed 
in  the  enjoyment  of  air  and  eiercise  on 
these  commons.  He  was  sorry  to  hear 
from  a  legal  Friend  near  him,  that  com- 
monages were  all  private  property.  In  hrs 
opinion,  and  as  he  interpreted  the  law, 
they  comprised  lands  never  granted  to 
any  individuals;  but  belonging  to  the 
CrowD  for  the  benefit  of  the  public.  He, 
therefore,  regarded  this  Bill  as  one  for 
taking  away  the  lillle  public  property 
which  stilt  remained  available  for  the 
health  and  enjoyment  of  the  community, 
in  order  to  divide  it  amongst  the  landed 
proprietors.  It  was  true  that  some  per- 
sons who  possessed  small  spots  of  land 
would  obtain  a  proportionate  share  of  the 
common  to  be  enclosed;  hut  still  tbe 
great  advantage  would  clearly  be  derived 
by  the  large  proprietors;  while  the  poor, 
who  now  had  the  privilege  of  going 
through  the  lands,  were  to  be  entirely 
excluded,  as  tbe  whole  would  be  enclosed. 
He,  therefore,  considered  the  question  as 
politically  of  iiDpoTtance ;  and  if  he  had 


objected  to  it  while  in  the  hnnds  of  the 
noble  Lord,  his  objection  was  still  stronger 
when  it  was  taken  up  hy  the  Government, 
He  objected  to  persons  who  would  be 
removed  with  every  change  of  Ministry, 
being  entrusted  with  the  property  of  the 
community  at  large.  He  had  no  objec- 
lion  that  tbe  individual  who  was  to  be 
placed  at  the  head  of  the  Crown  lands 
shonld  have  a  seat  in  the  Cabinet,  and  be 
subject  to  those  changes;  but  it  did  ap- 
pear to  him,  that  a  public  officer  so  err- 
cumatanccd  and  filling  such  a  post,  ought 
not  to  be  placed  over  two  other  commis- 
sioners in  a  board  which  would  have  the 
power  of  interfering  with  the  property  of 
the  public.  The  noble  Lord  had  iieied, 
very  properly,  that  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Committee  was  favourable  to 
such  a  measure  as  the  present:  but  he 
should  be  glad  to  hear  what  trouble  had 
been  taken  by  the  Committee  to  get  the 
evidence  of  tlie  poor  man  and  the  labourer 
on  the  matter?  What  evidence  had  they 
from  the  poor  who  used  these  commons? 
In  the  absence  of  any  such  evidence,  he 
had  therefore  a  right  to  say  that  it  was 
a  one-sided  Report  in  favour  of  the  landed 
proprietors,  large  and  small  as  they  might 
be;  and  on  that  ground  he  opposed  any 
measure  founded  upon  it,  as  taking  away 
the  rights  of  the  community  at  large. 
Even  the  landed  proprietors  themselves 
ought,  he  thought,  to  be  cautious  In  pass- 
ing  such  a  measure.  They  ought  to  re- 
collect that  the  effect  of  it  would  be  to 
■Iter  (he  character  of  the  labouring  popu- 
lation, and  to  reduL'e  them  to  the  condi- 
tion of  the  poor  inhabitants  of  the  dirty 
streets  and  lanes  of  the  towns.  With  the 
exception  of  some  50  or  100  square  yards 
of  a  bit  of  green  in  the  midst  of  a  village, 
they  proposed  to  grasp  at  the  whole  of  ihe 
commonages  of  the  land.  The  House 
ought,  he  thought,  to  conaider  seriously 
before  they  swept  away  at  once  the  little 
independent  property  that  remained  in  the 
country.  Tlie  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Robert  Peel),  who  was  not  then  in  his 
place,  admitted  on  a  former  occasion  that 
it  was  a  question  whether  the  poor  ought 
not  to  be  more  indcntiRed  with  the  land  ; 
and  he  would  wish  to  put  it  to  that  tight 
hon.  Gentleman,  whether  getting  rid  alto- 
gether of  the  conuexion  of  tbe  poor  with 
the  soil,  was  not  an  evil  which  would  affect 
society  at  large?  He  had  no  interest 
against  this  Bill.  On  the  contrary,  his 
iodividual  interests  wotild  go  in  favour  of 
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it;  but  «hcD  be  looked  aC  the  mass  or 
penons  wbo  would  be  sliut  out  froin  all 
the  opportuoitjei  of  recreation  which  they 
tioM>  enjoyed,  he  could  not  content  to  the 
paisiog  of  such  a  measure.  In  the  next 
place,  he  objected  to  the  proposal  for 
paying  out  of  the  Coniolidated  Fund  the 
expenses  of  all  these  enclosures,  under- 
lalien  for  the  benefit  of  the  landed  pro- 
prietors, without  any  benefit  being  ob- 
tained by  the  public  at  large.  It  was 
00  that  gtound  ihut  be  had  before  ob- 
jected to  the  Tithe  Commission ;  and  in 
proof  that  he  was  right  on  that  occa- 
sion, he  might  observe  that,  though  the 
Comnissioa  had  only  been  a  few  years 
ill  exisience,  it  had  alteady  caused  an 
expense  to  the  country  of  600,000/. 
["  No,  no  l"j  He  believed  the  sum  to  be 
hbout  what  he  had  stated.  The  expense 
ol'  the  Tithe  Commission  was  upwards 
of  60,000f.  a  year,  and  that,  in  the  ten 
years  since  its  appointment,  would  give  a 
sum  of  600,000/.  But  whatever  the  ex- 
pease  raigbt  be,  it  was  paid  out  of  the 
general  taxation  of  the  country,  while  it 
benefited  only  those  wbo  weie  in  posses- 
sion  of  the  tithes  and  advowsons.  He 
should,  therefore,  if  this  Dill  got  into 
Committee,  offer  every  opposition  to  this 
clause;  but  for  the  present  he  should  ex- 
press bis  decided  disapproval  of  the  prin- 
ciple of  Ibe  Bill.  The  measure  had  been 
already  poslponed  two  Sessions,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  better,  under  all  the 
circumstances,  for  the  House  now  to  con- 
sent to  its  postponement  for  another 
year. 

Mr.  Trelaway  said,  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  just  sat  down,  had  commenced 
by  saying,  that  this  was  a  landlords'  Bill ; 
and  be  aslted,  why  should  they  not  come 
before  Parliament  in  every  case  in  which 
it  was  desirable  to  effect  enclosures  of 
waste  ground?  But  would  tlie  House  bear 
in  mind  the  great  expense  of  getting  one 
of  these  Enclosure  Bills  passed?  Tbey 
would  Tfquire  to  have  some  4,000  Enclo- 
sure Bills  passed,  each  of  which  would 
cost  the  parties  from  1,000/.  to  2,000J. 
They  had  already  evidence  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  Commissioners  and  attorneys 
engaged  in  these  enclosure  cases  pro- 
ceeded. It  would  appear  that  they  were 
in  the  habit  of  meeting  at  ten  o'clock  in 
the  morning  to  breakfast.  They  then 
cracked  their  jokes,  to  use  the  words  of 
the  witnesses,  until  twelve,  and  after 
dining    logether  at  three  o'clock,    pro- 


ceeded then  to  the  husinesi  of  the  day. 
There  were,  in  his  opinion,  several  faults 
in  the  present  measure.  For  instance,  it 
required  the  landlord's  veto  to  be  given  in 
each  case.  That,  he  supposed,  was  in- 
tended to  prevent  any  supposed  inter- 
ference with  the  rights  of  property.  The 
hon.  Member  read  several  extracts  from 
the  evidence  of  some  of  the  clergymen 
examined  before  the  Comroillec,  to  show 
the  state  in  which  the  conimons  were 
kept,  and  the  poverty  and  wretchedness 
to  be  found  around  them.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Rochdale  was  wrong  in  sup- 
posing that  theic  commoos  were  the  pro- 
perly of  the  public  at  large,  as  they  were 
the  property  of  a  number  of  individuals 
residing  in  their  immediate  vicinity.  He 
would  not,  however,  trouble  the  House  at 
any  further  length  at  present. 

Viscount  Pa^nerslon  said,  he  should  sup- 
port the  general  principles  of  the  Bill;  but 
he  would  reserve  to  himself  the  right  of 
thinking  that  some  of  the  details  might 
be  improved.  He  felt  aoxious,  before  the 
House  came  to  a  division  on  the  Amend- 
ment, lo  say  a  few  words  ou  the  argument 
of  his  lion.  Friend.  The  hon.  Member 
conceived  that  the  Bill  was  a  landlords' 
Bill— that  the  object  of  it  was  to  uke 
away  from  the  people  of  this  country 
lands  which  he  seemed  to  think  were  now 
vested  in  the  Crown  for  the  use  of  the 
population  at  large.  Now,  he  differed 
entirely  from  bis  hon.  Friend  as  to  hit 
legal  theory,  as  well  as  from  his  view  of 
the  Dill.  Nothing,  he  believed,  could 
be  more  indisputable  in  point  of  law,  than 
that  the  common  land  of  the  country  does 
not  belong  to  the  community  at  large, 
but  to  a  certain  number  of  individuals  re- 
sident in  the  neighbourhood.  There  was 
no  question,  but  that  all  the  commons  in 
the  country  were  the  property  of  some  one, 
or  some  set  of  persons.  As  to  this  Bill 
being  lo  the  prejudice  of  the  labouring 
classes,  he  considered  that  it  was  a  Bill 
essentially  for  the  interest  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourers.  There  was  altogether  in 
England  and  Wales  about  37,000,000  of 
acres  of  land,  and  of  these  10,000,000 
would  come  under  the  operation  of  (hit 
Bill.  It  was  in  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mittee, that,  taking  one  description  of  land 
with  another,  and  setting  aaide  the  tem- 
porary employment  that  would  be  afforded 
before  the  enclosures  could  be  completed, 
in  the  draining,  the  fencing,  the  ditching 
the   lands,  and   in    the  erection  of  the 
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variety  of  bii:lding;s  which  would  be  con- 
sequent upon  the  encloiiires,  thai  there 
would  be  a  permanent  additional  employ- 
ment to  the  agricultural  labouring  claues, 
to  tlie  extent  or  one  labourer  and  his 
family  finding  employment,  Tor  every  (irty 
acFfi  of  land  ;  ao  llial  under  the  operalion 
or  this  Bill,  employment  would  be  afforded 
10  200,000  ramiliei  of  agricultural  la- 
bourers. It  had  been  staled  very  recently, 
in  the  course  of  a  debate  in  that  House, 
ihai  the  condition  of  ihc  labourer  did  not 
so  much  depend  on  the  nature  oF  his  em- 
ploytpent  on  the  land,  as  on  the  wages 
which  he  received ;  and  therefore  this 
Bill,  by  increasing  the  amount  of  employ- 
ment for  the  agricultural  lubourers,  would 
tncreafe  their  wages,  and  ibua  prove  an 
important  boon  to  the  labouring  ciasfea. 
His  hon.  Friend  said,  that  the  labouring 
classes  would  be  deprived  of  (he  com- 
mons and  waste  lands,  which  afforded 
ihem  places  for  air  and  exercise.  From 
such  language,  it  might  be  supposed  that 
the  operation  of  this  Bill  would  apply  In 
such  placea  as  Clapham-commoa,  and 
Turnham-green,  and  similar  open  spaces 
which  were  surrounded  with  buildint;s. 
Nothing,  however,  was  more  unlike  reality; 
for  by  one  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill,  it 
was  provided  that  all  open  spaces,  within 
a  certain  number  of  milns  from  a  town, 
containing  also  a  ceTtain  number  of  inha. 
bitanis,  ahould  be  excluded  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill.  For  instance,  the 
distance  frcm  London  was  to  be  ten  miles, 
and  a  proportionate  distance  according  lo 
the  population  of  a  place.  Thus,  then, 
no  Und  would  be  inclosed  within  a  speci* 
fieU  distance  of  a  town,  and  in  no  case 
would  the  village  green  be  enclosed.  But 
what  was  the  sort  of  air  and  exercise 
which  was  got  upon  these  large  open 
spaces?  It  should  be  remerobered  that 
the  land  which  came  under  the  operaii 
of  this  Bill  did  not  comprise  village  greens, 
commons  in  the  vicinity  of  towns,  bul  vast 
spaces  of  unenclosed  land.  And  \ 
was  I  be  character  of  the  poorer  or 
liibounng  classes  in  the  vicinity  of  those 
large  tracts  of  unenclused  Und  ?  They 
were  employed  by  the  richer  classes 
the  neighbourhood  of  those  places,  and 
who  posiesied  the  right  of  pasturage, 
to  hunt  with  wild  dogs  the  oxen  and  sheep 
of  other  claimants  of  commonage;  i 
it  generally  thercfoie  happened  that  by 
pending  money  on  such  a  descriptior 
employment,  that  the  richer  farmer,  by 
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engrossed  to  himself  the  ad- 
vantages of  the  common.  Nothing  could 
be  better  to  the  labouring  classes  than 
constant  employment,  where  moral  con- 
duct was  regarded,' and  where  there  was  a 
strict  attention  lo  the  rights  of  others.  It 
had  been  proved  before  the  Commillee, 
that  the  class  of  persons  living  on  the 
borders  of  these  large  unenclosed  tracts  of 
country  were  of  the  most  irregular  liabits. 
Any  one  who  lived  on  the  borders  of  an 
unenclosed  tract  of  couniry,  of  a  forest, 
us  he  did,  in  Hampshire,  must  be  well 
aware  that  the  habits  of  the  labouring 
BBses  in  such  districts  were  very  different 
I  their  character  and  conduct  from  those 
of  the  agricultural  labourera  in  other 
parts  of  the  country,  where  they  depended 
on  the  regularcmployment  of  their  labour. 
There  was  auother  point  connected  willi 
this  subject,  namely,  the  conflicting  rights 
over  unenclosed  lands,  which  prevented 
all  enclosure  taking  place.  In  many 
places  one  man  was  entitled  to  the  pas- 
turage, and  another  lo  the  wood  :  and  it 
was  most  difficult. to  bring  about  an  agree- 
ment to  enclose  under  such  circumstances. 
The  BUI  would  free  lands  from  such  evils. 
In  some  casea  an  individual  had  the  right 
to  pasture  hi*  sheep  od  a  common  from 
April  to  October;  and  certainly  this  was 
a  great  bar  to  the  improvement  of  the 
land.  The  present  measure  would  afford 
more  ample  means  for  promoting  enclosure 
than  now  existed;  and  these  conflicting 
tights  would  be  extinguished  by  compen- 
sation, which  now  so  seriously  interfered 
with  improvements.  He  saw  with  gr«at 
satisfaction  the  introduction  of  this  me.i. 
sure,  and  thought  that  it  should  be  called 
a  Bill  for  the  improvement  of  the  con- 
dition of  the  agricultural  labouring  classes, 
as  it  would  tend  materially  to  the  increase 
of  their  wages  ;  he.  therefore,  should  give 
it  his  cordial  support. 

The  Fart  of  Lincoln  would  not  detain 
the  House  for  more  than  a  few  minutes, 
from  coming  to  a  division;  but  having 
taken  upon  himself  lo  conduct  this  Bill, 
with  the  concurrence  of  his  noble  Friend, 
he  thought  that  the  House  might  expect 
him  lo  refer  to  some  of  the  objections  which 
had  been  raised  againitt  ii  ;  but,  after  what 
had  fallen  from  tlie  noble  Lord  who  had 
ju>t  sat  dowD,  he  felt  that  heshouia  have 
very  little  to  say.  Two  reoaoita  had  been 
slated  why  Ihey  should  not  proceed  with 
this  Bill  into  Committee  that  evening. 
The  boa.  Member  for  Monlrote  said  that 
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be  objected  to  tbe  principle  of  the  Bill, 
ir  that  was  the  casf,  the  hon.  Member 
must  object  to  the  enclosure  of  land  alto- 
gether, and,  iherefore,  to  becantiatent,  he 
not  only  must  oppose  this  Bill,  but  he 
should  also  have  opposed  the  numerous 
Private  Enclosure  Bills  which  passed 
through  that  House  every  Session.  There 
was  nothing  more  objectionable  in  this 
ihio  there  viaa  to  be  met  nith  in  every 
parish  Enclosure  Bill  which  passed  that 
House  almost  without  notice.  By  the  use 
of  such  language  as  had  been  resorted  to 
with  respect  to  this  Bill,  tiiey  would  be 
very  apt  to  mislead  popular  feeling  out  of 
doors  on  this  subject,  and  more  eBpecially 
by  calling  it  by  such  a  name  as  a  land- 
lords' bill.  He  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member  that  this  Bill  provided  in  the 
most  satisfactory  manner  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  every  tight  whid)  now  existed, 
or  compeDsalioii  in  place  of  it.  The  noble 
Viscount  had  so  completely  refuted  the 
speecli  of  the  hon.  Nfember  as  to  ihe 
commons'  lands  belonging  to  the  poorer 
classes,  that  he  did  not  Jeel  it  iiecess;)ry 
to  trouble  the  House  at  greater  leogih  on 
ihe  poinr.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kocli- 
dale  had  slated  that  the  rights  of  the  poor 
would  b«  infringed  on  by  this  Bill.  This 
was  a  misapprehension  on  ihe  part  of  the 
hon.  Member.  Certainly  it  might  be  so 
in  the  case  of  a  Private  ill  before  the 
House  for  the  purpose  of  an  enclosure.  In 
such  case  the  mniier  was  decided  upon 
before  a  Committee  of  thai  House,  and  it 
was  notorious  ihat  this  was  an  expensive 
tribunal;  and,  although  it  miglit  be 
aniions  to  do  its  duty  to  the  poor,  yet  as 
they  had  not  the  means  of  coming  before 
it,  the  rights  of  the  poor  might  uninienlion- 
atly  be  ii>Fringed  on.  Now,  what  was  the 
course  proposed  in  that  Bill?  That  the  rights 
of  the  poor  should  be  decided-  on  by 
parlies  quite  independent  of  local  inteiests, 
and  who  would  be  sent  down  to  examine 
into  the  subject,  and  to  investigate  the 
relative  claims  of  the  various  pa-ties. 
Since,  however,  he  had  introduced  this 
Bill,  he  bad  made  n  very  important  ad- 
dition to  il  for  Ihe  defence  of  the  rights  of 
(he  poorer  claimants:  and  this  he  had 
chiefly  been  induced  to  do  iu  consequence 
of  the  debates  which  had  taken  place  in 
(be  House  on  the  subject  durtng  the  last 
l«o  years.  He  had  made  this  change,  he 
r<  pealed,  in  order  to  provide  additional 
security,  and  to  get  rid  of  the  objections 
which  had  contingally  been  made  on  dis- 


cussions of  this  subject  during  the  last  two 
Sessions.  He  proposed  that  in  alt  cases 
where  land  was  subject  to  indefinite  com- 
noa  rights,  that  they  should  not  be  en- 
'losed  without  the  previous  and  special 
lireclion  of  Parliament.  In  sucli  cases, 
ilso,  where  the  patties  could  not  appear 
viihout  material  expense,  ihat  they  should 
be  able  to  come  before  the  House,  not  as 
formeily,  when  they  appeared  in  opposi- 
tion to  a  Private  Enclosuie  Bill,  but  that 
the  Commissioners  appointed  under  the 
Bill  should  make  a  Report  on  every  such 
case  to  the  House,  and  that  il  should 
u  be  proceeded  with  by  the  House  or 
t,  as  the  House  might  decide.  He  also 
proposed  that  all  Bills  for  such  enclosures 
should  be  regarded  as  Public  Bills,  and 
taken  at  the  time  of  public  business,  and 
not,  as  now,  as  Private  Bills,  which  were 
passed  in  such  a  manner  that  hardly  any 
of  the  Memtiers  knew  what  they  were 
passing.  By  this  means  every  opportunity 
would  be  afforded  to  parties  to  vindicate 
their  rights,  ss  the  printed  Bills  would  bo 
in  the  hands  of  Members,  and  they  would 
enabled  to  hold  ready  communi- 
in  with  the  parties  interested  ;  and  if, 
ny  case,  it  should  be  found  that  the 
Commissioners  bad  been  guilty  of  the 
'  '  nder  of  infringing  on  the  rights  of 
lieE,  any  hon.  Member  could  move 
I  provision  be  made  accordingly.  For 
own  pari,  he  believed  that  no  greater 
utity  could  be  afTotded  for  the  prolec- 
I  of  lights, iliau  were  provided  for  under 
I  Bill.  The  hon.  Member  for  Rach- 
c  said,  that  the  Bill  would  take  rights 
:eriain  lands  from  the  poor  which  their 
ancestors  had  held  for  several  generations, 
and  which  their  successors  hereafter  would 
he  entitled  to:  that  under  this  Bill  their 
righ  s,  which  had  existed  from  generation 
to  generation,  could  be  alienated.  He  ad- 
mitted that  this  was  the  case  ;  but  it  was 
also  the  case  now  that  parties  in  the  pos- 
session of  the  right  of  commonage  could 
alienate  all  their  property  in  it  without 
reference  to  ihose  who  might  come  after 
ihem.  He,  therefoie,  conceived  that  the 
objeclion  of  the  hon.  Member  on  this 
point  amounted  to  nothing.  In  l))-29,  Mr. 
Whittle  Harvey  brought  under  the  notice 
of  PdHiament,  the  utter  insecurity  of  rights 
which  existed  under  ihc  system  of  private 
Enclosure  Bills;  and  roaoy  of  the  evils 
which  were  then  pointed  out  would  be 
prevented  under  this  Bill.  The  hon. 
Member  for   Rochdale  alluded  to  allot- 
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menu  of  land  wliich  were  intended  for 
the  recreations  ot  ilie  people ;  kod  he  com- 
plained that  they  did  not  pteHrve  land 
ibr  inch  recreationt  of  towns  with  less 
than  10,000  inhabitants.  But,  if  the  hon. 
Member  would  look  into  the  I3th  Clause 
-  of  tliii  Bill,  l>e  would  find  that  the  pravi- 
sioD  respecting  no  enclosure  taking  place 
near  places  with  10,000  inhabiianis,  bore 
a  different  sense  lo  that  which  the  hon. 
Member  attached  to  it.  It  was  proposed 
to  enact  that  nrilhin  a  ceitain  distaace  o( 
towns  with  10,000  inhabiluats  and  up- 
wards,  no  eocloiure  should  take  place 
without  Bpecial  provision  being  mads  for 
each  paiticular  case,  aod  the  followiog 
clause  enacted  that  no  town  green  or  vil- 
lage green  should  be  enclosed,  but  that 
provision  should  be  made  for  preserving 
the  surface  and  filing  their  boundi 
The  hon.  Member  stated  that  no  sub- 
siantial  beneRt  had  been  given  lo  the  pO' 
pulaiion  of  the  country  by  enclosures; 
and  went  into  calculaiions  respecting  the 
number  of  enclosures  during  (he  last  three 
centnriei,  with  the  intention  of  showing 
that  DO  improvement  bad  taken  place  in 
the  condition  of  the  agricultural  labourers 
during  that  period,  and  that  there  bad 
been  no  additional  amount  of  employment 
in  consequence  of  them.  The  hon,  Mem. 
ber  might  as  well  contend  that  there  was 
no  greater  amount  of  agricultural  la- 
bourers employed  in  the  present  day  thar 
in  the  lime  of  the  Druids,  when  the  whole 
country  was  unenclosed.  Several  hon, 
Members,  in  the  course  of  the  discussion, 
had  alluded  to  the  great  expense  (hat 
would  attend  the  appointment  of  (his 
Commission ;  and  stated  that,  inasmuch  as 
the  mcasote  would  be  solely  for  the  be. 
nefit  of  the  owners  of  (be  soil,  that  ibf 
expense  of  it  should  not  be  paid  by  the 
State.  He  did  not  believe  that  the  bene- 
fits to  be  derived  from  this  measure  would 
be  confined  to  the  owners  of  the  soil,  but 
(hat  it  would  prove  lo  be  a  national  bene* 
fit.  In  the  first  place,  the  salaries  were 
(o  paid  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  It 
should  be  recollecied  that  of  the  three 
Commissioners,  (wo  were  unpaid,  and  one 
was  paid  ;  and  in  addi(ion  lo  Ibis,  there 
would  be  n  charge  for  Assistant  Commis- 
sioners, a  Secretary,  and  a  few  Clerks. 
If  the  hon.  Member  would  refer  to  the 
125th  Clause,  be  would  find  that  the 
expense  of  the  Assistant  Commissioners, 
and  other  persons  employed  on  any  en- 
closure, was    made    chargeable    to   the 
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land  so  enclosed,  and  the  amoant  was 
to  be  paid  to  the  Consolidxed  Fund. 
The  whole  amount,  therefore,  would  be 
repaid,  with  the  exception  of  a  very 
small  suoi.  The  result  of  (be  whole 
measure  would  be,  that  there  would  be 
an  immense  reduction  in  the  expense  of 
an  enclosure.  He  believed,  that  under 
the  proposed  system,  they  would  not  ba 
above  one-teuih  or  one-twetrih  of  the 
present  amount.  The  evidence  annexed 
lo  the  Report  of  die  Committee  showed 
that  the  expense  attending  enclosure! 
under  the  present  system  was  so  great, 
(hat  it  often  prevented  extensive  enclo- 
sures  being  uoderiaken.  lie  would  not 
(hen  enter  into  an  answer  to  the  objec- 
tions raised  by  his  noble  Friend  to  some 
of  the  details  of  the  Bill,  but  would  pot 
pone  them  until  (hey  wen(  ia(o  Commit, 
tee,  where  (hey  would  regularly  come 
under  coniideruiion. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Queation. 
that  the  words  proposed  lo  be  left  out 
should  Bland  part  ot  the  Question  :— Ayrs 
121;  Noes  H:  Majority  110. 

House  in  Committee. 

On  (he  1st  Clause  (relating  (0  the  ap> 
pointment  of  Commissioners), 

Mr.  C.  liuUer  said,  that  he  intended  to 
move  an  Amendment  to  the  1st  Clause, 
although  be  did  not  object  lo  the  princi- 
pie  of  (he  Bill.  There  was,  however,  ■ 
matter  involved  in  the  Isi  Clause,  which 
appeared  to  him  lo  be  so  objectionable 
ihut,  if  persisted  In,  it  would  almost  in- 
duce him  to  oppose  the  Bill,  His  opinion 
had  always  been  that  the  greatest  faci- 
litics  should  be  given  for  the  enclosure 
of  the  common  land  of  the  country,  after 
naintenancD  of  any  right  or  compen- 
sation in  lieu  of  it;  and  he  believed,  that 
class  of  persons  were  so  much  in- 
terested in  currying  out  a  sound  system 
of  enclosure  as  the  poorer  classes.  He 
should  now  endeavour  to  induce  the 
House  to  adopt  allerattoni  in  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  Bill,  which,  if  he  succeeded 

doing,  his  main  objections  to  the  Bill 
would  be  removed.  The  Bill  of  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Lincolnshire  pro> 
posed  that  the  inquiries  respecting  enclo- 
sures should  be  relerred  lo  a  Board  of 
Cumissioners  now  existing,  and  which 
was  conversant  wiib  questions  connected 
with  (be  land  of  this  country,  and  was 
wholly  unconnected  with  puli(icB.  He 
thought,  (hat  (he  great  objection  to  Ihis 
Bill  was,  thai  lucU  great  powers  under  it 
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■hould  be  placed  in  llie  bands  or  a  Go- 
veroment  Biaid,  forming  a  pan  of  ihe 
Adminisuaiion  of  ilie  day.  He  enter- 
tained DO  jealousy  of  the  abnie  of  the 
powers  by  the  noble  Lord  ai  the  head  of 
ihe  Wood*  and  Foresti ;  for  he  believed 
■hat  sucb  power*  would  be  aa  secure  in 
hii  liaods  as  in  those  of  any  person  that 
could  be  named.  He  objected,  however, 
to  the  principle,  and  should  objeci  as 
strongly  if  tha  powers  were  lo  be  entrusled 
to  political  fiieiid*  of  his  own.  Now,  what 
were  ibe  powers  involved  in  this  Bill? 
towers  were  to  be  entrusted  lo  (he  Cnm- 
missioners  by  which  tbe  whole  of  the 
landed  property  of  the  country  would  be 
afTecied.  The  Commissioners  were  to 
iletermine  whether  or  not  commons  or 
waste  lands  should  be  enclosed  or  not. 
Under  such  circumstances,  it  was  obvious 
that  they  would  have  great  power  over  the 
landed  properly  of  the  country,  and  also 
over  a  large  mass  of  the  people  not  holders 
of  landed  property.  Wasitconstitutional 
that  such  power  should  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  ihe  Minister  of  the  day,  who  was 
obliged  to  depend  for  the  tenure  of  his 
office  on  the  votes  of  a  majority  of  that 
House?  No  doubt,  in  a  question  which 
involved  the  general  interests  of  the  peO' 
pie  of  this  country,  public  attention  would 
be  called  to  the  matter,  and  the  infliction 
of  injustice  might  be  prevented  ;  bul  in  a 
querilon  sfieciing  individuals,  he  believed 
that  every  one  would  say  that  the  decision 
should  not  be  referred  lo  a  board  depen- 
dent on  party,  nor  on  ihe  totes  of  a  majo- 
rity of  that  House.  By  the  alterations 
which  had  been  made  in  the  Bill  of  Jiis 
noble  Friend,  the  whole  power  of  rfTfciin); 
enclosures  was  placed  in  (he  hands  of  the 
Woods  and  Forests.  Ii  appeared  by  ihe 
present  Bill  thai  three  Commissioners  were 
10  be  appointed  ;  but  that  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Woods  and  Forests  was  al- 
ways lo  be  one.  It  appeared  also,  that 
two  of  the  Commiisioneis  were  to  have  no 
pa;f,  and  he  doubled  whether  (hey  would 
be  able  to  get  any  but  ■  Member  of  the 
Eiecutive  Government  lo  act  si  (he  se- 
cond Commisiioner,  without  delay.  The 
third  Commisiionerwaslo  be  paid,  and  was 
10  be  removable  at  (he  pleasure  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State,  and  would  be  as  much 
removable  as  a  Lord  of  the  Treasury. 
Without  any  disrepect  lo  the  Lords  of  the 
Treasury,  he  hoped  he  might  say  that 
ihey  were  apt  to  be  swayed  by  parly  feel- 
ings, and  that  they  were  Dul  exacily  the 
YOh.lX.XXU.    {S21 


I  kind  of  grave  and  judicial  characters  which 
should  be  appointed  Commissioners  under 
a  meaaure  ot  this  kind.  The  change  of 
the  Minister  of  the  day  applied  also  to  all 
the  appoiniraenis,  and  thus  the  change  of 
the  head  of  the  depariment  depended  on 
the  fluctuations  of  the  politics  of  the  day. 
There  was  another  objection  to  such  a 
board,  namely,  that  the  chief  Commis- 
sioner of  Woods  and  Forests,  who  was  to 
admioister  the  powers  under  this  Bill,  was 
the  adminiilrator  of  the  landed  property  of 
ihe  Crown.  This  was  most  objectionable, 
for  he  was  interested  as  a  parly  in  llie 
questions  that  would  come  before  the 
Board.  It  was  necessary,  under  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  that  lords  of  maoors 
should  have  a  proportionate  interest  in  the 
enclosure  of  each  manor.  Now,  how  many 
manors  were  held  by  (he  Crown  in  Eng- 
land and  Wales?— Not  lessiban  579.  He 
did  not  know  the  extent  of  those  manori 
in  acres,  but  it  must  be  obvious  that  579 
manors  contained  a  considerable  propor- 
tion of  the  landed  property  of  the  coun- 
iry.  He  thought  that  a  grave  objection. 
He  had  never  heard  any  valid  reason  for 
aliering  the  machinery  proposed  by  the 
noble  Lord  ihe  Member  for  Lincolnshire. 
The  Tithe  Commissioners,  in  (he  prosecu- 
tion of  their  duties,  had  to  make  ihe  fullest 
inquiries  into  the  nature  and  value  of  land 
throughout  the  kingdom  ;  and  he  thought 
(hat  with  such  a  body  aa  that  in  operation, 
it  was  most  consistent  with  common 
sense  (o  entrust  to  them  duties  of  a  na- 
ture aliogether  analogous  with  their  own, 
instead  of  appointing  a  new  board  for 
the  purpose.  The  Bill  itself  inciden- 
tally acknowleilged  (he  competency  for 
(he  purpose  of  the  Tithe  Commission,  one 
clause  distinctly  directing  that  for  parti- 
cular classes  of  minute  local  information, 
recourse  should  be  had  (o  that  Commis- 
sion ;  why  not  have  recourse  to  it  alto- 
gether? It  wss  a  body  free  from  objec- 
tions on  ihe  fcore  of  political  or  party 
bias;  it  was  not  removable  on  a  chango 
of  Government,  and  it  had  ample  expe- 
rience and  information  on  the  subject,  all 
which  were  features  peculiarly  adapliDg 
the  Tithe  Commission  for  the  purposes  of 
the  Bill,  in  preference  to  the  board  pro- 
posed by  lbs  noble  Lord  opposite.  If  a 
new  board  were  absolutely  necessary,  he 
should  be  the  last  man  lo  objeci  to  its 
being  constituted.  The  question  of  mere 
economy  was  comparatively  unimportant 
toiuchcBMi;  bat  with  such  a  board  ai 
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the  Tithe  Commiuion  \a  BCtive  operation, 
■  Dew  board  was  perfectly  luperfluoui, 
aoil  wone  than  useletc  He  should,  with 
Ihia  feeling,  propoM  to  return  to  the  ma- 
chinery of  the  former  Bill.  He  wai  not 
M  wedded  to  the  Tithe  Commiuioneri,  but 
.that  if  aoy  other  board  were  pointed  out 
10  him  more  adapted  to  the  putpoie,  be 
should  be  ready  to  accede  to  the  auggei- 
lioB.  At  pteaeol,  however,  he  wai  not 
aware  of  any  body  with  superior  qualifica< 
tions,  and  he  therefore  begged  to  move  as 
.an  Amendment,  in  line  13,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  '■That"  to  the  end  of  the 
Clause,  in  order  to  add  ibe  words^ 


Act." 

The  Eail  of  Lineoln  said,  ihnt  ihe  hon. 
■od  learned  Member  for  Liskeard  had 
Btated  his  object  ions  so  candidly  and  fairly, 
*b  entirely  without  allusion  to  remarks 
made  elsewhere,  sog^siing  that  the  alter- 
atiaoawhicb  bad  beenmade  in  the  Bill  were 
of  a  personal  nature,  that  he  was  happily 
relieved  from  the  necessity  himself  of  ad- 
verting to  those  absurd  su^estioDs.  He 
could  safely  say  that  IF  any  other  existing 
board  could  be  named  as  eligible  for  car- 
rying out  the  Bill,  exempt  from  those  ob- 
jections which  he  considered  applied  to 
the  Tithe  Commission  in  the  matter,  he 
should  be  very  ^lad  to  relieve  himself  from 
the  onerous  and  disagreeable  addition  now 
proposed  to  the  already  onerous  duties 
involved  in  the  office  be  had  the  honour  to 
fill.  At  ihe  same  lime,  he  begged  to  point 
out  to  the  House  how  very  differently 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  viewed  this  subject 
on  former  occasions.  When  the  noble 
Meonber  for  Lincolnshire  introduced  hi& 
first  Billon  the  subject,  two  years  since, 
he  introduced  it  with  this  clause  in  blank, 
a  most  unusual  course.  At  the  tame  time, 
the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire  alio  ioiro- 
duced  a  Bill  for  the  general  dr'iinage  of 
the  country ;  and  both  of  theiie  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen applied  to  him  to  sanction,  on  the 
part  of  the  Woods  and  Forests  Department, 
that  the  Woods  and  Forests  Board  should 
be  the  board  to  carry  into  eff<;ct  the  duties 
which  it  was  now  proposed  to  entrust  to  a 
board,  of  which  the  Chief  Gommisiloner  of 
Woods  and  Forests  wss  to  be  a  member. 
He  represented  to  ihese  lion.  Gentleman 
what  he  considered  would  be  grave  objec- 
tions to  such  an  arrangemenr,  arising  out 
of  the  landed  property  of  the  Crown,  cases 
affecting  which  would,  to  ft  Urge  ezleDl, 
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come  before  the  Board  for  aettlement;  and 
he  considered  it  clearly  improper  that  the 
Commisiioners  of  Woods  and  Forests 
should  be  the  sole  patties  adjudicating  in 
cases  in  which  they  were  tbemieUes  so 
intimately  concerned.  The  noble  Lord 
and  the  boo.  Member  for  Berkshire  yielded 
to  the  objection  so  raised.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  urged  that  the  Com- 
missioners under  this  Bill  should  be  wholly 
unconnected  wiih  the  Govcrnmeat,  to 
that  00  ground  for  suspecting  Govern- 
ment  influence  should  be  lefE.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  ihar,  certainly,  if  ever  there 

,  were  measures  which  could  be  considered 
more  entirely  free  from  the  chance  of  poli- 

.  lical  or  party  influence  or  interests  than 

'  any  others,  they  were  the  present  measure, 
and  the  measure  lelating  to  drainage.  It 
was  altogether  a  miironceplion  io  suppose 

,  that  the  power  would  devolve  wholly  upon 
the  Woods  and  Forests;  the  two  other 
Commissioners,  one  of  whom  would  be  a 
paidCommissioner, would  have  equal  powers 
to  the  Chief  Commissioner  of  the  Woods 
and  Forests.  As  to  the  Commissioner  being 
removable  at  the  pleasure  of  the  Crown, 
this,  if  it  were  au  objection,  applied  alike 
to  all  other  Coniraissioos,  the  Tithe  Com. 
misiion  among  the  rest.  With  reference 
to  the  noble  Lord's  Brst  Bill,  it  was  intro- 
ducrd  at  a  period  when  the  Seiiion  was 
too  far  advanced,  and  there  was  too  much 
buslnes  sbefote  the  House,  to  admit  of  pro- 
ceeding with  it,  or  of  the  Governmeni  pay- 
ing due  attention  to  it.  In  the  next  Ses> 
sion,  the  noble  Lord  had  brought  forwaid 
the  subject  at  a  period  sufficiently  early  to 
enable  the  Government  to  give  atiention 
to  it.  Hon.  Gentlemen  asked,  why  had 
not  the  machinery  of  that  Bill  been 
adopted  now  ?  The  reason  was  simply 
this— that  Government  did  not  consider 
it  advisable  to  devolve  upon  a  Commis- 
sion, appointed  for  a  specific  aod  teon- 
porsry  purpose,  and  whose  term  of  exist- 
ence would  now  expire  in  two  years, 
duties  of  a  peculiar  character,  which  for 
those  two  years  in  all  probibility  occasion- 
ing a  large  amount  of  labour,  would  ne- 
cessitate the  attenlion  of  a  Board  for 
several  years  beyond  the  period  assigned 
to  the  Tithe  Commission,  though  the 
duties  in  these  subsequent  years  would  be 
of  a  very  light  nature,  only  a  few  applica- 
tions, most  likely,  dribbling  in  during  Ihe 
year,  after  the  6tst  mass  of  cases  had  been 
dispoaed  of.  h  would,  consequently,  b« 
•  clear  niiuf  to  appoint  Iha  Comniiaioa 
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•ofgvtted,  iniletd  or  keeping  on  the  Tithe 
CoiDmiuioa  for  the  pumote,  the  more  ei> 
peciallyai  in  all  probability,  art«r  the  five 
jHra  named  in  (he  Bill,  it  would  be  quite 
fniibta  to  dispeoM  nith  the  paid  Com- 
niuiooer  altogether. 

Colonel  iSi6tAorp  was  no  friend  to  Com- 
mitiioni,  and  should  object  to  keeping 
up  the  Tithe  Commission,  which  had 
■Iread*  cost  the  coantry  320,000/.  with- 
out doing  anything  et  all  like  commen- 
surate service.  If  there  must  be  Com- 
minioners  for  this  Bill,  let  ihera  be  Com- 
missioners appointed  by  the  different 
counties,  acquainted  with  the  localities, 
and  with  the  wants  and  feelings  of  (he 
localities,  instead  of  a  Commissioner  sent 
down  by  Government,  and  knowing  no- 
thing about  the  places  or  persons.  As  to 
the  paid  Commissioner  being  kept  on  for 
only  Bve  years,  everybody  knew  the  value 
of  such  intimations. 

Mr.  Warburton  agreed  with  the  noble 
Lord  in  thinking  that  there  was  no  fear 
that  political  influence  would  interfere 
with  the  working  ot  the  commission.  But 
to  the  objection  of  the  hon,  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeard,  as  to  the  Crown 
lands,  and  the  impropriety  of  the  Woods 
and  Forests  being  on  the  Commission,  the 
noble  Lord  had  given  do  BQSwer.  It  was 
a  general  principle  that  no  individual 
bod/  should  adjudicate  on  cases  where 
they  were  interested.  He  objected  on 
this  ground  to  a  Commissioner  of  the 
Woods  and  forests  being  a  Member  of 
th  Commission  under  this  Bill.  With 
regard  to  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Oenlleman,  that  the  Tiihe  Com- 
missioners iliould  work  this  measure,  he 
was  inclined  to  support  it,  partly  because 
of  the  experience  itiey  must  have  acquired, 
and  partly  because  it  would  get  rid  of  the 
objection  lo  the  Woods  and  Forests  being 
connected  with  the  Commission. 

Mr.  Hanky  regarded  the  objections 
stated  to  the  appointment  of  the  Tithe 
Commission  as  in  no  degree  valid  ;  but 
there  was  this  very  valuable  digerence  be- 
tween the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite, 
and  that  before  the  House,  that  the  latter 
allowed  an  appeal  to  the  House  in  the 
more  importaot  matter  of  disputed  enclo- 
sure cases. 

Lord  WoTtley  said,  (hat  as  to  the 
Woods  and  Fores(s  being  entrusted  with 
the  manegeiDcnt  of  this  Bill,  (he  opinions 
of  Mr.  Praiikiand  Lewis,  u  they  appeared 


in  the  evidence,  and  which  the  noble 
Lord  would  probably  think  worthy  of  bis 
attention,  were  entirely  opposed  to  such 
a  proposttioti.  Mr.  FrenUand  Lewis 
said  :— 

"  You  think  >t  more  desirable  to  create  a 
new  ComroiasioD?  Yes;  that  you  should 
create  some  new  end  appropriate  power,  un- 
less yoD  five  the  buduess  to  some  one  of  the 
Giisting  officers  of  Slala  ;  I  have  not  had  time 
to  think  much  upon  tbe  matter,  but  I  have  no 
doubt  it  would  be  far  belter  to  annex  it  lo 
some  such  Department  as  that  of  ihe  Woods 
and  Forels. — Do  you  think  it  would  give  sa- 
tisraclion  in  Wales,  tliat  the  Board  of  Woods 
and  Forests  should  haie  the  control!  I  do 
not  think  they  would  Teel  the  slightest  diisa- 
tisfaction,  if  you  could  define  what  is  to  be 
done  with  the  Crown  manors. — Is  there  not 
some  jealousy  in  Wales  as  to  the  Crown  pro- 
perty! Yes;  particularly  in  North  Wales, 
where  there  are  mineral  rights;  there  is  pro- 
perly in  dispute  there,  and  it  is  not  known 
what  the  Crown's  rights  are;  there  are  dis- 
putes of  that  kind  ;  but  setting  apart  the 
difficulty  that  arises  connected  with  the 
Crown  property,  I  should  euterlaia  the  in- 
prESsioD  myself,  that  where  the  Crown's  in- 
terests were  not  concerned,  the  Woods  and 
Forests  would  be  a  very  good  tribunal ;  and 
wherever  the  Crown  is  concerned,  I  think 
some  particular  step  should  be  taken  to  deal 
with  its  rights  in  that  respect." 

He  had  received  a  variety  or  commu- 
nications from  Wales,  assuring  bim 
that  there  would  be  the  greatest  pos- 
sible jealous;  esctled  on  the  part  of  ibe 
small  landowner!  there,  if  (he  office  of 
Woods  and  Forests  was  connected  with 
the  measure.  As  to  the  Tithe  Commission 
having  no  time  for  doing  the  work,  be 
had  been  assured  by  thetn  that  they 
should  be  able  to  do  all  the  work  which 
they  anticipated  as  likely  to  arise  under 
the  Bill.  As  to  the  Tjtbe  Commission 
only  lasting  two  years  more,  eren  sup- 
posing that  such  should  be  the  case,  it 
was  to  be  remembered  that  Ibe  same  Com- 
missioners hUo  constituted  the  copyhold 
Commission,  the  duties  of  which  would 
certainly  not  be  terminated  for  aome  time 
beyond  the  two  years.  Prom  all  parts  of 
the  country  he  had  received  assuranrei 
from  well-informed  persons  that  the  Bill 
would  not  woric  satis  fact  otily  ifthe  Woods 
and  Forests  had  any  share  ia  its  adminii- 
traiion. 

Mr.  EkoU  observed,  that  the  most  effi- 
cient   means  of  any   lo  eheck  improper 
practices  on  the  pari  of  a   Commission 
such  as  ihti,  woultl  be,  that  a  Metnber^ 
C  2  '^^ 


CtomtnoRi* 


{COMMONS} 


Encbwre  BiU. 


40 


ihe  Home  ihould  be  naned  on  it.  ir  ihe 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeird,  for  initance, 
were  made  oDe  of  the  CoramiMionera,  lie 
would,  aitiing  lher&  oppoiiie  to  the  Go- 
Teroinent,  be  a  great  check  upon  ths  con- 
duct of  the  Board. 

The  Earl  of  Liticoln  begged  to  remiod 
the  noble  Lord  oppoiite  that  ihe  opioioni 
which  Mr.FraDklaod  Lewif  had  espreiied 
were  in  reply  lo  queitioot  pat  by  the  noble 
Lord,  having;  reference,  not  to  ths  propo- 
sition of  the  ChiefCommiitioner  of  Woodi 
and  Poreds  being  a  member  of  the  Com- 
miuion  under  coniideration, but  to  the  pro- 
position that  the  Board  of  Woods  and  Fo- 
T»ts  thould  be  the  Cominitiion  itielf.  The 
opinions  of  Mr.  Frankland  Lewii  had  been 
referred  to,  but  thoie  opinions  were  againat 
Ihe  appointment  of  the  Tithe  Commis- 
sioner*; for  that  gentleman  stated,  that  as 
soon  ai  the  Commiiiionera  bad  discharged 
(he  particular  duty  for  which  they  bad 
been  appointed,  the  Commission  ought  to 
beat  an  end.  If  that  opinion  of  Mr.  Lewis 
were  (rue,  then  it  was  quite  evident  that 
the  Tithe  Com  mi  sii  one  is  would  not  be  the 
proper  tribunal  to  decide  upon  those  ques- 
tions which  would  arise  under  this  Bill.  It 
was  necessary  that  a  Comtnissioa  to  de- 
cide on  claims  of  this  nature  would  require 
(0  have  the  perfect  confidence  of  those 
whose  rights  would  be  effected  by  its  deci- 
sions; and,  therefore,  seeing  how  much 
engaged  the  Tithe  Comraiisioners  had 
been  in  proceedings  the  very  nature  of 
which  necessarily  caused  them  to  be  nnpo- 

Eular  wiih  parties  who  would  be  affected 
y  this  Bill,  he  did  not  think  that  they 
would  form  the  best  tribunal  (o  decide 
upon  those  claims. 

Viscount  Palmerilon  fully  concurred 
with  ibe  propossl  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Liskeard,  not  in 
consequence  of  any  doubt  which  he  could 
possibly  entertain  of  a  Board  of  Comoiis- 
siooera  with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Lincoln) 
at  their  head  ;  for  he  should,  with  the 
greatest  pleasure,  submit  any  private  righi 
in  which  he  was  concerned  lo  the  decision 
of  the  noble  Lord.  It  was  not  enough 
that  a  tribunal  of  the  nature  of  the  Com- 
mission which  was  to  he  appointed  under 
this  Bill  should  have  the  confidence  of  the 
House  in  the  justice  of  its  decisions,  or 
that  the  House  ahould  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  calling  for  explanations  of  its 
proceedings  from  a  responaible  Minister  of 
the  Government ;  the  object  was  to  inspire 
the  country  with  coa6dence  lu  that  tii- 


bunsL  If  persons,  who  were  ignorsnt 
and  ill-informed,  entertained  apprehen- 
sions with  regard  to  the  constitolioo  of  the 
Commission,  and  auch  persons  were  those 
who  would  most  probably  entertain  them, 
then  Ihe  Bill  must  rteceisarily  fail  In  its 
purpose,  as  applicationa  would  not  be 
made  for  the  exercise  of  the  power  which 
it  was  intended  to  create.  It  was  traa 
that  the  Tithe  Commisiiooers  bad  been 
appointed  by  the  Esecutive  GoTernment ; 
but  the  question  was  for  them  to  consider 
whether  a  Commission  so  appointed,  or 
Ihe  OoTeinment  of  the  day,  were  most 
open  lo  suspicion  (without  just  ground  he 
would  admit),  on  the  part  of  those  wliose 
rights  would  be  affected  by  the  decision 
of  the  Commissioners  under  this  Bill.  An 
argument  which  had  been  nsed  by  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Lincolo), 
formed,  in  his  opinion,  a  strong  illustra- 
tion of  ihe  advantaga  which  was  to  be 
derived  from  appointing  the  Tithe  Com- 
missioners to  this  duty,  instead  of  the 
board  which  was  proposed  by  the  Bill  in 
its  present  shape.  The  noble  Lord  said 
ihat  he  did  not  know  the  political  opi- 
nions of  Ihe  Tithe  Commiisioners,  with 
the  exception  of  one,  who  hsd  been  a 
Member  of  the  Houee  of  Commons.  No 
onecouldsay  thatof  the  Commissiuoers  of 
Woods  and  Forests  in  that  House,  whose 
political  opinions  were  well  known;  and 
when  he  recollected  the  conflicl  of  opi- 
nions which  was  ciused  by  the  claims  of 
adverse  rights  in  distant  parts  of  the 
country,  he  was  led  lo  the  belief  that  ap- 
plication for  the  exercise  of  the  powers  of 
the  Bill  would  often  ha  prevented  by  a 
dread  of  political  bias,  or  ih»t,  in  cases 
where  deciiions  were  made,  those  deci- 
sion* would  be  frequently  attributed,  un- 
justly, he  admitted,  to  the  influence  of 
political  bias.  It  was  said  thai  the  Tithe 
CommissioneiB  had  now  nearly  concluded 
their  labours,  and  that  a  propoial  to  en- 
trust to  them  the  duties  which  were  to  be 
discharged  under  this  Bill,  was  a  proposal 
to  make  them  immottal ;  but  if  hon. 
Members  would  look  to  the  5th  Clause  of 
the  Bill,  they  would  see  that  theComrais- 
sioners  under  thi*  Bill  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed only  for  five  years  ;  and  supposing 
that,  according  to  the  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord,  the  greater  number  of  appli- 
cations under  this  Bill  would  be  disposed 
of  in  the  first  two  or  three  vears,  it  would 
be  seen  that  the  Tithe  Commissioners 
(night  be  employed   in  the  discharge  o{ 
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ihoAe  duliu  without  becomiog  a  pernia- 
tient  commlition.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  opposiie  (Colonel  Sibihorp)  re- 
membermg  how  mfiny  Uvea  ihe  Income 
Tax  poMCdsed,  appearurl  to  feel  a  difficully 
in  believing  that  ihe  existence  of  theCom- 
miision  would  be  liniled  to  fire  years; 
but  be  would  remind  the  hoii.  Member 
that  Ihe  length  of  lime  during  which  it 
wai  to  continue  was  lo  be  settled  only  by 
the  consent  of  Parlramenl.  He  (Lord 
Palmerttou)  would  put  it  to  the  House — 
not  in  a  party  view — but  on  thote  grounds 
which  he  would  lake  In  regarding  itjif  he 
were  himself  n  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, whether  it  were  right  that  the  Com- 
mission ought  10  be  free  from  all  suspicion 
of  political  bias.  He  would  put  it  to  them 
whether  it  would  not  be  better  lo  adopt 
some  machinery  luch  bi  his  hon,  and 
learned  Friend  had  loggesled,  than  to 
mix  up  ihe  Government  of  the  day  with 
decisions  concerning  the  private  rights  of 
individuals  P  He  perfectly  agreed  with  bis 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  thinking  that 
they  ought  to  endeavour  to  establish  a 
machinery  which  would  prevent  those  im- 
putations— unjust  though  tliey  might  be — 
which  would  arise  from  having  the  rigfaCt 
of  private  individuals  decided  by  a  board 
connected  with  the  GoTemment  of  the 
day. 

Mr.  CUve  thought  that,  considerinf;  the 
important  questions  of  property  which  the 
Commissioners  would  be  called  upon  to  de- 
cide, it  was  deurable  that  one  of  them,  at 
least,  should  be  a  lawyer  of  considerable 
standing  in  bis  profession.  He  thought 
that  there  would  be  a  great  advantage  in 
having  the  head  of  the  Woods  and  Foresti) 
connected  with  the  Commission ;  as  by 
this  arrangement  a  great  deal  of  practical 
knowledge  would  be  brought  to  the  assist- 
ance of  the  Coramisaion,  and  an  additional 
Kcuriif  given  for  impartiality  in  the  deci- 
uoni  of  the  Commission. 

Mr.  WUliamt  said,  it  was  proposed  to 
saddle  the  country  with  additional  and  un- 
necessary expense  !n  carrying  out  this  Bill; 
and  he  via*  strongly  opposed  to  that  part  of 
it.  Why  were  the  public  called  upon  to  con- 
tribute the  funds  to  meet  those  expenses  i' 
He  had  not,  for  his  own  part,  the  slightest 
doubt  Bit  to  the  Justice  and  impartiality  of 
the  Head  Commissioner  of  Woods  and 
Forests;  but  he  agreed  in  thinking  that  a 
differently  constituted  tribunal  would  be 
preferred  by  those  who  would  be  more 
immediately  affected  by  the  decisions  of  the 
Cummissionere ;  and  he  should,  therefore, 
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ipport  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 

r  Lttkeard. 
Mr.    Wakley  had  voted  against  going 

Lto  Committee  on  the  Bill,  because  be  did 

jt  believe  that  it  had  been  suffidentlj 
long  before  the  public ;  and  that,  conse- 
quently, it  was  not  well  understood  out  of 

lors.  There  was  a  strong  feeling  against 
outside  that  House;  and  he  was  perfectly 
satisAed  it  was  a  feeling  which  would  not 
strong  if  the  Bill  were  properly  un- 
derstood. He  was  of  opinion  that  the 
principle  of  the  Bill  was  good,  and  he 
looked  upon  it  as  a  measure  which  was 
calculated  to  confer  considerable  advantage 
on  the  working  people.  He  was  in  favour 
of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeard ;  for  he  thought  the 
appointment  of  new  Commissioners  for  the 
purpose  of  carrying  out  the  provisions  of 
the  Bill,  was  quite  unnecessary;  and  he 
was  the  more  inclined  to  have  the  Tithe 
Commissioners  appointed  lo  discharge  these 
duties,  in  consequence  of  the  satisfactory 
manner  in  which  tfaey  bad  performed  that 
which  bud  already  been  assigned  to  them. 
What  necesdiy  existed  for  the  appointment 
of  new  Commissioneis  ?  The  noble  Lord 
(Lord  Lincoln)  had  replied  to  hia  hon.  and 
learned  Fiiend  (Mr.  Buller),  but  be  bad 
not  answered  any  of  bis  arguments  satis- 
factorily. He  objected  to  the  appointment 
of  a  Minister  of  the  Crown  as  one  of  the 
Commissioners;  for  he  did  not  conceive 
that  real  responsibility  would  attach  to  the 
Minister  in  consequence  of  that  appoint- 
ment, whilst  at  the  same  time  it  would 
give  to  Ihe  Government  such  influence  as 
would  enable  it  to  carry  any  measure  it 
pleased ;  and  then  the  Minister  could 
come  down  to  the  House,  and  say  that  it 
was  not  his  individual  act,  but  the  act  of 
the  Commissioners  generally.  If  mors 
time  were  granted  before  the  Bill  were 
carried,  it  would  be  a  very  great  advan- 
tage ;  as  an  erroneous  impression,  which 
very  generally  prevailed  at  present,  might 
be  removed.  There  was  an  impression 
abroad  at  present,  that  this  Bill  was  an 
outrageous  attack  upon  the  ligbls  of  the 
poor  ;  but  he  could  say  that,  so  far  as  bi* 
experience  had  gone  in  that  House,  when 
an  Enclosure  Bill  was  proceeding  under 
the  present  system,  a  poor  roan  had  no 
chance  in  the  conflict ;  and  he  never  could 
find  in  the  result  of  the  proceedings  of  this 
nature,  that  the  poor  man  had  any  rights 
at  all.  It  was  supposed  by  great  numbers, 
that  those  who  lived  around  a  common 
were  generally  a  happy  population  ;  but 
there  could  not  be  a  greater  mistake.  Tbey 
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were  genertlly  wry  poor,  and  in  timea  of 
uniuuS  distress  suffered  rery  greatly  from 
the  indisposition  of  the  fanners  in  the 
neighbourhood  to  employ  them.  If  this 
Bill  came  into  operation,  there  would  be  a 
van  increase  in  the  amount  of  land  which 
would  be  brought  into  cultivation;  and 
there  would  be  more  employment  given  to 
the  working  people  by  the  cultivation  of 
100  acres  of  land,  than  by  10,000  acres  of 
laud  allowed  to  remain  as  a  common.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  they  would  not  at- 
tempt Co  carry  such  a  valuable  Bill  into 
^txt  under  the  prejudice  which  existed 
against  it  from  an  erroneous  impression 
which  was  very  general  with  respect  to  it. 

Mr>  Newdegate  thought  that  it  was  im- 
poinble  there  could  be  any  well-founded 
suspicion  of  the  decisions  and  motives  of 
the  Board  on  such  matten  as  those  that 
would  come  before  them ;  and,  in  a  consti- 
tutional point  of  view,  he  did  not  think 
that  there  was  any  danger  to  be  appre* 
bended  from  the  appointment  of  a  Minister 
of  the  Crown  to  the  Cummiasion. 

Viscount  Ebringlon  saw  little  objection 
to  the  appointment  of  the  Tithe  Commis- 
lionere  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  out  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill.  Tboie  Commission- 
ers had  at  present  a  great  deal  of  time  on 
their  hands,  and  he  thought  it  would  be 
well  to  occupy  that  time  with  some  kindred 
work  for  which  they  were  eminently  fitted. 
He  looked  upon  the  appointment  of  new 
Commissioners  as  perfectly  needless. 

Mr.  Darby  did  not  think  that  the  Tithe 
Commisnoners  would  form  a  proper  tribu- 
nal for  the  decision  of  the  claims  under 
this  Bill. 

Mr.  BnlheTton  said,  that  the  Bill  was 
better  calculated  to  preserve  and  defend 
therightsofthepoor,  than  the  existing  law. 
It  was  impossible,  under  the  present  system, 
for  a  poor  man  to  defend  his  rights,  whilst 
a  Commission  would  give  him  very  great 
facilities  in  that  regard,  which  he  did  not 
at  present  possess. 

Mr.  C.  Bttller.  in  reply,  would  ask  hon, 
Members  if  the  House  would  act  with  more 
perfect  freedom  as  re^rarded  a  Report  laid 
on  the  Tahte  of  the  House,  which  Report 
was  prepared  by  gentlemen  for  whom  the 
Government  were  not  responsible,  or  a 
Report  prepared  by  a  Commission  connected 
with  the  Government  of  the  day !  He 
had  not  the  leatt  suspicion  as  to  the  honour 
and  impartiality  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Lincoln);  but  he  regarded  with  great  alarm 
the  exertions  which  were  every  day  making 
to  place  powers  which  afiecled  the  rights 
of  iodiriduals,  in  the  hands  of  the  Execu- 


tive Government.  That  was  a  coune 
which  had  a  dangerous  tendency ;  ftnd  he 
hoped  that  in  the  case  before  them,  the 
House  would  pause  before  they  agreed  to 
a  proposal  to  place  questions  of  private 
rights  at  the  decision  of  the  Government  of 
the  day.  It  had  been  said  that  the  Tiths 
Commissioners  had  nearly  concluded  their 
labours,  and  that  at  best  they  could  conlinua 
no  more  than  two  or  three  years  longer ; 
but  every  one  conversant  wilh  the  subject 
knew  that  the  delay  was  not  their  own 
fault,  and  that  their  duties  could  not  poa- 
sibly  terminate  at  an  eariiei  period  than 
five  yeata  hence  at  the  earliest;  and  if  the 
Houseappointed  the  Tithe  Commissiaiers  to 
carry  this  Bill  into  effect,  they  could  at  the 
end  of  that  period  adopt  a  fresh  machinery. 
The  question,  however,  which  was  then  be- 
fore the  Committee  was,  whether  the  power 
was  to  be  vested  in  the  CommisMonen  of 
Woods  and  Forests. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Quettion, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out, 
stand  part  of  the  Question: — Ayei  53; 
Noes  Ifi :  Mqsrity  37. 

List  of  the  Ateb. 
Atbuthnoti,  hon.  H.       JolliAfe,  Sir  W.  0,  H. 
Arundel  and  Surrey,    Kemble,  H< 
Earlot  .         .      -    . 
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Card  well,  £. 
Clive,  ViicL 
Cockburn,il.hn.SirG. 
Courienay,  Lord 
Datby,  G. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Eoiwiite,  W. 
Escolt,  B. 
Filiroy,  hon.  H. 
Freraanlle,rt.hn.SitT. 
Gaskell,  J.hlilnes 
Goring,  C. 

Grahnm,  rt.  hn.  Sit  J. 
Hampden,  R. 
Harcoun,  G.  G. 
Her  ban,  rt.  ha,  S. 
Hopt,  Sir  J. 
Hope,  hoD.  C. 
Jermjn,  Earl 
Jocelyo,  Viict. 


Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
M'Neill,  D. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Nicholl.rt.  bon.J. 
Pec),  ru  hn.  Sir  R, 
Peel.  J. 
Plumpire,  J.  P. 
Pulhill,  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Scoii.hon.  F. 
Sibihorp,  Col. 
SnHih,rt.hn.T.B.C 
Smyihe,  hon.  U. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Tower,  C. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
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Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wrigbtson,  W.  8. 


Young,  J. 
Lconoi,  Lord  A. 
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Bowring,  Dr. 
Broiherion,  J. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
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Henley,  J.  W. 
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Hilchell,  T.  A.  V 

Palmcnion,  Vi«ct. 

Wakley,  T. 

Wann.J.T.  Buller.  0. 

Willitms,  W.  WarbortoD,  H. 

The  clause  to  tlaod  part  of  the  Bill 

On  Clause  6,  vihjeh  provides  a  salary  for 
one  of  the  Comminiooers, 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  propoaed  to  fill  up 
the  blank  with  the  sum  of  1,500/. 

Mr.  fVUlianu  wished  to  know  whether 
the  expense  was  to  be  permanently  fixed 
upon  the  public,  or  whether  a  charge  was 
to  be  levied  on  the  enclodurea  which  should 
in  the  course  of  the  year  paf  the  whole 
expense  of  the  Oommission  and  the  Com- 
missioners- If  the  noble  Lord  would  not 
consent  to  the  latter  armngement,  he  (Mr. 
Williams)  would  take  the  f£nx  of  the 
House  against  granting  any  salary  to  the 
Commissioner. 

Mr.  tVarvn  said,  he  should  move  as  an 
Amendment  that  the  proposed  salary  should 
be  1,000^.  a  year,  instead  of  1.500^ 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  did  not  intend  to 
fix  the  salary  on  the  enclosures,  bat  that  it 
should  be  defrayed,  not  only  in  the  first 
instance,  but  ultimately  by  the  public.  The 
other  expenses  would  fall  legitimately  and 
properly  Upon  each  particular  enclosure; 
but  he  thought  it  was  juatitiable  (hat  this 
small  sum  should  be  defrayed  by  the  public, 
looking  upon  the  measure,  as  he  did,  not 
as  a  measure  for  the  exclusive  benefit  of 
any  class,  but  as  one  of  national  importance 
snd  advantage. 

Colonel  Siblhorp  said,  he  observed  that 
the  Lord  High  ComroissioHer,  or  Commis- 
sioners, might  allow  to  any  commissioner, 
assistant  commissioner,  secretary,  clerk, 
messenger,  or  other  ofiicer,  such  reasonable 
travelling  and  other  expenses  as  might  be 
incurred  in  the  performance  of  their  duty, 
in  addition  to  his  salary  or  allowance.  He 
did  not  like  this  uacertainty.  He  hoped 
those  persons  would  travel  by  secand-cUss 
camages ;  but  they  might  travel  very  ei- 
pi:nsively,  and  he  thought  this  was  a  power 
thai  ought  not  to  be  given. 

Mr.  B.  Dejtiton  did  not  consider  l,dO0L 
too  much  for  an  important  benefit :  bat  he 
wished  the  noble  Lord  would  be  good 
enough  to  state  the  amount  of  the  expenses 
(the  whole  sum)  which  would  fall  on  the 
difierent  parties  suFng  for  an  enclosure,  aai 
what  part  was  to  come  out  of  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund,  and  what  from  the  enclosures. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  said,  the  distinction 
was  this  — the  expenses  which  properly 
attathed  to  each  particular  enclosnret  those 
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of  the  assistant  commistioners,  sujrvaforsi. 
and  so  forth,  would  be  repaid,  under  the 
125th  Clause,  to  the  Consolidated  Fund; 
but  those  appointments  which  were  perma- 
ncnt,  and  were  for  the  national  benefit, 
and  would  apply  to  all  enclosures,  must 
come  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  He 
heliered,  in  addition  to  the  Commissioners, 
a  secretary,  und  two  or  three  clerks,  would 
be  all  that  would  be  reiiuired  for  the  per- 
formance[of  the  duties  ;  but  not  being  abl« 
to  foresee  the  number  of  enclosures,  bs 
could  not  say  what  would  be  the  exact  ex- 
pense. 

Mr.  Wawn  wished  the  nobia  Lord  would 
state  what  be  really  meant  with  regard  to 
the  expenses. 

The  Earl  of  Ztncoirt  saidahewasaDxioui 
to  give  every  information  in  his  power,  and- 
if  he  could  form  anything  like  a  calculation, 
he  would  give  it.  He  would  father,  bow 
ever,  run  the  risk  of  a  division  than  mislead 
any  Gentleman,  and,  therefore,  beyond  ths 
1,500/.,  he  could  not  state  the  expense. 

Lord  WorsUy  said,  it  was  difficult  to- 
estimate  the  expense,  as  the  circumstances 
of  each  enclosure  must  regulate  the  ex^ 
pense.  He  would  suppose  a  case  where, 
for  the  convenience  of  occupation,  allot* 
ments  had  been  already  made,  but  whero 
the  parties  agreed  that  it  woold  be  batter 
to  have  different  allotments,  and  to  have 
the  land  enclosed.  In  such  a  case  the  ex- 
pense would  be  but  small ;  but  the  case 
would  be  different  in  a  place  where,  in- 
stead of  LOG  acred,  there  was  a  common  of 
20,000  acres,  of  which  only  1,000  acre* 
were  to  be  enclosed,  where  there  were  a 
variety  of  claimants,  and  many  of  those 
who  made  claims  had  no  rights.  The  con- 
B(Ktuencc  of  this  would  be  repeated  adjourn- 
ments and  increased  expense.  It  was  of 
the  utmost  importance  that  the  pai&  Com- 
missioner should  be  a  man  in  whom  all 
parties  had  confidence.  He  would  alra  im- 
press upon  his  noble  Friend  the  absoluta 
necessity  of  having,  as  one  of  the  Commis- 
sioners, a  person  who  was  a  good  lawyer. 
Independently  of  other  considerations,  ■ 
great  saving  of  expense  would  thereby  be 
occasioned. 

Mr.  Wakletf  thought,  that  in  every  re- 
spect the  public  would  be  greatly  the 
gainers  by  this  Bill.  They  would  not  only 
thereby  acquire  a  vast  amount  of  addi. 
tional  labour  for  the  unemployed  poor,  but 
they  would  abo  facilitate,  by  means  of  the 
Bill,  the  bringing  into  market  of  an  im> 
mense  additional  supply  of  food — a  con- 
sideratioD  which,  of  itself,  should  weigh 
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I  LangMon,  J.  H. 
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LHtofike  Ayes. 
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Arundel  nnd  Sutrejr  Eloldero,  II.  G. 

Earl  of  Bfam»ioi..T.  W. 
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Barringron,  VUct.  Buller,  C. 

Bukmilla,T.  U.  M.  Burroughes,  H.  N. 


Puiey,  P. 
Scott,  hoii.  F. 
Sberidan,  R.  B. 


Tower,  C. 
Trelanny,  J.  S. 
Troller,  J. 
Warbucion,  II. 
Wellesley,  LordC. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Worsley,  Lord 
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YOUDR,  i. 

Lennox,  Lord  A. 


deeply  with  hit  Anti-Com  Law  fricDils.    CardweU,  £. 
If  the  machinery  of  the  Bill  could  only  be    Chriitie,  W.  D, 
brought  to  work  well,  be  could  see  nothing 
but  benefit  as  about   to  result  from    i' 
There  was  one  thing,  howe*er,  to  whii 
they  should  very  closely  look,  and  that  wi 
the  condition  of  the  people  with  respect 
paying  the  salaries  of  the  Commissionei 
The  Houxe  was  in  thehabit  of  actingasif  it  '  Ebrjogion,  Viict, 
thought  thai  it  was  only  by  expending  large  '  Entwiile,  W. 
sums  that  they  could  induce  able  men  to    F""roy.  '"O"-  "■  ^.    . 

undertake  the  tasks  sought  to  be  devolved  ,  Fre"»>"le,ri.hn.SirT.    S.bihorp,  Col 
uponthem.     His  firm  conviction  was.  that  i  g.^tu^j'ivnine.  Ltet":  U  Jg. 

in  reference  (o  the  present  ease,  they  could    Graham  n,  hn.  Sir  J,     ~ 
get  as  good  a  man  to  act  ai  Commissioner  J  tlenley,  J.  W. ' 
ftir  1.000^  esthey  could  for  1,500/.  a  year.  I  Herbert,  rt.  hii,  S. 
If,  therefore,  the  hon.  Gentleman  divided  i  Hinde,  J.  H. 
upon  his   Motion,  he  would  divide  with  [  Hppe.  Sir  J. 
him.     Two  Commissioners 
to  be  paid ;  but  what  was 
third  Commissioner,  who  was  to  have 
salary !  How  was  it  to  be  expected  that  he 
would  attend  to  hb  business.'     It  was  re- 
commended that  one  of  the  Commissioners 
riiould  be  a  lawyer ;  but  he  was  quite  sure 
that  there  was  no  lawyer  who  would  un- 
dertake the  part  of  the  unfortunate  third 
Commissioner,  who  was  not  to  be  paid  for 
bis  trouble.     He  thought  that  it  would  be 
found  that  to  much  business  would  devolve 
upon  the  Commissioners,  that  it  would  be 
necessary  to  pay  this  third  Commissioner 
also,  to  induce  him  to  attend ;  and  as  it  was, 
therefore,  likely  that  there  would  soon  hi 
application  to  Parliament  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  Jiim  a  salary  also,  would  it  not  be 
better  that,  in  anticipation  of  such  a  de- 
mand, they  should  fix  the  sum  at  present 
under  consideration  at  1,000^,  instead  of 
1,500/.  a  year? 

Dr.  Bomnng  concurred  in  the  view  taken 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  reducing  the 
sum.  The  principle  on  which  they  should 
act  in  a  case  of  this  kind  was,  to  maximise 
Aptitude,  and  to  minimise  expense.  \Laugh- 
/fr.]  They  might  laugh,  but  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government,  in  cases  like  the 
present,  to  get  the  best  man  at  the  cheapest 
rate. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Question 
that  the  bjank  be  filled  up  with  1,500/.— 
Ayes  63  ;  Noes  13  :  Majority  50. 


its(o/(AeNoE«. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt.      Johnson,  Gen. 


Bow  ring,  Di 
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Crawford,  W.  S. 
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Hume,  J. 


Miichell,  T.  A. 
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Williams,  W. 
Yorke,  II.  B. 

TELLERS, 

Wskley,  p. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 

p  with  1,500/. 


Blank  filled  u 

On  Clause  I]. 

Mr,  Henley  wished  to  put  a  question  to 
the  noble  Lord.  He  found  in  this  clause 
eleven  definitions  of  properly  liable  to  come 
under  the  operation  of  ihe  Act ;  and  in  the 
clause  which  followed  it  three  descriptions 
of  property  exempted  from  its  operation, 
and  which  it  was  provided  were  not  to  be 
enclosed  without  the  special  autliority  of 
Parliament.  Now  it  so  happened  tbat  the 
three  descriptions  of  property  which  were 
so  exempted  did  not  agree  with  the  eleven 
descriptions  iif  property  which  were  to 
come  under  the  operation  of  the  Act.  Whr. 
give  power  to  do  eleven  things,  and  then 
proceed  to  exempt  three,  without  using, 
as  lo  those  exempted,  the  same  kind  of 
languBi;e  as  was  employed  in  reference  to 
the  others  ? 

Mr.  WiUiamt  would  call  attention  to 
line  38  in  tile  clause  then  before  the  Com- 
mittee. In  that,  and  in  the  two  lines 
which  followed,  he  found  these  words, 
"  all  Innils  in  which  the  property  or  right 
of  or  tu  the  vesture  or  herbage,  or  any  part 
thereof,  during  the  whole  or  any  [wrt  of 
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the  jear,  ii  MpBrated  froin  tbe  property  of 
the  soil."  He  would  aak  the  noble  Lord 
(aa  we  understood)  wfaeiher  thU  wss  in- 
tended to  mean  Lammai  and  Michaelc 
land  ?  Parties  interested  in  thaf  sort 
land  were  desirous  to  know  whether  these 
words  included  that  deecripcion  of  property . 
and  if  not,  whether  the  noble  Lord  would 


in  aniwer  to  jhe  hon.  Member  for  Oxford' 
■hire  (Mr.  HenW)i  that  the  difiereni^ 
between  the  ttvo  ciaiiBes  of  land  described 
in  the  clauses  referred  to  was  this,  thai  thi 
eleven  descriptions  of  property  alluded  ti 
property  which  might  be  enclosed  without 
coming  to  Parliament  for  previous  sanC' 
tion  for  such  enclosure.  The  12tb  Clause 
defined  those  lands  which  could  not  be  <o 
enclosed  without  first  coining  to  Parlia~ 
tuent  for  sanction  so   to  do.     As  to  the 

Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry 
Mr.  Williams),  the  definition  would  not 
include  Lammas  fields.  It  was  not  pro- 
posed to  exempt  any  class  of  land  under 
this  Act;  but  the  Uod  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  alluded  to  came  under  the  12th 
Clause.  Lammas  fields  being  generally  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  large  towns,  came 
under  the  provisions  applicable  to  tbe 
neighbourhoods  of  such  towns. 

Mr,  Williami  said,  that  it  wasdetirable 
to  place  all  such  lands  as  he  had  alluded  to 
under  the  operation  of  the  Act,  whereas  by 
tbe  Bill  as  it  at  present  stood  some  uf  these 
lands  would  be  enclosed  and  some  not. 

The  E!arl  of  Lincoln  observed,  that,  with 
a  view  to  prevent  the  enclosure  of  lands 
within  a  certain  distance  of  large  towns,  it 
was  intended  that  no  enclosure  of  such 
should  take  place  without  the  attention  of 
Parliament  being  directed  to  it.  AUIands 
coming  under  the  three  descriptions  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Oxford- 
abire  must  bare  the  previous  sanction  of 
Parliament  10  enclose  thera,  otherwise 
they  could  not  bo  enclosed  ;  and  the  laa^s 
luded  toby  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry 
came  In  under  the  clause  contuning  these 
three  descriptions. 

Mr.  Williami  inquired  what  was  the 
process  to  be  observed  in  obtaining  tbe 
sanction  of  Parliament? 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  said,  that  the  pro- 
eess  was  this :  Whenever  an  enclosure  was 
intended  to  take  place,  the  parties  seeking 
such  enclosure  must,  in  the  first  instance, 
apply  to  the  Commissioners,  and  answer 
certain  printed  forms  with  which  they 
would  be  furnished.    If  the  Commissionera 


f  Jolt  4}  Enclosure  BilL  i,Q 

thought  that  it  was  desirable  that  such  en- 
closure should  be  made,  they  would  then 
aend  down  an  Assistant  Commissioner  to 
make  further  inquiries  into  the  matter. 
On  the  result  of  these  inquiries  being 
knonn,  if  favourable  to  the  enclosure,  a 
provisional  order  would  be  made  for  the 
enclosure.  There  the  matter  would,  for 
the  moment,  stop,  and  the  circumstances 
detailed  in  the  provisional  order  would  be 
embodied  in  an  Annual  lleport,  which  Re^ 
port  would  be  laid  before  Parliament  at  the 
commencement  of  each  Session ;  and  on 
chat  Report,  such  enclosures  as  were  re- 
commended by  the  Commissioners  would  be 
inserted  in  a  schedule  to  a  Bill  to  be  intro< 
duced  and  passed  through  that  House,  be- 
fore any  further  proceedings  should  take 
place  as  to  the  proposed  enckMures. 

Mr.  C.  BulUr  wished  to  know  why  a 
distinction  was  mode  as  to  classes  of  land, 
some  of  which,  it  oppeared,  were  to  fall 
under  the  operation  of  ihe  11th  Clause, 
and  some  under  the  12th  Claused  As  he 
understood,  there  never  was  to  be  an  en- 
closure made  without  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment J  but  why  was  there  some  inquiry 
not  to  be  spplicable  to  tbe  three  last 
classes  of  commons,  which  required,  it  ap- 
peared, a  different  machinery  from  eleven 
other  classes?  ^liat  was  to  be  the  differ- 
ence between  them  ?  Suppose  he  wanted 
to  have  an  enclosure  under  tbe  12th 
Clause,  was  there  then  to  be  a  previous  ap- 
plication to  Parliament,  as  under  the  old 
form  ?  What  was  there  that  should  ex- 
empt those  three  classes  of  commons  from 
the  general  provisions  of  the  Bill  ?  The 
exceptions  seemed  to  him  so  large  as  lo 
defeat  the  intentions  of  the  Bill.  Perhaps 
the  noble  Lord  would  explain  the  reason 
for  making  this  distinction  ? 

Tiie  Earl  of  Lincoln  said,  the  hon.  and 

learned     Gentleman    misunderstood     the 

whole  of  the  explanation  he  had  given.  By 

6  and  7  William  IV,  he  would  find  that  pro- 

vision  had  been  made  for  enclosing  certain 

lands  without  the  consent  of  Parliament; 

these  were  the  lands  that  were  accurately 

comprised  in  one  clause,  and  all  these  lands 

might  be  enclosed  by  the  Commissioners. 

The  reason  why  they  were  included  in  this 

,  that  lands  might  now  be  enclosed 

by  a  private  agreement,  and  great  security 

of  title  had  been  found.     It  was  intended 

to  remedy  that ;  and  it  was  most  desirable 

;  facilities  should  be  given  under  this 

for  remedying    that  defect.      Parlies 

lid  be  enabled  to  enclose  under  this  Bill, 

who  could  enclose  under  6th  William  IV. 
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Tim  CKDc  tbe  exception,  which  embraced 
all  the  commons  of  the  country.  TheK 
daises  of  land  could  not  be  encloeed  ezcqjt 
by  Act  of  Parliament.  This  he  had  juit 
eiplaiTied  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Coventry 
(Mr.  Winiami) ;  and  he  now  wished  to 
explun  another  thing ;  that  the  Bill  to  be 
introduced  annually  would  be  a  public 
Bill,  and  would  be  exempt  from  all  those 
fees  to  which  private  Bills  were  now  nib- 
jected. 

Mr.  C.  Bulla-  observed  that,  by  the 
12th  Clause,  it  was  auted  that  lands  should 
be  enclosed  under  this  Bill.  He  referred 
to  line  7,  Clause  12.  What,  then,  was 
the  meaning  of  the  1  Itb  Clause,  as  to  lands 
that  might  be  enclosed?  Were  they,  too, 
not  under  the  operation  of  this  Aci  f 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  said,  if  the  hon 
and  learned  Gentleman  would  look  to  tin 
37th  Clause,  he  would  find  the  matter 
perfectly  clear.  The  37th  Clause  stated 
that  the  Act  of  Parliament  by  which  the 
lands  were  to  be  enclosed  should  be  a  public 
Act. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  conudered  that  it  would 
be  imposnhle  for  any  one  to  read  those  two 
Clauses,  the  11th  and  12th,  without  falling 
into  ao  error.  That  which  the  12th  Clause 
requited,  was  something  difierent  from 
Clausell.  That  now,  however,  seemed  not 
to  be  the  meaning  of  the  Act.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  clauses  were  misplaced. 

The  £arl  of  Lincoln  repeated  that  none 
of  the  daaset  in  Clause  12  could  be  brou^t 
into  operation  without  a  public  Act  of  Par- 
liament. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  obferved  that  in  the  Clause 
12,  it  was  said  by  the  noble  Lord  that  none 
of  the  classes  comprised  in  it  could  be 
brought  into  operation  without  a  public 
Act  of  Parliament.  As  he  understood  the 
Bill,  no  commona  of  any  bind  could  be 
enclosed  without  the  direction  of  Parlia- 
ment. The  noble  Lord  then  said  nothing 
of  those  three  other  kinds  of  commons  re- 
ferred to  in  Clause  11  (as  we  understood); 
and  the  ambiguity  which  would  arise  from 
.,thuwas,  that  there  seemed  to  be  some  other 
kind  of  commons  besides  those  in  the  12th 
Clause,  which  might  be  enclosed  without 
an  application  to  Parliament.  He  took  it 
that  there  was  only  one  class  of  commons 
—that  in  the  11th  Clause — which  might 
be  enclosed  without  an  application  to  Par- 
liament. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln :  Yet. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Cfauue  29,  proriding  for  the  reierva' 


tion  of  rights  of  lords  of  the  inanur  ia 
cases  of  encloiure. 

Colonel  Siblhorp  moved  tha  omission  of 
the  clause. 

The  Comtnittee  divided  on  the  Question, 
that  the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill: — 
Ayea  49 ;  Noea  S7 :  Majority  22. 

ImI  of  the  AiBS. 
Anliobus,  E.  Giabara,  rt  hon.  Sir  J. 

Arundel  aad  Surrey,    Greenall,  P. 

Earl  of  Hamilloc,  G.  A. 

Baring,  rl.  hon.  W,  B.    Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Barrington,  Viicl.  Heolejr,  J.  Vf. 


BUckburne.J.  I. 
Boldero,  U.  G. 
Boyd,  J. 

Bramalon,  T.  W. 
Broadley,  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  £. 
fiuUer,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Card  well,  B. 
Clerk,  rt.  faon.  Sir  G. 
Clire,  ViicI. 
Clive,  ho(i.B.H. 
Cole,  hon.  H.  A. 
Crippi,  W. 
DickiosoD,  F.  H. 
Estcoun,  T.  G.  B. 
Filmer,  Sir  E. 
Fremanlle,  rt.  hn.SitT. 
Fuller,  A.  B. 
Gardner,  J.D. 
Gordon,  bon.  Cap  I. 
Goriag,  C. 
Ooulburn,  rt.  hon.  II. 

List  of  tke  Nou. 
Aldan,  W. 
Baskerrille,  T.  B.  H, 
Brotherton,  J. 
Buller,  C. 
Care*,  W.  H.  P. 
ClemeDle.  Viict. 
Cowper,  hon.  W,  F. 
Crawford,  W.  S. 
Dal m coy,  Lord 
Ebrington,  Vwct, 
Entwiils,  W. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 


Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
JennjD,  Earl 
Jollifff,Sir  W.G.  H. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Mackeniie,  W.  F. 
M'Neill,  D. 
Masterman,  J, 
Morris,  D. 
Patnier,  R. 
Kashleigh,  W. 
Rolle'iton,  Col. 
Smith,  rt.hn.T.B.C. 
Somenet,  Lord  G. 
Sutton,  hen.  H.  M. 
Trotter,  J. 
Welleslej,  Lord  C. 
Wood.  Uol.  T, 
Wonley,  bon.  J.  S. 

TELLE  as. 
Young,  J. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 


Manners,  Lord  J. 
0'Can)iell,M.J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Palmeraioo,  Visct. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Slan.field,  W.  R.  C. 
Stuart,  W.  V. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Warburton,  H. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Willjami,  W. 
Wonley,  Lord 

TXLLEaS. 

Hawes,  B.  Siblhorp,  Col. 

Hume,  J.  Bouverie,  hon,  E.  P. 

The  clause  was  then  agreed  to. 

Clauses  to  38  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Committee  to  sit 
again. 

TRiHrTTCoLLEGKEsTATRa.]  Mr.  M.J. 
O'Cannell  moved  for  Copies  of  the  Reports, 
Valuations,  and  Surveys  of  the  Estates 
of  the  Provost,  Fellows  and  Scholars  of 
Trinity  College,  Dublin,  mule  by  Maurice 
ColUa,  Esq.    He  Mated  that  th«  Board  of 
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Trinitr  College  had  given  tbeir  anent  to 
theie  Return*.  The  hon.  Gentleman  oppo- 
rite(Mr.  Hamilton)  had  been  communicated 
with  on  the  subject,  as  well  as  hii  right 
bon.  Colleague,  the  Recorder  of  DubBn, 
and  he  underatood  there  would  be  no  oppo- 
■itioQ  to  hit  Motion. 

Mr.  G.  A,  Hamilton  said,  as  the  Mo- 
tion was  of  a  peculiar  nature,  it  irat  his 
duty  to  state,  in  confirmation  of  what  the 
bon.  Member  had  said,  that  it  was  made 
with  the  assent  and  concurrence  of  the 
Board  of  Trinity  College.  The  information 
which  waa  sought  for,  had  already  been 
given  in  substance,  though  not  in  detail,  by 
Mr.  Collis,  in  his  evidence  before  the  Land 
Commisflon.  The  details,  however,  were 
important,  and  the  Return  moved  for  by 
the  hon.  Member  would  afluril  some  in- 
teresting information  with  r^ard  tu  the 
oocu patios  of  land  in  Ireland.  It  bad  been 
obtained  at  a  very  considerable  cost  by  the 
Board  of  Trinity  Collega.  He  understood 
the  survey,  and  valuation,  and  inquiry,  had 
coat  no  less  than  3,000^;  and  certainly  the 
Beturna  would  show  how  much  pains  and 
trouble  the  Board  of  Trinity  College  had 
ttken,  and  how  strongly  they  bad  felt  it 
their  duty  to  make  themselves  acquainted 
with  the  actual  condition  of  every  penon 
living  on  their  extenuve  estates. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  two 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Saturday,  July  5,  1845. 

l(liiDtIfc.l  DiLU.  priHtr.— 1*  WiDctiHta  Co1le|a  Er 
taUi  FotOi  ud  Clyde  NaTijMtan  ud  Unhm  Cuu' 
JuoUoBi  Londoa  ud  South  WMos  RaUwiTi  Coik- 
BiDaulb  ud  WdUngtMi  nillim<ii    SoottMt  HUlud 

MrpBilid.—'VtktaM,  PaotOna,  lal  G«da 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Monday,  July  7, 1 845. 
Mimmn.]   Bilu.   ruHlf.— !■• 


■   Dnlnifa  bf  Tnuau  for  Llh :  BruU  Slwn  Tndc  ; 
imMatmi  of  Wifca  (SaNludi  i  nog  Smllug  i  : 
drtndoo  al  CMninl  JnMlMt  Tiaibec  Sbipd  UatoH 


I  Bmub  Vmllcy  RaU- 


Eilaiiioii)!  Kiddlnbro'  ai 


Tttpgol  RiUmy  ud  Bi 

RcdGU  lUilnir  1   Wnt  umaon    luuwa;  ciienitoa  ana 

Lcaaai    NoRta  UiitoB  and   RUMa  Naflfaiioa  Bnacli 

RfpoiKd.— Edinburgh  and  NoTttwn  RaUmy  i  Wiai  Vat. 
%  tUUway :  EtaipIrT  LaH  Hflad  and  BanuIeT  Road. 
P    and  pa>«l-.—TnniI  Valley  RiUnyilTHiaR^Ilih 

iiHTiD.  Fnmi  Samuel  GorioB.  Etq., 
lueninnof  caRain  tnauis  In  Aa  Toantl' 
(Irdand)  BiU.— By  Haiquoa  of  IxtndoD- 

Stackkolden  and 


DuDUd.  ftn  th 

dnry,    from   Landown 


II  {tin  Soi 


I  Duke  Slnet,  AldgiK.  oomplainli 

le  City  at  LoodoD.  wiHxwt  bein(  (n 
ipaay.  And  pnylDg  tar  litqiilry  aE 


lunQ  or  Keny,  la  Altentkn  at  La* 

%  (InlaDd).-^Froiii  Etiia  Price,  ana- 

Xboa,  and  inyias  bi  Isqairy  md  R»- 


Dkaikabe  bi  Tbkant  roa  Lif£ 
Bu.1,.]  The  Ouice  of  Richmond  moved 
the  Second  Reading  of  the  Bill  to  amend 
BO  Act  of  3rd  and  4ih  Victoria,  and  en- 
able the  owners  of  settled  estate*  to  de* 
fray  the  expenses  of  draining  the  sama  bj 
way  of  mortgage.  The  Bill  was  now 
drawn  as  directed  by  the  Committee,  and 
related  solely  to  draining:  there  were 
other  qaestioBi,  such  as  giving  a  power 
of  leasing  for  nineteen  or  twenty  years, 
and  alto  a  power  of  exchaoge,  whicli  was 
very  desirable,  particularly  now  railroads 
severed  property,  so  that  twenty  acres 
might  be  left  oo  one  side  of  the  rail  be- 
longing to  one  owaer,  and  twenty  acres 
belonging  to  another  might  be  left  on  the 
other  side :  these  subjects,  however, 
might  be  the  subject  of  legislative  enact- 
ment hereafter.  It  had  been  thought  de- 
sirable by  the  Committee  to  extend  the 
Bill  10  Iieland  at  well  as  to  England ; 
and  it  simplified  the  proceedings  by 
enacting  that  a  Master  in  Chancery,  on 
being  satisfied  of  the  outlay,  should  give  a 
certificate  which  is  to  operate  as  a  rent^* 
charge,  and  as  the  application  was  to  be 
made  in  the  first  instance  to  the  Master, 
much  expense  would  be  spared. 

The  Marquess  of  Salitbury  did  not 
mean  to  oppose  a  Bill  which  was  likely  to 
afford  eroploymeat  to  the  poor;  but 
he  hoped  his  noble  Friend   would  give 
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them  a  fair  opporluniry  of  diKUiiinjr  ihe 
detaili  of  llie  Bill,  parlicularl;  with  n- 
l^atd  10  ihe  part  which  petmitted  periont 
to  raise  money  upon  settled  eilatei  for 
■he  purposes  of  building. 

Lord  Beaumont  said,  that  question  was 
mucii  discussed  in  ihe  Cominiiiee,  and  in 
hii  opinion  buildings  must  be  included,  or 
the  Bill  would  not  be  effective.  He  did 
not  intend  ornamental  buildings,  but  such 
as  sheds  for  cattle,  which  had  always 
been  considered  permanent  improvements, 
and  wiiich  must  be  incredsed  if  there  was 
increased  produce.  He  never  knew  a 
Bill  on  which  he  felt  less  difficulty  in 
giving  B  vote  in  its  support.  It  improved 
ibe  position  as  well  of  the  tenant  for  life 
as  of  the  remainder- man  ;  it  would  bene- 
fit the  occupier  as  well  as  the  holder.  It 
was  an  attempt  also  to  simplify  the  legal 
proceedings,  and  render  unnecessary  those 
heavy  law  expenses  for  petitions,  a  speci- 
men of  which  was  given  to  the  Commit- 
tee, which  extended  to  two  closely  printed 
pages  ol  items. 

The  £arl  of  Devon,  as  a  Member  of  the 
Committee,  supported  the  Bill,  which 
preserved  the  control  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  and  at  the  same  time  reduced 
the  expense.  He  hoped  that  it  might  be 
made  appendant  to  the  Bill  relating  to 
tenants*  rights  in  Ireland.  It  pointed  out 
the  objects  which  it  was  the  desire  of  the 
Legislature  to  obtain,  and  waa  of  the  ut- 
tnoit  importance  to  the  general  improve- 
ment of  the  agriculture,  not  only  of  this 
country  but  of  Ireland. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  approved  of  the 
eiieniion  to  Iceland,  and  hoped  that 
powers  would  be  given  to  the  guardians 
of  infants  to  eflfect  these  improvements. 

Lord  Campbell  also  approved  of  the 
principle  of  the  Bdl,  and  rejoiced  that  it 
was  extended  to  Ireland.  For  more  than 
half  a  century  they  had  had  such  a  Bill 
for  Scotland,  and  in  all  respects  as  the 
Bill  now  stood  he  highly  approved  of 
it. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said  there  was 
a  clause  in  the  Bill  which  would,  he  be- 
lieved, have  the  effect  of  enabling  guar- 
dians to  drain. 

The  Lord  CAanceUor  had  not  till  now 
read  the  Bill;  there  were  several  details 
in  it  with  reipect  to  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery ;  he  did  not  object  to  the  second 
reading  then  ;  hut  he  would  communicate 
with  bii  noble  Friend  the  noble  Duks  any 


suggestions   which  occurred  (o  him  with 
regard  to  ihnt  part  of  the  Bill. 
Bill  read  2*. 

Sti^nding  Oroers  —  Railways.] 
The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  moved  that 
there  be  inserted  in  evpry  future  Railway 
Bill,  a  Clause  la  enact— 


"  That  the  Directors  appointed  shall  c( 
in  Office  until  ihe  Firsi  Ordinary  Meelin|t  to  be 
held  after  the  pasiinj;  of  the  Act,  and  at  such 
MeelingiheSliarehoidera  present,  penonally  or 
by  Proxy,  may  either  continue  in  Office  the  Di- 
rectors appointed  by  this  Act,  or  any  Member 
of  theiD,  or  may  elect  a  new  Body  of  Direc- 
tors, or  Directors  to  supply  the  Places  of  those 
continued  in  Office;  ttie  Directors  appointed 
by  this  Act  being  eligible  as  Memben  of  such 
new  Body," 

On  Question,  agreadto,  and  ordered  (o 
be  added  lo  the  Roll  of  Standing  Orders. 

CouMiTTiEt  ON  Private  Bills  and 
Seiect  Couhittees.]  The  Marquess 
of  Lantdowne  said  he  would  take  that  op 
portuniiy,  which  was  not  altogether  irre- 
gular, of  slating  some  circumstances  con- 
nected with  railways  deeply  affecting  the 
interests  of  all  their  Lordships  and  of 
every  man  in  the  country,  and  which 
roust  call  for  another  addition  to  the 
Standing  Orders,  for  the  purpose  of  afford- 
ing a  sufficient  protection  tn  Members  of 
Parliament.  It  might  be  known  to  their 
Lordships,  and  if  it  were  not  it  would  ap. 
pear  strange,  that  an  hon.  Gentleman, 
now  a  Member  of  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, was  placed  at  this  moment  in  a 
■itualion  ia  which  any  of  their  Lordships 
might  be  placed  also.  This  hon.  Gentle- 
man, about  seven  years  agu,  was  invited 
lo  become  a  subscriber  and  director  in  a 
Company  for  establishing  steam  naviga- 
tion to  India  by  the  Cape  of  Good  Hops. 
After  looking  at  the  natuTe  ot  the  under- 
taking, he  advisedly  declined  to  become  a 
subscriber  or  director  of  Ihe  Company. 
Of  course  he  then  dismissed  the  Com- 
pany from  bis  mind,  and  neither  directly 
nor  indirectly  had  he  done  any  act  as  a 
director.  Notwithstanding  this',  after  five 
years  had  elapsed,  a  demand  was  made, 
in  consequence  of  his  name  being  inieried 
as  a  director  without  his  knowledge  or 
consent  in  the  Act  of  Parliament  obtained 
by  Ihe  Company.  The  demand  made  on 
him  was  for  the  amount  of  all  the  claims 
for  which  the  Company  had  become 
liable,  aa  the  other  peraoni  whose  uames 
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liid  been  menlioned  had  turned  out  mi 
men  of  itmw.  His  name  being  found 
the  Act  gave  grounds  for  proceedingi  bei 
comoienced  egainit  him  in  a  court  of 
law;  and  although  he  could  prove  (ha 
he  had  refused  to  be  a  director  of  ihi 
Company,  and  although  be  had  never 
acted  BB  luch,  an  opinion  obtained  from  a 
high  legal  authority  Hated  that,  inasmuch 
ai  the  Act  of  Parliament  ilielf  tvas  a  legal 
publication,  he  waa  legally  represented  ai 
■  director.  Now  he  (the  Marquess  of 
Laoidowne)  begged  to  ask  iheir  Lordshipi 
whether  they  were  not  all  in  the  same  *i- 
tuationT  Were  not  all  their  names  in- 
serted in  on«  form  or  another  in  all  the 
local  Acli  that  had  passed  through  the 
Legitlatare?  And  were  they  not  all  liable 
to  be  made  a  subject  of  action  t  To  show 
the  eitent  of  the  impudence  and  the  au- 
dacity of  the  parliei  engaged  in  getting 
up  trading  companies,  he  would  state  a 
fact  which  bad  come  to  his  knowledge. 
A  Qenllemaa,  a  Member  of  Parliament 
for  one  of  the  counties,  wai  aiked  to  be- 
came a  director  of  one  of  these  projected 
•ompanies,  and  he  refused.  A  short  time 
afterward*  he  was  told  that  he  had  at- 
tended at  a  meeting  in  the  county  with 
which  he  was  connected,  and  had  spoken 
in  favour  of  the  projected  scheme.  Hi* 
attention  being  called  to  the  Report  of 
this  meetiog,  he  found  not  only  that  he 
was  staled  to  have  attended,  which  he 
did  not,  but  he  found  also  that  many  other 
persons  were  asserted  to  have  been  there, 
end  to  have  made  ipeecbes,  alihough 
they  did  not  attend  such  meeting.  The 
whole  of  the  parties  went  to  the  bankers, 
advertised  in  a  body,  and  gave  notice  to 
thetn  not  to  pay  any  money  that  should 
he  received  by  them  on  account  of  the 
■aid  scheme  afier  the  meeting  in  question ; 
and  it  turned  out  that  a  very  large  sum 
had  been  subscribed  after  that  meeting, 
solely  upon  the  belief,  and  in  conieqiience 
of  its  having  been  publicly  reported  that 
the  persons  to  whom  he  referred  1^  at- 
tended it,  and  had  sanctionrd  its  objects. 
Now,  in  what  a  lituatian  might  not  their 
Lordships  be  placed  if  such  things  as  thia 
were  allowed?  He  could  not  pretend  to 
point  out  what  ought  to  be  done  ;  but  he 
would  merely  aay  that  they  ought  to  pro- 
tect themselves  from  being  involved  in 
such  schemes.  By  what  means  he  left  it 
to  their  Lordships  to  consider.  But  whit 
Le  did  say  was,  that  the  names  of  the  con- 
Mating  individuals  to  any  ralure  schemes 
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ought  to  be  required  to  be  set  forth  by  a 
Standing  Order  at  having  given  such 
ronseni.  He  should  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  presenting  a  Standing  Order  for 
the  purpose  of  effecting  what  be  had 
pointed  out  as  necegiary, 

Lord  Brougham  was  sure  that  the  pub- 
lie  would  be  much  obliged  to  his  noble 
Friend  for  adverting  to  this  class  of  cases. 
The  difficulty  would  be  how  to  afford  a 
remedy  in  the  particular  Instance.  He 
would  willingly  have  concurred  in  pasting 
an  Act  in  order  to  relieve  a  person  in  the 
situation  described  by  the  noble  Mar- 
quess, but  that  in  so  doing  there  arose  a 
difficulty  which  wai  to  him  insuperable; 
namely,  thst  the  House,  having  originally 
passed  a  Bill  in  a  negligent  and  careless 
manner,  could  not,  by  any  subsequent 
Act,  reach  the  cheat  who  ,had  beguiled 
them;  but  any  such  measure  would  only 
affect  an  industrious  and  honest  person 
who  might  have  lent  his  money  on  the 
strength  of  their  Lordships'  tegislaiion. 
The  man  who  sued  the  hon.  Gentleman 
whose  aituaiion  was  described  by  the  no. 
hie  Marquess,  might  be,  and  probably 
was,  as  bond  Jide  a  sufferer  as  that  hon- 
ourable person  himself  was;  and,  conse- 
quently, what  would  relieve  the  one, 
would  oppress  the  other.  He  thought,  if 
the  Houses  of  Legislature  pissed  Acts  so 
thoughtlessly,  they  ought  each  to  pay 
their  respective  portions  of  the  pecaniary 
losses  which  they  inflicted  thereby.  This 
showed  the  caution  that  was  necessary  to 
be  exercised  by  their  Lordships  in  passing 
Railway  Bills:  end  the  immense  conse- 
quence! that  might  be  Involved  by  their 
not  repressing  rather  than  facilitating  this 
gambling  diaeaie  under  which  the  coun- 
try laboured.  It  was  the  greatest  mis- 
take to  suppose  that  these  undertakings 
were  bond  Jide  on  the  part  of  those  who 
put  them  forward.  All  thai  those  parlies 
sought,  was  to  give  them  an  appearance 
'outward  semblance  of  a  bond^dt  rail- 
ly  project,  in  order  that  they  might  go 
and  job  in  the  railway  market;  and  Par- 
liament, from  a  very  honest  and  conscien- 
tious feeling,  wiihing  to  give  every  facility 
possible,  omitted  to  take  any  paint  to 
inquire  into  the  real  merits  of  the  scheme. 
Had  they  done  so  in  the  present  case, 
they  would  have  found  that  Mr.  Berkeley 
not  given  hit  sanction  to  this  mea- 
sure. Every  day  showed  the  ruinous 
consequences  to  which  this  gambling  sys- 
tem ineTiiablj  tended.    Men  could  Dot 
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do  two  oppoiite  thiogi  at  once, 
could  not  employ  their  capitil  in  gambling 
(pecuUtionK,  and  at  the  lame  lime  employ 
it  iD  the  legitimate  oonne  of  trade.  Look 
at  your  Returns  of  the  Revanue  this  quar- 
ur  1  Within  the  last  two  or  three  months 
they  would  find  a  very  great  falling  off  in 
the  amount  of  revenue  decind  from  the 
Cuitoms  and  Excise. 

Lord  Stanley :  That  ii  in  consequence 
of  the  great  reduction  of  duties.  The 
quantities  consumed  aie  increased. 

Lord  Brouffham  was  not  aware  that 
the  reductions  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
alluded  had  taken  place.  He  was  very 
glad  to  find  that  the  deficiency  in  the 
revenue  had  not  arisen  Trom  a  falling  off 
of  the  consumption  nf  customs  and  eiciie 
articles.  His  observations  were,  however, 
intended  to  apply  to  the  fraudi  practised 
by  sptculator*  in  railways,  who,  as  one 
mode  of  warding  off  oppositioo  to  their 
■chemes,  would  undertake  to  insert  clauses 
in  their  Bills  which  they  never  did  insert. 
The  whole  matrer  was  an  evil  which 
demanded  their  Lordships'  Beiioui  consi- 
deration. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdowne  explaiaed. 
Ho  had  omitted  to  state,  which  he  now 
did  dislindly,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  whose  case  he  alluded,  had  no  know- 
ledge of  the  Bill  subsequently  to  the 
applieaiion  made  to  him  ;  and  he  did  not 
know  that  it  was  passing  through  Parlia- 
ment until  it  had  received  (he  Royal 
Aisent. 

Earl  Fitzhardinge  said,  he  had  been 
informed  by  his  biother  (Mr.  Berkeley) 
thai  when  this  Commiitee  was  first 
ceived,  ■  priiposal  was  made  Id  hi 
join  in  il.  After  consideration  he 
dined,  and  from  that  time  he  had  no 
interference  with  it;  he  never  attended 
any  meeting  of  its  concoclora,  and  knew 
nothing  of  it  until  he  was  sued  by  a  party, 
who  was  a  shipbuilder,  for  an  amount 
eiceeding  35,000/.  Tu  show  the  hard- 
nhip  of  his  brother's  case,  he  was  in- 
foimed  that  the  expenses  already  incurred 
amounted  to  400/.,  let  the  case  turn  out 
as  it  might, 

Brazil  Slatb  Trade  Bill.]  The 
Earl  of  Aberdeen  said,  that  in  moving  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Braiii  Slave  Trade 
Bill,  he  would  enileavour  to  explain  an 
briefly  as  poMible,  the  reasons  why  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  thought  it  ne- 
cemry  to  intioduc*  that  meanire  to  their 


Lordshios.  Their  Lordships  were  aware 
that  a  Treaty  was  coacluded  between  thia 
country  and  Brazil,  in  the  year  1826,  for 
the  abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade.  By  the 
First  Article  of  that  Treaty,  the  contract* 
ing  parties  stipulated  that — 

At  the  expiratioD  at  three  years,  to  ha 
reckoned  from  the  exchange  of  the  latifica- 
lioDs  of  the  present  Treaty,  it  shall  not  be 
lawful  for  iha  aubjecls  of  the  Emperor  of 
I  to  be  concerned  in  the  carrying  on  uf  the 
African  Slave  Trade,  onder  any  pretext  or  in 
any  manner  whatever ;  and  the  carrying  on  of 
such  trade  after  that  period  by  any  person, 
subject  of  his  Imperial  Majuty,  shall  be 
deemed  aud  treated  as  piracy." 
By  the  Second  and  Third  Articles  of  the 
Treaty,  the  contracting  parties  mutually 
agreed,  with  a  view  to  provide  for  the  re- 
gulation of  the  said  trade,  till  the  time  of 
ts  final  abolition — 

"  To  adopt  and  renew,  as  effectually  at  if 
.he  tame  were  inserted,  the  several  Ariiclct 
and  proriaions  of  the  Treaties  concluded  be- 
tween His  Britannic  Majesty  and  the  King  of 
Portugal  on  this  subject,  on  the  22ad  of  Janu- 
ary, 1815,  and  on  the  3Bih  of  July,  1817,  and 
the  several  explanatory  Articles  which  had 
been  added  tliereto.'' 

The  last  Treaty  with  Portugal,  in  the  year 
1817,  contained  a  provision  from  which  it 
appeared  that  the  contracting  parties  con- 
templated the  possible  termination  of  that 
Qinvencioo.  By  a  separate  Article,  it  was 
igreed  that  aa  soon  as  the  total  abolition  of 
the  Slave  Trade  on  the  part  of  the  subjects 
of  the  Crown  of  Portugal  should  have  taken 
place,  the  tivo  parties  would  adapt  them- 
selves to  the  state  of  circumstances  con- 
templated by  the  stipulations  of  the  Con- 
vention concluded  on  the  28th  July,  1817; 
but  in  default  of  enysut^h  regulation,  then 
the  conditions  of  the  said  Convention  should 
continue  in  force  fur  fifteen  years  from  the 
day  when  the  ratifications  of  the  Treaty 
should  take  place.  The  ratifications  were 
exchanged  between  Brazil  and  this  country 
on  the  13th  March,  1827  ;  consequently 
in  three  years  after  that  period,  the  Slave 
Trade  was  finally  abolished  in  the  Empire 
of  Brazil.  Fifteen  years  from  that  period 
had  now  elapsed  ;  and  the  Government  of 
Brnail,  on  the  ISth  of  March  last,  gave 
notice  to  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Bnull, 
that  on  the  following  dav,  the  Treatv  be- 
tween this  country  and  Braxil  would  ex- 
pire, and  that  the  Mixed  Commission,  and 
all  the  instructions  connected  with  il, 
would  be  at  an  end.  It  might  admit  of 
some  doubt  how  far  the  cootingency  con- 
templated by  the  (epumte  Artide  bad  u> 
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rived,  to  entitle  the  Brazilian  OoTernment 
to  put  BD  end  to  the  Treaty.  But  in  a 
correapondence  bet  Veen  Her  Mejeity's  late 
Government  and  the  GoveromeDt  of  Brazil, 
it  appeared  that  there  bad  been  an  antici- 
pation of  the  probability  of  terminating  tbe 
provinona  witbin  tbe  time  specified ;  and 
the  present  Gorernnient  were,  on  tbe 
whole,  diaposed  to  acquiesce  in  the  inter- 

E station  put  upon  the  CoDvention  bj  fbe 
ratilian  GoTernment.  This  country  waa 
therefore  reduced  to  tbe  First  Article  of' 
the  Treaty,  by  which  tbe  contracting  par- 
ties declared  that  slave  trading  by  any 
subject  of  the  Brazils  should  be  deemed 
piracy.  That  declaration  could  not,  of, 
course,  render  the  Slave  Trade  piracy  by 
the  law  of  nations ;  but  as  between  Great 
Britain  and  Brazil  it  became  illegal  by 
virtue  of  that  compact.  If  any  State  con- 
stituted an  act  illegal  or  criminal  by  its 
own  municipal  laws,  other  States  were  un- 
doubtedly not  accustomed  to  take  notice  of 
luch  act,  nor  would  their  tribunals  en- 
force their  municipal  law ;  hut  an  act 
made  illegal  by  virtue  of  a  mutual  compact, 
gave  a  right  to  the  State  entering  into 
such  compact  to  consider  the  act  illegal, 
and,' in  consequence.  Her  Majesty  had,  by 
Ihe  stipulatiun  in  question,  aojuired  the 
right  to  order  tbe  seizure  of  all  Brazilian 
subjects  found  on  the  high  seas  engaged  in 
tbe  Slave  Trade,  of  punishing  the  parties 
fo  engaged,  and  of  disposingof  their  vessels 
and  the  goods  therein  as  bona  mratoi-um. 
Wben  the  Act  7th  and  8th  Geoi^e  IV. 
was  passed,  carrying  into  execution  this 
Coni'enlion,  care  was  taken  to  reatricc  the 
poweroftheCoutts  of  Admiralty  and  other 
courts,  except  the  Courts  of  Mixed  Com- 
mission appointed  for  the  pur)x>se  of  car- 
rying the  Treaty  into  effect.  Those 
Mixed  Courts  had  ceased,  in  consequence 
of  the  decision  of  tbe  Brazilian  Govern- 
ment, and  it  had  now  become  necessary  to 
renew  the  provisions  of  tbe  Act  of  George 
IV.,  giving  power  of  exercising  jurisdiction 
in  cases  of  capture.  It  bad  been,  in  effect, 
neceuary  to  exclude  the  Court*  of  Admi- 
ralty, because  othervise  they  might  have 
been  called  upon,  and  indeed  it  would  have 
been  necessary  for  them  to  exercise  juris- 
diction under  the  Convention  ;  but  by  re- 
pealing that  part  of  ^he,Act  which  prohib- 
ited the  Courts  of  Admiralty  from  taking 
cngnizance  of  such  mattery  they  would  he 
enabled  to  esercii^  this  jurisdiction  as 
before.  It  appear^,  that  the  Brazilian 
Government  itself  had  pontemplated  this 
act  oa  the  part  of  the  ^tiih  GoTenimeDt. 


Shortly  after  the  conduiton  of  the  Treaty, . 
and  wben  he  (Lord  Aberdeen)  held  the  ^ 
same  ofBce  be  had  now  the  honour  to  fill, 
the  Brazilian  Minister  made  application  to 
him  that  vessels  should  he  permitted  to 
come  from  the  coast  of  Africa,  having 
sailed  before  the  13th  of  March,  1830, 
without  being  liable  to  be  detained  and 
treated  as  jHrates,  notwithstanding  they 
were  met  with  on  the  high  seas  after  the 
13tb  of  March.  In  that  request  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  acquiesced,  and  vessels 
which  bed  sailed  from  the  African  coast 
before  that  date  were  not  detained.  Again, 
the  Brazilian  Minister,  after  three  years 
had  elapsed  from  the  signature  of  the 
Treaty,  and  the  trade  had  been  finally 
abolished,  maintained  that  tbe  Courts  of 
Mixed  Commission  ought  to  cease,  as  they 
only  provided  for  acts  done  in  that  trade 
during  the  time  of  its  continuance.  The 
Brazilian  Government  accordingly  remon- 
strated against  these  courts,  and  desired 
that  they  should  cease  on  the  I3th  of 
March,  1830.  This  application  was  made 
to  him  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen),  but  woe 
answered  by  the  noble  Lord  who  suoceeded 
him  in  office ;  sod  he  demurred  to  thea  bo- 
licion  of  the  Courts  of  Mixed  Commission, 
giving  as  K  reason,  that  some  considerable 
time  must  elapse  before  tribunals  could  he 
constituted  for  exercising  jurisdiction  in 
cases  of  piracy;  and  therefore  he  recom- 
mended that  tlie  Courts  of  Mixed  Com- 
mission should  continue.  The  Brazilian 
Government  still  seriously  ramonstrated 
against  the  continuance  of  these  court!, 
declaring  that  they  were  of  only  a  tempo- 
rary character,  instituted  with  a  view  of 
judging  of  the  legality  of  the  detention  of 
vessels  engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade ;  but 
(hat  then  (in  1830),  as  all  traffic  in  slaves 
bod  ceased,  the  tribunals  for  taking  cogniz- 
ance of  acts  done  in  that  trade,  could  not 
poisibly  be  required  for  an  object  which 
was  no  longer  in  existence.  The  Brazilian 
Government,  therefore,  urged  that  these 
courts  should  cease.  The  British  Govern- 
ment of  that  day,  however,  remarked  that 
these  courts  might  still  have  duties  to  per- 
form, notwithstanding  that  the  Slave  Trade 
had  become  illegal,  and  had  been  declared 
piracy,  end  maintained  tbe  point  that  the 
courU  should  be  allowed  to  continue.  It 
appeared,  then,  that  tbe  abolition  of  the 
Mixed  Commission  Courts  was  looked  upon 
as  possible  in  a  period  of  fifteen  years,  ao- 
cording  to  the  terms  specified  in  the  Treaty 
with  PoitugaL  The  object  of  tbe  present 
Bill  was  to  nmore  ftoni  the  Courts  of 
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Admiralty  ihe  restrictions  throwD  upon 
■"  them  by' the  7ih  and  Stli  George  IV. 
paKsed  for  carrying  into  execution  the 
Treaty  with  BrsEtl.  It  nas  only  recently 
that  he  (the  Earl  of  Aherdeen)  had  himself 
called  the  sttention  of  the  Brazilian  Go- 
vernment to  the  necessity  under  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might  find 
themselves  of  appealing  to  the  First  Article 
of  the  Treaty  as  he  had  described  it. 
Their  Lordships  were  aware  that  the  Bra- 
zilian Government  had  always  declined  to 
fulfil  their  general  engagementa  to  co- 
operate with  the  British  Government  for 
the  efieclual  abolition  of  ihe  Slave  Trade. 
In  a  note  which  he  addressed  to  that  Go- 
vernment in  July,  1843,  afler  strongly 
remonstrating  wtih  them,  he  declared  that 
the  time  had  arrived  when  it  became  Her 
Majesty's  Government  distinctly  to  declare 
that  if  the  abolition  which  had  been  con- 
tracted for  by  the  Convention  should  fail 
for  want  of  that  co-opemtion  so  continually 
asked  for  by  the  Brituh  at  the  hands  of 
the  Brazilian  Govemmenl,  and  if  the  latter 
(till  declined  to  enter  into  arrangement*  to 
give  effect  to  that  Convention,  it  would 
remuD  for  Her  Majesty  alone,  and  by  Her 
own  means,  to  carry  into  full  effect  the 
mbolition  imposed  upon  Her  by  the  First 
Article  of  the  Treaty.  It  had,  therefore, 
in  consequence  of  the  Courts  of  Mixed 
Commission  being  put  an  end  to,  been 
found  necessary  to  repeal  that  part  of  the 
Act  which  prohibited  the  Courts  of  Ad- 
miralty from  taking  cognizance  of  these 
cases.  He  did  not  know  that  it  waa  ne- 
cessary for  him  to  allude  to  the  course  pur* 
sued  since  the  conclusion  of  the  Treaty  by 
the  Brazilian  Government  generally.  With 
rare  and  short  exceptions  the  Treaty  had 
been  hy  them  systematically  violated  from 
the  period  of  its  concluuon  to  the  present 
time.  Cargoes  of  slaves  had  been  landed 
in  open  day  in  the  streets  of  the  capital, 
and  bought  and  sold  like  cattle,  without 
any  obstacle  whatsoever  being  imposed 
upon  the  traffic  Our  officers  had  been 
waylaid,  maltreated,  «nd  even  assauinated 
while  in  the  execution  of  their  duty;  and 

i'uitice.  insuch  cases,  if  not  actually  denied, 
lad  never  been  fairly  granted.  No  doubt 
much  had  happened  in  the  course  of  the 
hut  ten  or  twelve  year*,  which  would  have 
justified,  and  almost  called  for,  an  espres- 
■ion  of  national  resentment ;  but  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  no  wish  save  to 
provide  for  the  effectual  execution  of  the 
Treaty  a«  stipulated  for  by  the  First  Atlirle ; 
and  with  that  view  he  had  brought  foiwatd 
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the  present  Bill,  which  had  been  approved 
of  by  the  higheac  authorities  in  such  mat- 
ters, and  be  now  moved  their  Lordships  to 
give  it  a  second  reading. 
Bill  read  2'. 

Aduikistratioit  ot  Cbiminal  Jus- 
tice Bill.]  Lord  Brougham  moved  the 
Second  Reading  of  the  Admlnistrslion  of 
Criminal  Justice  Bill.  Hii  noble  and 
Learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  and  all 
llieir  Lordships,  were  aware  of  the  great 
inconvenience  which  arose  in  the  trial  of 
prisoners  in  different  counties,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  provision  of  Ihe  law  which 
required  that  all  prisoners  should  be  tried 
in  the  same  pan  of  ihe  country  in  which 
ihe  offences  they  were  charged  with  had 
been  committed.  Now,  it  had  occurred 
[o  learned  persons  who  had  considered  ihe 
subject,  that  if  certain  towns  were  fixed 
upon  at  assize  towns,  to  be  declared  by 
the  Queen  in  Council,  and  the  prisoners 
in  each  of  the  couniiea  within  a  certain 
ambit  were  taken  to  be  tried  in  (hose 
towns,  the  same  Judge  could  deliver  then 
out  of  gaol.  The  only  ohjeciion  be  bad 
heard  urged  against  the  proposal  waa,  that 
It  would  be  hard  for  prisoner*  to  be  ob- 
liged to  bring  their  MJtnesies  from  a  dis> 
lance.  But  the  treasurer  of  the  county 
might  be  required,  oo  receiving  the  cerii- 
ficate  of  the  Judge,  to  pay  the  expense  of 
conveying  the  witnesses  of  prisoners,  if 
ibis  measure  waa  noladop(ed,more  Judgea 
must  be  appointed,  as  the  pieseut  num. 
ber  could  not  delivt;r  the  gaols,  and  no 
rooria)  man  could  go  four  circuits  in  the 
year.  Could  anyibing  be  more  ridicu- 
lously absurd,  than  thai  tboia  who  bad 
committed  offences  wiihrn  the  ambit  of 
the  Central  Criminal  Court  should  not  ba 
kepi  in  prison  before  trial  longer  than 
eight  or  ten  days,  whilst  those  who  had 
committed  the  same  offences,  or  much 
lighter,  in  Herifordsblre,  or  Berks,  or 
Surrey,  should  be  kept  eight  months  in 
prison?— and  ihey  might  be  innocent  all 
the  while,  or,  if  guilty,  their  offence  might 
be  punishable  wilh  only  six  monlhs'  im- 
prisonmetit.  There  was  only  one  of  two 
courses  to  be  ado  pled —either  to  pass  the 
Bill  wilh  such  alierations  as  might  ba 
suggested,  or  to  appoint  a  greater  number 
of  Judges,  to  which  there  was  always  this 
objection — it  would  not  be  easy  to  devise 
means  of  employing  the  additional  Judges 
during  ibe  rest  of  the  year,  after  the  cir- 
cuili  wete  orcr.    He  coosidercd  lh«l,  by 
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two  additional  Judges,  an  improvement 
might  be  made  in  the  mode  of  doing  cbatn- 
ber  buiioeat,  which  wai  dow  done  in  a  way 
highly  unsaliafactorj  lo  the  suitor.  The 
two  Judgea  might  sit  permaneotly  in  a 
court,  with  the  check  and  advice  of  a  Bar. 
A  aingle  Judge  dow  in  chambera  hardly 
could  be  said  lo  hare  full  posiession  of 
his  raculitet,  during  the  hurry  and  heat 
of  a  mob  of  Bltorneya'  clerki.  He  wished 
that  chamber  pnctice  were  brought  more 
into  public,  and  if  ihe  number  of  Judges 
were  increased,  one  objeclion,  at  to  the 
want  of  employment  for  them  in  some 
parts  of  the  year,  m'ght  thereby  be  ob- 
viated. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  that  one 
objection  to  the  Bill  waa  the  increase  it 
wonld  cause  to  the  county  rales.  Why, 
he  would  ask,  were  the  charges  required 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Bill  lo  be  imposed 
OQ  the  county  rates,  and  oot  to  be  paid  out 
of  ihe  Cootolidaled  Fond?  He  liked  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  latter  propo- 
sition much  belter. 

Lord  Campbtll  was  very  far  horn  being 
adverse  to  the  principle  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  Bill.  He  was  ready  to 
agree  that  It  might  be  found  eipedient  to 
consolidate   counties,   and    work  on   the 

Erinciple  of  the  Central  Criminal  Court 
ill,  which  had  been  found  most  beneficial 
in  its  operation.  He  would,  however,  ad- 
vise his  noble  and  learned  Friend  lo  post- 
pone ibe  Bill  for  ihe  piesent  Session, 
because  he  doubted  whether,  as  it  now 
flood,  it  would  work  at  all,  and  whether 
is  could  be  framed  during  ihe  present 
Session  to  at  to  be  carried  into  effect. 
There  were  many  parts  of  the  present  Bill 
—the  apportion  men  t  of  the  expenses,  the 
placet  whence  the  jury  were  to  be  sum- 
moned, and  where  the  prisoner  was  to  be 
tried,  how  ihe  judgment  was  to  be  carried 
into  execution — which  would  require  the 
most  careful  contideraiion.  He  should  tsy 
that  the  consolidation  should  be  carried 
into  efTeci  rather  by  Act  of  Parliamnet  than 
by  the  Sovereign  in  Council.  Ifapowerof 
removing  the  prisoner  from  one  county  to 
another  for  trial  were  lo  be  granted,  it 
was  not  difficult  to  tee  that  it  might  prove 
one  of  a  very  dangerous  nature  in  many 
caset,  as,  for  instance,  in  Ireland,  if  a  pri- 
soner were  removed  from  Cork  to  Mon- 
aghan  ;  it  would  be  well,  thereTore,  that 
the  boundaries  of  the  dislricit  to  be  cre- 
ated should  be  defined  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, lie  would  su|;^est  that  another 
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Commission  should  be  issued  by  the 
,  to  consider  the  whole  subject,  and, 
as  part  of  it,  the  diilribution  of  England 
and  Ireland  into  circuit;,  and  the  divisioa 
of  the  year  between  term  and  vacatioo. 
What  he  (Lord  Campbell)  anxiously  de- 
sired was,  that  there  should  be  a  joint 
consideration  of  what  shonld  ba  done  in 
England,  and  what  should  be  done  in  Ire- 
land. His  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack  would  find  no  diffioufty  is 
selecting  a  number  of  Irish  Judges  and  bar- 
risters to  join  with  English  Judges  and  bar> 
risiers  for  this  purpose.  He  had  on  a  former 
occaaion  ventured  to  suggest  to  their  Lord- 
ships, that  most  important  measure  which, 
in  bis  humble  opinion,  would  do  more  to 
consolidate  the  Union  than  anything  that 
had  been  done  since  the  Act  of  Patlia. 
ment  passed — that  was,  at  hit  noble  Friend 
on  the  cross  bench  (ihe  Duke  of  Rich- 
mond) remarked,  in  a  loud  whisper  (ha 
hoped  it  was  heard  all  over  the  House,  for 
it  would  not  increase  Ihe  county  rates) — 
that  there  should  be  an  interchange  of 
Judges  between  England  and  ireland. 
The  law  was  the  tame  in  both  coantries; 
there  waa  not  the  smallest  doubt  that  th« 
Irish  Judges  were  at  learned  and  as  com- 
petent in  all  respects  as  the  Engliah  to 
administer  the  law,  and  the  people  of  Eng- 
land would  be  perfectly  satisSeil  with  their 
decisions.  The  English  Judges,  again, 
going  into  Irrl.M.d,  and  carrying  the  autho< 
rily  that  belonged  to  them,  be  believed 
that  their  decisions  would  be  received 
without  suspicion,  and  with  the  most  im- 
plicit reverence.  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  about  additional  Judges.  There  were 
two  spare  Judges  in  Ireland,  who  might  be 
brought  over,  and  tent  a  circuit.  In  Ire- 
land  there  were  now  sis  circuits,  seversl  of 
them  so  short  that  they  might  be  got  over 
in  three  weeks.  The  Irish  circuits,  there- 
fore, might  be  consolidated,  and  reduced 
to  five,  so  that  ten  Judges  would  be  quite 
sufficient  for  the  administraiion  of  justice 
in  that  country,  and  two  spare  Judget 
would  be  left,  who  might  have  an  Englith 
circuit  assigned  to  them.  A  joint  Com- 
mission would  examine  thii  point  among 
others,  and  tee  what  could  be  effected  by 
the  whole  of  the  judicial  staff  both  in 
England  and  Ireland.  He  (Lord  Camp- 
bell) bad  it  from  undoubted  authority,  that 
that  most  enlightened  statesman  and  de- 
voted friend  of  Ireland,  the  Marquess 
Wellestey,  had  a  long-delibetHted  pisn  for 
the  purpose  of  amalgamairng  the  law,  and 
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having  Irisbmen  appointed  to  judicial  bi- 
tualioni  in  England,  and  Englishmen  in 
judicial  situations  in  Ireland.  He  knew 
from  undonbted  authority  that  that  plan 
had  occupied  much  of  hii  thoughts,  and 
that  he  wai  of  opinion  that  it  would  he 
practicable  and  beneficial.  If  a  Joint  Com- 
mission or  English  and  Irish  lawyers,  and 
intelligent  couotr;  gentlemen,  were  ap- 
pointed, he  was  sure  the  grealeat  beae- 
fit  would  be  derived  from  iheir  labours. 
The  Bill  was  at  present  in  an  imperfect 
and  crude  slate;  to  carry  il  into  eETect 
would  be  *eiy  difficult ;  the  better  plan 
would  be,  not  to  press  it  in  the  meantime, 
and  for  Government  to  issue  such  a  Com- 
mission as  be  had  suggested.  With  re- 
spect to  the  Commission  lately  issued  to 
determine  the  circuits,  it  turned  out  that 
their  powers  were  much  more  Ijmired  than 
was  desirable  with  a  view  to  their  utility. 
He  understood  that  ihey  had  cnusulled  the 
right  bon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  though  it  might  have 
been  supposed  that  they  would  act  on  their 
own  view  of  their  powers;  and  Si 
Graham  then  intimated  to  them  that  they 
had  no  power  to  do  more  than  they  had 
done.  They  laid  all  the  blame  at  his 
door ;  but,  however  that  was,  it  was  agreed 
on  all  hands  that  the  Commission  had 
been  a  miscarriage.  The  Report  was  uni- 
versally condemned.  It  could  not  be  acted 
lipon,  and  the  light  course  would  be  to 
issue  another  Commission,  with  eiiensive 
powers,  applying  to  Ireland  as  well  as 
England ;  from  which  be  thought  the 
most  beneficial  consequences  might  be  ex- 
pected. 

The  Lard  Chancellor  said,  with  regard 
to  the  suggestion  of  an  interchange  of 
Judges  between  England  aud  Ireland, 
with  which  they  had  been  favoured  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  perhaps  he 
meant  that  it  should  also  exiend  to  an  ex. 
change  of  Chancellors,  the  judicial  force 
of  one  country  being  substituted  foi 
the  other,  somewhat  in  the  manner  an 
eacbange  of  militia  was  eflected.  It  was 
«  matter  which  would  requires  great  deal 
of  inquiry,  examination,  and  reflection, 
before  they  acceded  to  that  part  of  hit 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  proposition. 
He  waa  ready  to  admit  that  the  Irish 
Judges  were  individuals  who  poisesied  a 
great  knowledge  of  law,  and  who  were  in 
no  respect  inferior  to  those  of  this  country 
yet  their  acquaintance  with  the  habits  and 
manners  of  th«  persons  to  whom  ibey 
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were  to  administer  justice  waa  a  very  in* 
portant  consideration.  He  agreed  in  that 
part  of  his  noble  aud  learned  Friend's 
observations  which  refened  to  the  Report 
of  the  Commissiocers.  He  was  bound  to 
that  he  thought  it  aa  UDSiiisfactoiy 
document,  tie  was  not  exactly  acquainted 
ilh  the  circumstances  of  their  reference 
to  the  right  boo.  Gentleman  to  whom  his 
loble  and  learned  Friend  hsd  alluded. 
Upon  some  poinia  he  (the  Uird  Chan- 
cellor) would  have  thought  that  they  might 
urally  have  referred  to  himself  i 
but  having  limited  their  inquiries  within 
narrow  definition  given  to  their  pow- 
the  result  undoubtedly  was,  that 
their  Report  was  entirely  unsatisfactory. 
'  '  t  state,  therefore,  that  he  had 
duty  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to 
issue  a  new  Commission,  with  fresh  and 
extensive  powers,  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
porting on  the  ten  questions  which  had 
been  submitted  for  the  opinion  of  ihote 
learned  Commissioners,  and  also  on  others 
of  very  great  magnitude  connected  with 
Ihem,  including  the  subjects  brought 
under  their  Lordships'  notice  by  this  very 
BilL  With  respect  to  the  present  mea- 
sure, he  did  not  see  how  it  would  satis- 
factorily meet  the  object  which  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  had  in  view.  Instead 
of  going  to  four  or  five  coanties  in  suc- 
cession to  hold  the  assizes,  the  Judges 
were  to  assemble  in  one  particular  county, 
and  the  prisoners  were  to  be  brought  from 
the  surrounding  counties  to  that  central 
point.  He  did  not  know  that  the  time 
now  occupied  by  the  Judges  in  travelling 
was  very  important;  but  the  only  time 
saved  by  the  new  arrangement  would  be 
that  occupied  in  going  from  the  one 
county  to  the  other.  He  had  always 
thought  it  hetier  that  the  Judges  should 
go  to  different  districts  io  succession, 
than  that  the  jurors,  witnesses,  prison- 
ers, and  all  other  persom  obliged  to  at- 
tend the  courts,  should  be  brought  from 
several  counties  round  to  one  central 
point.  The  Bill  did  not  provide  as  to 
the  mode  of  aummoning  the  juries,  doi 
from  what  quarters  they  were  to  come,  nor 
how  tliey  were  to  manage  with  respect  to 
grand  juries.  Another  point,  of  which 
they  should  not  omit  the  consideration, 
was,  how  the  prisoners  on  trial  were  to 
procure  the  attendance  of  their  witnesses. 
It  was  a  matter  of  very  great  importance 
to  a  man,  generally  a  very  poor  man,  on 
trial,  pc'haps,  fur  his  hfe.     It  would  b« 
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no  satiiriclioD  to  them  vera  lh<  Bill  to 
proviJa  ihat  the;  •hould  have  their  es* 
penus  reimboried,  for  thoy  had  not  the 
raeani  of  advancing  ihe  moae;  in  tba  firat 
ioitance  ;  and  itie  oonaequaiice  would  ba, 
Ihat  these  perKina  would  find  themielvea 
St  a  diitlDCe  from  thoae  acquainted  with 
the  ciToumilancaa  of  the  case,  heipieia, 
and  wiihout  defcQce  or  leaources.  He 
would  auggeit  to  hia  noble  and  learoed 
Friend,  that  the  beit  course  would  be  to 
let  the  Bill  itand  over  for  fuithet  coniid- 
eration,  in  order  to  lee  whether  ihe  Go- 
vernmeot  OouM  meet  lb*  difBoultiss  to 
whieh  hia  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
adverted. 

Lord  Denmait  feated  their  Lordihipi 
would  have  a  long  lime  to  wait  if  the; 
wailed  till  the  CommiMion  made  a  laiit* 
factor;  Report  on  all  the  aubjecii  to  which 
ihejr  Biiention  would  ba  called,  and  more 
particularly  if  they  included  the  propoial 
of  any  iolerchaoge  ofcircuita  between  Ire- 
land and  England.  With  retpeot  to  that 
propoial  of  hia  noble  and  lenrned  Friend, 
if  the  Government  aliould  think  it  right  to 
call  upon  (he  Irish  Judgei  to  aaaist  those 
of  England  in  the  performaoca  of  their 
duliea,  he  watiure  that  no  persona  would 
receive  a  heartier  welcome.  But  he 
ihonght  that  this  Bill  gave  an  opportunity 
of  doing  that  with  effect;  and  if  they 
waited  to  see  the  Report  of  the  Comtnii- 
■ion,  no  roan  could  tell  how  few  of  their 
Lordships  might  live  to  see  it.  He  en- 
tirely approved  of  bis  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  measure :  there  was  only  one 
respect  in  which  he  would  with  to  see  it 
amended,  by  following  the  example  set  in 


than  to  bring  up  a  roan  for  trial,  and  have 
him  acquitted  by  the  jury,  from  a  mis- 
placed feeling,  no  doubt,  but  still  a  very 
natural  one,  in  conseqnenoe  of  his  having 
Iteen  so  long  in  prison,  or  have  him  sen- 
tenaed  to  a  shoiter  term  of  imprisonment 
tbao  he  would  otherwisebave  received.  His 
opinion  was.  that  there  ought  to  be  very 
frequent  deliveries  of  jails,  but  that  there 
ought  not  to  be  a  third  circuit.  In  his 
opinion  a  third  winter  circuit,  established 
as  a  regular  part  of  the  machinery  of  jus- 
tice in  Ihe  country,  would  be  a  most 
enoioious  evil.  He  quite  agreed  that  it 
was  much  more  reasonable  that  Judges 
should  travel,  than  jurors,  witnesses  and 
others  connected  with  the  admin iatration 
of  justice.  But  deliveries  of  jails,  be- 
yond those  now  provided  by  the  regular 
course  of  procedure,  ought,  in  his  view, 
to  be  occasional,  aad  regulated  by  a 
regard  to  ibe  pressure  of  the  particular 
circumstances.  Suppose  there  was  an 
absolute  necessity,  from  the  state  of 
the  country,  for  sending  a  Commission  to 
deliver  the  jails  in  thecounty  of  Leicester, 
there  might  be  persons  from  Derby,  Not* 
tingham,  Lincolnshire  even,  who  were  to 
be  tried  at  ihe  same  time.  Would  it  not 
be  an  imtnensa  convenienoe  for  all  parliea 
that  a  Centrsl  Criminal  Court  should  dis> 
pose  of  that  business  t  This  travelling  of 
Judges  was  not  worth  thinking  of]  but  if 
the  Commission  had  to  be  opened  at  se- 
veral places,  a  great  deal  of  time  was 
occupied  at  each,  and  the  witnesses  gene- 
rally came  very  much  farther  than  ihey 
would  have  to  do  under  the  system  he  re- 
commended. The  last  winter  circuit,  was. 


I  Bill  also  introduced  by  his  noble  and  ,  he  believed,  appointed  with  very  little  con- 
learned  Friend — that  most  useful  and  1  sideration  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
expedient  measure,  the  Central  Criminal  i  on  the  Woolsack,  and  after  very  little  con- 
Court  Bill— and  by  giving  power  lo  form  j  sultalion  with  the  Judges.  Tbe  effect 
convenientdistricts  for  the  trial  of  offences.  !  wbi,  to  put  a  atop  to  some  of  the  most 
Thst  Bill  offered  a  complete  model  by  j  important  business  of  Ihe  country  going 
which  thia  might  be  done  in  any  part  of  on  in  Wesiminster  Hall;  the  Couna  of 
England,  and  the  machinery  might  titly  be  Error  were  obliged  lo  saspend  their  busi-* 
borrowed,  since  it  was  capable  of  being  ness.  The  Court  of  Quean's  Bench  had 
brought  into  practice  at  tbe  earliest  poi-  j  acted  on  a  Bill  passed  in  the  year  1838, 
sible  period.  He  thought  bis  noble  and  i  which  enabled  them  to  dispose  of  their 
learned  Fiiend,  in  preparing  his  Bill,  arrears,  at  that  time  amounting  to  con- 
maile  out  a  case  which  must  find  its  way  .  aiderably  upwards  of  400  cases.  They 
to  every  man's  conviction.  The  lime  of  had  gone  on  for  eight  years,  ihe  Judges 
imprisonment  before  trial,  was  already  too  giving  up  their  leisure  for  the  purpose  of 
loDg  ;  it  oxght  not  to  be  ei'ended  in  any  getting  rid  of  the  arrears,  and  at  the  end 
CMe.  In  his  opinion,  even  four  months  of  last  year  they  had  brought  ihe  list  of 
might  be  100  long;  and  that  not  merely  arrears  down  to  very  litlle  more  than  100 
with  a  view  lo  the  feelings  of  the  prison-  cases.  The  whole  of  that  was  sacrificed, 
ars.  Nothing  could  be  more  inconvenient  and  the  arrears  had  risen  again.  This,  it 
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and  the  whole  syitetn  was  deranged  by  a 
winter  circuit  rpterfering,  and  taking  ibree 
of  ihe  Judgea,  If  tlie  power  of  creatiag 
new  diattJcu  weie  lo  be  given,  (be  Crown 
might  ex  ere  iie  it  according  to  iu  discre- 
tion, aad  the  neceisities  of  the  caie,  in 
inch  a  way  as  not  to  interfere  wiih  any 
importaoi  business  proceedings;  and  so  far 
from  persons  being  put  to  increased  ex- 
pense, he  thought  a  considerable  saving 
would  l)e  effei'ted.  If  their  Lordships 
should  be  oT  opinion  that  the  Bill  was  not 
at  present  in  such  a  stale  that  it  could 
be  brought  fisliifactorily  idIo  operation,  if 
passed  beToie  the  expiring  of  the  present 
Session,  then  ihey  must  bspe  that  the 
improved  state  of  the  country,  and,  he  was 
very  happy  lo  add,  the  great  diminution 
of  crime  in  every  pari,  might  make  it  less 
necessary  that  any  particular  measure 
should  be  adopted.  But  be  (Lord  Den. 
man)  thought  that  some  furlber  measure 
ought  to  be  taken,  and  thus  tbe  pressure 
— not  on  the  Judges,  who  did  not  care 
where  they  were,  provided  they  were 
serving  Ihe  public,  wnce,  aa  they  taid, 
they  must  be  somewhere  —  but  on  Ihe 
public  interested  in  the  administration  of 
justice,  might  be  prevented.  A  single 
instance  would  show,  better  than  any- 
thing, the  waste  of  time  end  money  under 
the  present  system.  If  a  man,  convicted 
of  stealing  a  faggot  worth  one  penny,  in  a 
parish  where  he  was  perfectly  well  Lddwd, 
was  taken  before  a  magistrate,  and  pleaded 
guilty,  expressing  his  sorrow  for  what  he 
had  done,  the  result  was,  that  he  might  be 
sent  eighty  or  100  miles,  if  in  the  county 
of  York,  to  the  assize  town,  lo  take  his 
trial,  the  whole  county  being  summoned 
to  hear  the  statement  he  had  made  before 
the  magisltnte  ;  while,  perhaps,  in  the  ab- 
Boluie  mockery  of  justice,  he  might  be 
acquitted  after  all,  when  he  had  been  de- 
tained in  prison  for  six  months,  and  Ihe 
whole  county  put  to  enormous  expense. 
Even  the  quarter  sessions  might  impose 
the  same  penalty  on  him.  There  ought 
to  be  a  simpler  process  for  cases  of  iliis 
description,  and  many  minor  matters 
might  be  suggested,  by  which  a  great  deal 
of  trouble  and  expense  would  be  saved. 

Lord  ^rou^  Asm  (Said,  what  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  WooUack  had 
stated,  determined  him  not  to  press  the 
Bill  beyond  a  second  reading  unill  the 
m\ie   of  the  Commission,  l)y  which,  no 
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doubt,  mncb  good  would  be  effected.  Hii 
noble  and  learned  Friend's  (Lord  Den- 
man's)  opioioD  seemed  to  be  to  have  con- 
solidations of  the  counties,  and  that,  be- 
sides the  ordinary  circuits,  occasional 
Commissions  should  be  sent,  according  lo 
the  exigencies  of  the  case.  He  (Lord 
Brougham)  was  disposed  rather  in  favour 
of  permanent  circuits.  With  respect  to 
the  Commission — he  did  not  mean  the 
last  one,  for  that  was  deceased,  and  he 
would  say  nothing  againsi  the  dead,  it 
had  gone  the  way  of  the  Railway  Board 
~he  hoped  it  would  be  altogether  a  new 
one,  for  he  did  not  like  to  see  learned 
Judges  employed  on  a  Commisiion,  and 
thought  it  much  better  that  Ibey  should 
be  employed  in  the  administration  of 
the  law.  As  lo  the  question  of  the  cir- 
cuits, he  was  decidedly  against  employing 
practising  barristers  who  went  the  circuits; 
for  he  found  by  late  Reports  that  all  rhe 
practising  barristers  had  voted  one  way, 
naturally  enough  voting  according  to  iheir 
predilections  and  conscientious  opinions; 
but  he  would  take  persona  who  wonid  not 
have  to  decide  upon  matters  afiecting  their 
own  business.  There  could  be  no  diffi- 
culty whatever  in  appointing  other  profes- 
sjonal  men  on  the  Commission,  not  con- 
nected with  the  adminislralioti  of  justice 
in  those  districts  with  respect  to  which  the 
questions  arose.  He  concurred  with  all 
that  had  been  said  in  praise  of  the  manner 
in  which  the  Irish  Judges  discharged  their 
duties  ;  and  he  must  add,  that  what  came 
under  his  own  cognizance  of  their  pro- 
ceedings, confirmed  his  opinion  as  to  their 
eminent  ability.  The  only  objection  to 
their  coming  in  aid  of  (he  English  Judges, 
and  the  latler  being  occasionally  Irans- 
ferred  to  Ireland,  was  the  great  apprehen. 
sion  wilh  which  any  one  must  undertake 
the  trial  of  a  cause,  when  he  wgi  unac- 
quainted with  the  habits,  manners,  and 
character  of  the  people  amongst  whom  it 
arose.  If  the  Irish  Judges  did  corae,  he 
agreed  with  his  nuhle  Friend  (Lord  Den- 
man)  that  these  virtuous,  able  men,  would 
meet  with  a  hearty  welcome.  As  to  the 
disposal  of  the  arrear,  ha  must  say  that  he 
WHS  not  satisfied  with  the  account  given 
by  his  noble  Friend  (Lord  Denman),  of 
700  cases  being  cleared  olf  in  seven  years. 

Lord  Denman:  But  all  the  other  busi- 
ness was  performed  at  the  same  lime. 

Lord  Brtrngkam:  Well,  this  was  very 
creditable  lo  the  Judges  of  the  CJueen'a 
Bench:   but    he    though    the  real    rem- 
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ed<r  Cor  llie  evil  of  an  excessive  airear 
would  be  the  addition  of  two  Judges.  He 
hoped  the  Commiltee  about  to  be  ap- 
pointed would  turn  ita  alleotion  to  this 
point,  as  well  as  to  another  which  vim 
really  as  absurd  as  the  old  notion  of  the 
choice  of  the  jury  from  the  vicinage — he 
meant  d^privinp;  the  plainliffof  the  choice 
of  his  court.  Why  sliould  not  the  phiin- 
lilf  and  defendant  be  exactly  on  the  same 
fooling  in  this  respect,  particularly  as  the 
nominal  plaintiff  was  very  often  the  real 
defendant,  as  in  an  action  by  the  person  in 
possession  for  an  easement  ? 
Bill  read  2-. 

Al>MIHISTRATION  OF  CRIMINAL  JUS- 
TICE Bill  —  Loud  Denman.]  Lord 
Dnman  moved  the  committal  of  this  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  iiid,  he  agreed 
with  the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  but  wished 
to  suggest  two  Ameadments — GrsI,  that 
peraoDs  convicted  of  bestial  offences  >hould 
be  whipped  as  often  as  the  Judge  should 
direct;  and  alio  that  no  impiisonment 
should  last  longer  than  two  yenrs.  As  to 
the  first,  he  thought  that  such  a  punish- 
ment might  well  be  inflicted  on  the  men 
who  were  generally  found  10  commit  such 
offences,  and  who  were  abandoned  pro- 
fligates, lost  to  all  sense  of  shame.  As  to 
(he  second  suggestion,  he  thought  no  man 
ought  to  be  imprisoned  for  a  longer  period 
than  two  yean. 

Lord  ijenman  promised  to  consider 
these  suggestions,  with  the  view  of  insert- 
ing them  in  the  Bill  on  the  bringing  up  of 
the  Report. 

Bill  committed. 

House  adjourned. 
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Business  op  the  Sessiok.]  Sir  R.  Peel 
said  :  Sir,  perhaps  it  may  be  the  most  conve- 
nient course  if,  in  moving  the  Order  of  the 
Day,  I  fulfil  the  prnmise  which  I  have 
made,  to  state  with  respect  to  those  le^is- 
lalive  measures  which  are  of  the  greatest 
importance  the  course  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  proposes  to  pursue, 
seeing  the  very  advanced  periiid  of  the 
Session,  and  the  great  mass  of  public  busi. 
ness  yet  to  be  discharged.  Before  I  alludo 
to  the  t3iUs  under  the  consideration  of  tlio 
HouKe,  or  likely  to  come  from  the  House 
of  Lords,  I  will  answer  a  question  put  to 
me  a  few  days  since  in  respect  to  those 
measures  connected  with  railway  Icgisk- 
tion  which  have  immediate  relation  to  the 
Board  of  Trade,  It  will  be  recollected, 
the  Government  promised  that,  availing 
ourselves  of  the  experience  of  Committees 
on  Railways  in  the  course  of  the  Session, 
we  would  maturely  consider  the  relation 
in  which  that  department  stands  to  rail- 
ways, and  that  if  we  had  any  modifications 
to  suggest  either  in  the  constitution  of  the 
Board,  or  in  the  nature  of  the  functions  it 
has  to  perform,  we  would  indicate  them  at 
a  sufficiently  early  period  to  enable  the 
House  to  adopt  any  proceedings  tliat 
might  be  thought  necessary.  In  the  cuurse 
of  the  present  week,  therefore,  either  I  or 
ray  right  hon.  Friend  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  will  lay  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  Minute  of  the  Board 
of  Trade,  stating  the  aIter.itions  that  wc 
think  desirable  to  have  raaiie  in  the  func- 
tions that  were  last  year  suggested  it 
should  undertake  with  respect  to  Railwity 
Bills.  I  believe  the  general  purport  of  the 
Minute  will  be  to  continue  the  Board  as 
the  guardian  of  the  public  interests,  (giving 
it  a  power  to  report  whether  any  particular 
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project  (toes  ufFett  these  pccuUur  interest: 
or  not ;  but  at  the  same  lime  !□  relieve  ii 
i'rom  the  task  of  deciding  on  the  rclativt 
merits  of  competing  lines.  It  is  proposed 
tliat  the  several  projects  shall  Btill  be  laid 
before  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  that  Rupui 
shall  be  continued  to  be  laid  before  Parli 
ment  by  tlie  Board  witti  respect  to  the 
merits  of  those  projects  u  far  as  they  afiect 
the  public  interests,  but  without  reference 
to  the  merits  of  the  different  competing 
plans.  That,  I  believe,  is  tlie  nature  of 
the  regulation  suggested ;  and  it  is  In- 
tended that  a  Minute  of  it  sball  be  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  In  the  course  of 
this  week.  As  I  am  spcalfJDjg  on  the  sub- 
ject oF  railway  legislation,  [may  as  vrell 
refer  to  the  Address  to  the  Crown  which 
has  been  agreed  to  oa  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Meml^  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Cobden), 
praying  for  the  appointment  of  a  Commis- 
sion to  inquire  into  the  relative  merits  of 
the  broad  and  narrow  gauge.  I  wish  to 
inform  the  House  that  tnree  Commis- 
sioners have  been  appointed  to  report  ivhe- 
thcr  the  broad  or  the  narrow  gauge  has  the 
higher  merit ;  and  they  are  gentlemen 
whose  character  will,  I  think,  satisfy  the 
House  that  the  matter  will  he  fully  con* 
sidered.  They  are — Sir  Frederick  Smith, 
Professor  Barlow,  and  Professor  Airey.  I 
believe  it  would  he  hard  to  suggest  the 
names  of  any  three  gentlemen  which  would 
be  received  with  greater  respect,  or  whose 
profes^onal  acquirements  are  calculated  to 
give  greater  satisfactiou.  Having  said  this 
much,  1  will  now  proceed  to  slato  the 
course  ivhich  we  propose  to  pursue,  sub- 
ject to  the  approbation  of  the  House,  with 
regard  to  the  measures  now  under  the 
consideration  of  this  House,  or  which  will 
be  submitted  to  its  consideration  in  conse- 
quence of  proceedings  in  another  branch 
of  the  Legislature.  I  regret  to  find,  on  a 
view  of  these  measures,  several  of  those 
vrhidi  yet  remain  to  be  discharged,  and 
that  must  or  ought  to  be  discharged,  are 
very  important.  Still,  though  the  quan- 
tity  of  business  to  be  got  through  is  very 
great,  I  think  it  will  be  of  advantaee  if  1 
make  a  poutive  announcement  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  of  the  course  which 
we  intend  to  pursue  reipccling  the  mea- 
sures irhicli  we  feel  it  to  he  our  duty  to 
press  on  the  consideration  <if  the  House. 
The  entire  number  of  Bills  amounts  I  be- 
lieve, to  not  less  than  between  fifty  and 
sixty.  Of  these  a  great  number,  though 
important  m  the  public  interests,  are  not, 
1  be'ieve,  of  so  pressing  a  nature  that  their 
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postponement  will  lead  to  any  great  public 
inconvenience.  It  is  hardly  necessary  that 
I  should  go  into  details  respecting  the 
whole  of  these  Bills  t  and  I  will,  therefore, 
confine  myself  to  those  which  are  of  pub- 
lic importance,  or  likely  to  lead  to  much 
diKusaioD.  In  the  first  instance,  we  pro- 
pose to  proceed  with  the  Irish  Collegea 
Bill.  That  Bill  has  yet  to  undetgo  consi- 
deration in  the  House  of  Lords,  and  it  is 
of  great  importance  that  it  ehould  be  aent 
to  that  House  at  as  early  n  period  as  poa- 
sible.  We  propo;<e,  therefore,  as  far  m 
possible,  to  give  precedence  to  that  Bill, 
and  to  conclude  the  discussion  upon  it  be- 
fore we  take  up  any  other  measure.  In 
consequence  of  the  discussions  which  have 
already  taken  place  on  this  Bill,  it  will 
not  be  necessary,  most  probably,  to  delay 
the  progress  of  the  Bill  in  its  later  stages 
as  long  as  would  otherwise  be  necessary. 
It  stands  first  after  the  Privilege  Question 
on  this  evening;  and  after  it  passes  thrnugb 
Committee,  which  I  hope  will  be  on  this 
evening,  the  House  will  then  have  to  deal 
with  the  Motion  for  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Wycombe  (Captain  Bemal) 
has  an  Amendment  to  the  Report  being 
received.  The  hon.  Member  was  induced 
to  postpone  that  Motion  at  the  instance  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  J.  Graham)  ; 
and  if  thebon.  Member  still  determines 
on  proceeding  'H'ith  it  on  the  bringing  up 
of  the  Report,  1  shall  f^l  St  my  duty,  afVer 
bis  compliance  with  the  request  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  to  give  him  an  opportu- 
nity of  doing  so  either  then,  or  on  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill.  It  is  for  him 
and  the  House  to  decide,  and  I  shell  cer- 
tainly feel  myself  called  npon  to  accede 
to  whatever  course  he  wisbei  to  adopt.  If 
the  hon.  Member  wishes  to  bring  on  his 
Motion  at  the  first  stage,  I  should  wish  to 
fix  the  bringing  up  of  the  Report  for 
Thursday  next,  and  tbc  third  reeding  for 
the  following  day.  If  the  hon.  G«ntle- 
,  however,  consenn  to  make  his  Mn^ 
tion  on  the  third  re«ding  of  the  Bill,  the 
House  wilt  probably  consent  to  receive  th« 
Report  either  to-morow  or  the  nnl  day, 
and  take  the  third  reading  on  Thunday. 
Another  Bill,  which  1  believe  to  be  of  the 
greatest  importance,  and  the  general  ptin- 
eiple  of  which  has  been  (kvourably  re- 
ceived by  the  House,  is  one  relating  to 
Scotland,  and  in  which  I  do  not  anticipate 
any  very  piritractcd  discussion,  or  anv 
very  great  difficulty  in  passing  it  through 
the  Huus»<-1  mean  the  Poor-law  Amend* 
nent  Scotland  BUI.     Another  Bill  which  1 
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been  reluctantlj  obliged  to  poitpone  for  a 
long  time,  in  consequence  of  the  discussions 
which  have  taken  place  on  the  subject  of 
the  Maynooth  Bill  and  the  Irish  Colle^ 
Bill,  is  the  Bill  for  removing  certain  disa- 
bilities under  which  the  Jews  nifibr.  I 
would  wish  to  fix  the  second  reading  of 
tliat  Bill  at  an  early  period.  There  are 
many  other  Bills  which  must  be  brouf^ht 
under  discussion,  in  consequeuce  of  being 
continuing  Bills.  It  may  be  said  that 
it  was  the  duty  of  Her  Majesty's  G<v 
Ternment  to  bring  these  Bills  on  before; 
hut  we  found  tbiit  to  be  impossible,  in 
ootisequencc  of  the  time  taken  up  with 
other  mattcra.  I  do  not  complain  of  the 
discussions  that  have  taken  place  on  various 
questiont ;  but  I  only  refer  to  them  as  a 
ptoof  that  we  had  no  opinrtunity  of  bring* 
ing  forward  much  public  business  at  an 
earlier  period.  Among  the  Bills  to  which 
I  allude,  and  which  must  be  continued,  is 
the  Bills  of  Exchange  Bill,  which  continues 
the  modification*  of  the  usury  laws.  There 
are  also  other  Bills,  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  Stale  for  the  Home 
Department  hns  charge  of,  and  which  are 
continuous  Bills.  For  instance,  there  is  a 
Bill  to  continue  the  Act  which  wilt  expiro 
at  the  end  of  the  present  year,  relating  to 
the  rating  of  stock.  There  is  also  the 
I'umpike  TnisU  Bill,  and  the  Bill  for  pro- 
riding  for  the  Temond  of  Irish  and  Scotch 
poor.  This  Bill  will  be  the  mote  neces- 
sary if  my  light  hon.  Friend  (Sir  James 
Graham)  does,  as  he  piopoKs,  with  regard 
to  another  laeasure,  namely,  rclinquiah  for 
the  present  Sesuon  the  hope  of  paaiing  the 
PaiDcbal  Settlement  Bill  into  a  law.  la 
addition  to  the  Bills  which  I  hare  men- 
tioned, there  are  sercral  Bills  connected  with 
Ireland,  with  rmect  to  which  I  believe  no 
very  material  diflereocei  are  likely  to  arise. 
These  are  the  Valnatkm  Bill,  the  Criminal 
Lunatics  Bill,  the  BiQ  which  is  called  the 
Constables  Public  Works  Bill,  the  Draiaage 
of  Land  Bill,  and  the  Jimit  Stock  Com- 
pany's Bill,  which  is  intended  to  extend 
lo  IrelaDd  the  same  Rgulationi  wfaicb  were 
^n^ed  to  Endaod  by  the  Bill  of  last  Se*- 
iion.  Theie  IS  also,  1  think,  a  Fiiberiea 
Bill,  which  is  likewiM  intended  to  be  fbr- 
waided.  lo  addiiioa  ta  this  mass  of  bun- 
nen  to  be  got  thnnigh  in  the  course  of  the 
presmttSenion,  then  still  remain  not  lea 
than  nghty  Vote*  of  Supply.  There  are 
also  fi>ac  Notices  of  Motion  given  by  lum. 
Members  for  the  first  occasion  cf  the 
House  gmog  into  Supply.     1  trust,  tbere- 


I,  that  on  aecoLut  of  the  advanced  period 
of  the  Session,  and  the  mass  of  busines:i 
necessary  to  be  gone  through,  that  hon. 
GeutlemeR  will  be  induced  to  wave  their 
Motions,  and  thus  to  give  us  fanlities  for 
getting  through  with  the  Votes  of  Supply. 
This  wiil  be  the  more  necessary,  as  same 
days  will  elapse,  afier  disposing  of  the  Irish 
Colleges  Bill,  before  the  House  can  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply.  This  day  week  will, 
I  apprehend,  be  the  very  earliest  day  on 
which  we  can  expect  to  get  into  Committee 
of  Supply.  Under  these  cireumatances,  we 
have  thought  it  best  to  make  up  our  minds 
to  relin<^uish  the  following  Bills.  My  tight 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  wishes  to  have  an  oppor* 
tunity  of  reprinting  the  Bill  for  legolating 
the  practice  of  Physic  and  Surgery.  My 
rig^t  hon.  Friend  had  flattered  himself  that 
this  Bill  was  ao  far  advanced  that  an  agree* 
ment  would  take  place  between  the  parties 
interested,  and  that  possibly  a  general  as- 
sent would  be  given  to  the  measure.  If  he 
be  justified  in  taking  this  view  of  the  ques- 
lion,  and  if,  after  the  Bill  is  reprinted,  it 
is  likely  to  be  agreed  to,  and  that  there  is 
s  probability  of  tbe  House  being  relieved 
from  the  question  next  Sesion,  then  he 
trusts  CO  be  able  to  pass  it ;  but  if  any 
very  decided  apposition  be  apparent,  after 
it  is  reprinted,  rather  than  cniuurae  the 
tine  ot  the  House  in  discussions,  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  after  reprinting  the  Bill 
with  the  modifications,  which  1  believe  are 
not  great,  wilt  not  press  it  against  the  de- 
cided sense  of  any  eonstderable  number  of 
the  Members  of  the  House.  He  means  also 
to  relinquish  the  Justices'  Clerks  and 
Clerks  of  the  Peace  Bill ;  and,  as  I  said 
before,  the  Parochial  Settlement  Bill.  I 
omitted  to  state  that  there  is  expected  from 
the  Lords  some  Bill  of  considenble  im- 
pmtaaoe— one  relative  to  the  Slave  Trade, 
which  is  now  under  consideiation  in  that 
Hoase,  and  has  psssed  tbe  second  reading. 
AiMther  meanire,  brought  forward  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  or  the  Board  of  Admi- 
ralty, will  also  be  persevered  in.  I  allude 
to  the  Merchant  Seamen's  Bill,  which  I 
think  we  may  fairly  hope  to  to  pass  into  a 
law.  There  is  aaotlier  Bill,  Cftlled  the 
Men^ant  Seamen's  Fund  Bill,  which  we 
propose  to  postpone.  If  it  meet  with  tbe 
general  ooncurrence  of  the  House,  we  shall 
take  the  course  that  I  have  now  men- 
tioned. There  are  several  other  Bills  fur 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  are  not 
responsible;butlconfiaemyself  to  the  chief. 
I  need  not  adrert   to  those  in  chai^  of 
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r'nte  Members.     I  faave  here  a  liil  of, .  general  impreMion  which  exints  of  the  Bill 
beliere,    HvcDteen,   which    u«    under    being  farourablo  tu   the  inlereitB  of  the 
the  charge  of  individual  Memben  of  Per-    worung  daoset  of  cociety,  that  it  nill  be 


pected  togire  any  opinion  upon.  With  of  the  Home  in  farour  of.  We  have  re- 
lespect  to  the  Charitable  Trutta  Bill,  I  centlr  made  reiy  impoAant  alterattons  in 
believe  it  ta  be  a  Bill  of  verj'  great  the  Cuitom)  Acti,  and  I  think  that  thir- 
.    -,  ^^^^  year*  have  now  elapied  since  the  con- 

solidaUon  of  the  Cuitomi  Larng.  The 
consolidation  of  these  laws  has  been  found 
great  convenience  to  the  merchants;  and 
'e  are  prepared  to  bring  in  a  Bill  on  thii 
ibject,  which  1  hope  nil!  be  allowed  to 
pau  without  difficulty.  The  Act  will  be 
found  to  be  a  great  convenience  to  the 
mercantile  bod; ;  and  1  hope  it  will  be  car- 
ried without  any  attempt  to  pB«  abetract 
Amendments,  which  would  have  the  effect 


importance.  Her  Majea^'i  Government, 
after  full  conRideratton,  approved  of  the 
priudple  of  that  Bill :  but  still  I  am  justi- 
fied in  stating  that  it  has  been  brought 
under  the  consideratiou  of  Parlianient  at 
■o  late  a  period  of  the  Session,  that  I 
scarcely  think  it  can  be  persevered  in  with 
any  probability  of  saccefs  in  thti  Session. 
From  the  great  number  of  persons  inter- 
ested in  it,  I  think  it  would  be  sure  to  lead 
to  a  protracted  discussion,  and  I  think  it 
will  cause  a  good  deal  of  local  excitement 
and  fruitless  consumption  of  time  if  it  be  not 
dropped.  With  that  Bill  we  do  not  there- 
fore propose  to  persevere ;  and  1  will  add, 
that  the  parties  interested  in  it  are  entitled 
to  a  better  opportunity  of  having  (heir 
interests  attended  to  than  they  could  be  at 
this  period  of  the  Session.  I  am  not  aware 
that  there  are  any  other  measures  which 
it  is  necessary  for  me  to  refer  to.  [An 
hon.  Member :  The  Ecclesiastical  Courts 
Bill.]  That  is  a  Bill  of  which  the  noble 
Iiord  opposite  (Lord  John  Russell)  has 
charge.  As  that  Bill  is  founded  on  similar 
principles  as  the  Bill  which  Her  Majesty's 
Government  brought  in  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, I  must  say  that  I  shall  feel  bound  to 
vote  foe  the  second  reading;  but  at  the 
same  time  I  cannot,  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  pledge  myself  to 
any  support  aS  the  details  of  the  measure. 
If  the  noble  Lord  wishes  to  have  an  oppor- 
tanity  of  taking  the  sense  of  the  House  on 
the  secmid  reading  of  the  Bill,  I  certainly 
shall  give  my  consent  to  the  second  reading ; 
but  at  the  same  time  I  cannot  promise  any 
farther  assistance  in  carrying  it  through 
the  House  farther  than  to  affirm  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill.  If  the  noble  Lord  wishes 
me  to  enter  into  any  other  arrangement, 
on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
I  must  beg  to  decline.  [Captain  Berkeley  : 
What  of  the  Small  Debts  Bill  ?]  I  rather 
think  that  this  is  one  of  the  Bills  which 
we  ^vpose  to  proceed  With.  There  are 
also  Bills  relating  to  the  Geobgical  Society, 
to  the  consolidation  of  land  revenue,  and 
other  Bills  which  we  will  go  on  with. 
[Mr.  Colleil :  The  Commons'  Enclosure 
Bill  ?]  I  will  propose  to  assign  a  morning 
sitting  to  this  Bill ;  and  I  do  hope,  after  the 


unanimous  concurrence  of  the  House,  X 
would  wish  to  pass  a  Bill  just  to  consolidate 
the  law,  and  to  do  so  in  as  brief  a  form  as 
possible,  and  if  even  verbal  changes  were 
to  be  introduced,  full  notice  should  oe  given 
of  it.  QMr.  M.  BeUtts:  The  Lunacy 
Bills?]  The  Lunacy  Bill  stands  on  the 
Motion  of  mv  noble  Friend  for  Thursday. 
[Mr.  Shaw :  'What  of  the  Irish  Landlords 
and  Tenants  Bill?]  That  has  not  come 
down  yet  from  the  other  House. 

Lord  John  Ruitell :  The  BUI  alluded  to 
by  the  right  bon.  Baronet — the  Ecdesiai- 
tical  Courts  Bill — is  one  of  which  I  took 
charge,  on  finding  that  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Devonport  (Sir 
George  Grey),  who  was  far  better  quali&ed 
to  conduct  it  through  the  House  than  I 
am,  was  not  able  to  do  so.  I  thought  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  have  been  en- 
aUed  to  say,  with  respect  to  that  Bill,  that 
there  was  a  sufficient  number  of  Govern, 
moot  days  on  which  it  might  go  through 
the  House,  either  for  its  acceptance  or  its 
rejection.  If  he  had  done  sn,  I  should  be 
prepared  to  go  on  with  it ;  hut  I  do  not 
conceive  that  any  purpose  would  be  an' 
swered  by  proceeding  to  the  second  reading 
of  a  Bill  nearly  similar  lo  that  which  was 
introduced  by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
in  1843,  and  the  second  reading  of  which 
was  affirmed.'  I  should  hope,  however, 
that  in  the  course  of  the  next  Session  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  undertake  to 
bring  forward  such  a  Bill ;  and  certainly  if 
they  do  not,  either  I  or  my  right  hon. 
Friend  will  undertake  it,  and  in  that  case 
I  should  hope  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  give  it  that  support  which  I  gave 
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hi>  Bill  for  legulating  controverted  elec- 
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I  am  not  prepared,  under  these 
Hancei,  to  carr^  ibe  BUI  farther  on 
the  pnseDt  occaiion.  The  nght  ban.  Ba- 
ranet  appeared  rather  to  think  that  those 
Members  who  hare  Amendmenti  to  pro- 
pose, on  the  House  going  into  Committee 
of  Supply,  nrould  be  willing  to  forego  their 
right.  1  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  am  not 
prepared  to  hold  out  any  hope  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  of  liis  dodrea  in  this  respect 
bnns  likely  to  meet  with  much  support ; 
and  I  have  farther  to  inform  him  that  an- 
other question  will  probably  be  added  to 
them,  provided  no  utber  opportunity  pre- 
sents itself  for  bringing  it  forward.  The 
question  is  one  that  naturally  arises  in  con- 
•equence  of  the  recent  proceedings  that  have 
taken  place  with  regard  to  the  eorresponit- 
ence  that  baa  been  published  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Spanish  colonial  sugar  between  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  the  Govem- 
ment  of  Spain.  My  nuble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Tiverton  (Lord  Palmerston) 
intends  to  draw  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  this  subject ;  and  he  will,  I  am  sure,  be 
willinK  to  fix  it  in  any  manner  that  will 
best  suit  the  convenience  of  the  House  both 
as  to  time  and  to  the  exact  form  in  which 
he  would  make  it.  The  subject  is  one 
which  now  occupies  much  public  attention; 
and,  0*  the  correspondence  has  only  recently 
been  printed,  the  Motion  is  one  that  could 
not  have  been  brought  forward  earlier. 
With  regard  to  the  selection  of  Bills  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ha^  made,  I  have 
only  to  state  that  1  am  ^lad  to  find  that 
certain  Bills  have  been  given  up ;  and  for 
ny  port,  lo  far  from  exhibiting  the  spirit 
that  is  usually  shown  tonatds  the  Govern- 
ment on  such  occasions,  and  of  considering 
them  much  to  blame  because  Bills  intro- 
duced in  February  should  he  dropped  in 
July,  I  freely  admit  that  it  is  almost  un- 
avoidable wlien  meaxQies  of  great  import- 
ance ore  brought  forward  in  the  early  part 
of  tbe  Senion,  that  other  measures  must 
be  unavtudoUy  kept  back.  In  conclusion, 
the  noble  Lord  asked  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net wh«th«r  the  Bill  respecting  the  duty 
on  coals  would  be  persevered  la  or  other- 
Sir  R.  Peel  said,  the  Bill  was  in  the 
nature  of  a  continnous  Bill,  and  should 
therefore  be  hrought  on. 

Captain  B.  Otlorne  would  not  oppose 
the  bringinff  up  of  the  Report  on  the  Irish 
Colleges  Bill,  if  his  MoUon  could  be  taken 
en  the  third  reading.  As  he  was  on  hii 
legs,  be  would  wiih  to  ask  the  right  hon. 


Baronet  whether  it  were  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  if  the  Land- 
lords and  Tenants  Bill  came  down  from 
the  Lords,  to  cany  it  through  that  House 
this  Session.     He  was  the  more  anxious 
that  a  distinct  answer  should  be  given  on 
this  subject,  because  he  believed  the  great 
ijority  of  the  Irish  Members  were  waiting 
town  merely  to  know  the  course  which 
IS  intended  to  be  taken  with  regard  to 
thitt  Rill. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  the  Bill  bad  been  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  until  it  came  forth  from  that 
Committee,  it  was  impassible  that  be  could 
say  what  course  the  Government  would 
pursue  with  respect  to  it. 

Sir  Robert  IngU*  was  well  satisfied  that 
his  noble  Friend  (Lord  John  Russell)  had 
withdrawn  from  the  further  connderatian 
of  the  House  his  Ecclesiastical  Courts  Bill. 
He  trusted  that  the  House  would  correctly 
understand  his  right  bon.  Friend  (Sir 
Robert  Peel)  when  he  had  stated  that  he 
was  favourable  to  the  prinuple  of  the  noble 
Lord's  Bill,  inasmuch  as  he  had  himself 
introduced  a  umilor  measure  to  the  House 
L  former  occasion.  Now  he  wished  to 
remind  the  right  hon.  Barouet  that  the 
Bill  which  they  had  received,  not  indeed 
from  his  hand,  but  from  his  Government, 
was  a  Bill  much  less  objectionable  in  its 
proviuons  than  the  anslcuous  Bill  of  bis 
noble  Friend  opposite.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
explain  to  the  House  that  be  would  not 
adopt  the  noble  Lord's  Bill  instead  of  bis 

Sir  R.  Peel  sud,  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment  bad  very  maturely  considered  the 
alterations  which  it  would  be  desirable  tu 
have  made  in  the  state  of  the  Ecclesiastical 
Courts ;  and  they  had  accordingly  brought 
a  measure  before  Parliament,  which  had 
been  assented  to — he  would  not  say  by  a 
very  large  majority,  but  by  a  majority  of 
the  House  on  the  second  reading.  He 
should  state  that  be  preferred  that  Bill  to 
the  second  Bill,  now  pending;  and  in  stating 
that  he  was  ready  to  vote  with  the  noble 
Lord  in  favour  of  the  second  reading,  he 
did  not  consider  that  he  was  adopting  the 
measures  of  the  noble  Lord,  in  preference 
to  the  first  Bill. 

Mr.  Redinglon  said,  be  would  wish  to 
know  irbetber  it  was  the  iateniion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  introduce  any 
measurB  for  the  registration  of  voters  in 
Ireland,  and  also  for  an  Amendment  of  the 
Municipal  Corporations  Bill  in  that  coun* 
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try.  He  thouelit  it  vas  funtMnrhat 
ordinarj  that  ttie  whole  SeMion  hail  been 
allowed  to  elapse  without  any  BiIIb  being 
bid  on  the  Table  of  tfaa  Houte  on  theK 
tno  important  subjects,  both  of  vhich 
Were  Eo  much  in  need  of  alteiation. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  it  wai  diatinctly 
stated  hr  him,  at  a  verf  early  period  of 
the  SesKion,  that  he  wai  anxioui  to  iniro< 
duce  certain  measure*  relating  to  Ireland, 
among  which  he  wished  that  the  Bill  for 
the  improvement  of  Majmooth,  and  the 
Irish  Colleges  Bill,  should  have  precedence. 
A  week  would  probeblr  elapse  before  the 
latter  Bill  would  leave  that  House,  and 
under  those  circumstances,  and  considering 
how  the  Session  had  been  occupied,  he  did 
not  think  the  ban.  Gentleman  bad  a  right 
to  complain  of  mj  want  of  attention  in  the 
present  Sesuon  to  Irish  measures.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  undentood  to  add, 
that  it  was  the  wish  of  Her  Majesty'i 
Government  that  the  Irish  Municipal  bo- 
dies should  be  placed  upon  the  same  footing 
as  the  English  corporations, 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  widied  to  have  some 
understanding  with  regard  to  the  tax  upon 
coals.  He  would  be  glad  that  the  Gnvern- 
ment  should  fix  some  dav  for  diicu8sin| 
that  subject.  He  objected  to  the  tax  o 
one  penn  J  a  ton  being  fixed  on  coals,  to  be 
expended  under  the  contrd  of  the  Cum- 
missioners  of  Woods  and  Forests. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  he  could  not  at  present 
fix  a  day  for  that  purpose.  The  House 
should  recollect  that  the  tax  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  Member  was  not  a  tax  imposed 
by  Government,  but  a  tax  for  effecting 
local  improvements  in  certain  parts  of  the 
metropolis. 

TbsMaoibtbsctofIrblahd.]  Viscount 
dementi  alluded  to  a  letter  read  by  the 
Marquis  of  Headfort  at  a  meeting  held  in 
Ireland  last  week,  of  which  the  following 
was  a  part.- — 

"  Dubiirt  Cattle,  July  1,  1845. 

"  My  Lord— I  am  directed  bj  Ibe  I.ord 
Ueulenaot  lo  state,  for  the  informBlioo  of 
your  Lordship  and  llie  magtstrate*  of  ibe 
county  of  Cavan,  in  reference  10  the  resolu- 
tions of  afotmermeetingof  the  magistnteB  of 
the  county,  eomaiVDtcated  to  his  Excellency 
by  tlie  Lord  Farnham,  that  his  Excellency  has 
appoiatcd  Mr,  Wilcocki  lo  be  tuperin lending 
n)a|iBtule  of  the  county  of  Leiinis  and  its 
borders,  and  that  the  following  resident  magis- 
trates have  been  directed  to  place  lliemseltes 
in  ima:iediHte  communication  with  him  for  the 
purpose  of  more  conibined  and  effectual  exer- 
tion towards  the  suppression  of  outrage  j  and 
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hli  Excellency  ttuiis  that  the  local  as  well  as 
the  ilipendiary  magiitrsles  of  the  county  will 
derive  much  advantage  from  this  arnngemtDt. 
Mr.  Wilcockii  has  been  directed  to  cultivBle 
th«  most  confidential  intercourse  witli  the 
local  magistracy  and  with  the  military  officers 
in  command  of  troops  in  his  district ;  and  his 
Escellency  has  no  doubt,  from  his  known  cha- 
racter and  experience,  that  he  will  carry  oat 
the  views  of  Gorernment  with  regard  to  the 
district  thus  placed  in  hi)  charge." 

He  (Lord  Clement*)  wished  to  know  what 
was  meant  by  a  aupcrin  tending  magittratei 
and  what  were  the  intentions  of  Govern- 
ment? 

Sir  T.  Fremanlle  thmight,  that  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  read  the  iMter  through- 
out deliberately,  he  would  be  able  to  an- 
swer his  own  question,  both  with  regard  to 
what  was  meant  by  a  BUperinlending  ma- 
gistrate, and  the  intentions  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government.  But  he  would  inform 
the  noble  Lord,  that  the  Government  in- 
tended to  use  every  exertion,  And  all  the 
means  which  the  existing  law  allowed 
them,  lo  preserve  the  public  peace  in  the 
disturbed  districts  of  Ireland.  An  addi- 
tional number  of  KtipendJary  magistratea 
had  been  appointed  to  those  districts.  Tea 
gentlemen  had  been  directed  to  meet,  in 
order  to  concert  measures  for  edectDalljr 
dealing  with  the  state  of  afiain,  and  fw 
dividing  the  districts  and  arranging  the 
constabulary  force  for  that  purpose.  It 
was  thought  detiiabla  that  one  of  the  ma- 
gistrates, Mr.  Witcocks,  should  act  as  the 
superintending  magistrate  of  the  oounty  of 
Letttim  ;  with  whom  the  resident  magis- 
trates, for  the  purpose  of  mora  combined 
and  cActual  emtMu,  should  put  dtem- 
selves  into  communicatioa,  Mr.  Wtleocks 
being  the  organ  and  dMnnel  of  oonunnni- 
cation  between  them  and  the  Government. 
The  plan  was  nmilar  to  tbat  which  was 
adopted  some  yean  ago  in  refereRce  to  the 
OMinty  of  Tipperary.  It  was  not  intended 
that  Mr.  Wiloocks  ^ould  have  any  autho- 
rity over  the  other  magiitiatea.  As  to  the 
intentiou  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
if  the  noUe  Lonl  would  put  bis  question 
more  explicitly,  be  should  be  able,  pertiapfl. 
to  answer  it  more  fully.  But  the  Govern- 
ment was  determined  to  use  all  the  power 
they  possessed,  and  they  hoped  suocenfully, 
to  restore  order  and  tranquillity  in  those 
districts  where  outrages  had  lately  taken 
place. 

pBivaEOE — Case  op  Mr.  Parwtt.]] 
On  the  Question  that  the  petition  pre- 
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seDied  bj  Jasper  Porrott,  Esq.,  be  further 

Sir  J.  ¥.  Bttller  rose  to  present  a  peti. 
lion  from  Theodore  Divett,  of  Tolness, 
Devon,  attorney,  who  stated  therein  that 
Charles  Edwards  was  his  partner,  and  had 
brought  an  action  against  Mr.  Jasper  Par- 
rott,  on  behalf  of  one  David  Phillips, 
without  ever  having  consulted  the  peti- 
tioner on  the  subject.  Petitioner  had  never 
interfered  in  the  proceedings,  they  being 
entirely  conducted  by  the  said  Charles 
Edwards-  The  petitioner,  therefore,  prayed 
that  he  might  be  discharged  from  further 
attendance  on  the  House.  The  hon.  Ba- 
ronet said,  that  the  petitioner  had  assured 
him  privately  that  these  statements  were 
true.  He  moved  that  the  petition  be  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House,  ami  trusted 
that  itB  prayer  would  be  granted. 

Petition  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

Sir  J.  Y.  Buller  also  presented  a  peti- 
tion from  Charies  Edwards,  of  Totness, 
and  Thomas  Baiter,  of  Lime  Street,  attor- 
neys, stating,  that  they  had  bmught  the 
action  against  Mr.  Parrott  on  account  of 
giving  evidence  befbre  a  Committee  of  that 
House,  which  evidence  was  stated  in  the 
declaration  to  be  wilfully  and  maliciously 
falie;  that,  in  so  doing,  they  were  not 
aware  that  they  were  cofflmitting  a  bitach 
of  privilege,  as  they  did  not  suppose  that 
privilege  would  be  extended  to  evidence 
not  given  bond  fidt.  The  petitioners  also 
statnl,  that  the  indictment  was  so  brought 
that  the  action  would  not  lie  unless  it  could 
be  proved,  !a  the  first  instance,  that  the 
evidence  was  known  to  be  false  at  the  time 
it  was  given.  They  trusted  that  the  House 
would  not  deem  them  guilty  of  an  infrac- 
tion of  its  privileges  ;  and  if  they  had  com- 
mitted a  breach  of  privilege,  they  had  done 
so  unintenttonally ;  and  they  prayed  the 
House  to  take  all  these  circumstances  into 
consideration. 

Petition  laid  on  the  Table. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mr.  Dit^^  Mr.  David 
Phillips  was  called  to  the  bar. 

In  answer  to  questions  put  by  Mr. 
Sftaktr,  he  stated  that  he  was  a  surgeon, 
residing  in  the  parish  of  Buckfkstleigh,  in 
the  county  of  Devon,  and  plaintiff  in  the 
action  of  "  Phillips  u.  Parrott ;"  that  the 
action  was  brought  partly  ftV  what  Mr. 
Parrott  had  stated  before  a  Committee  of 
that  House,  and  partly  for  what  he  had 
stated  before  the  board  of  guardians  of 
Totness.  Had  heard  the  declaration  In  this 
action  road.  Was  aware  that  the  slatc- 
I  related  to  a  ques- 
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tion  put  to  Mr.  Parrott  by  an  hon.  Mem- 
ber of  that  House. 

Are  you  aware  that  the  answer  given  by 
Mr.  Parrott  to  that  question  Is  stated  in 
the  declaration? 

In  reply  lo  this  question,  the  witness 
stated  that  he  had  no  perfect  recollection 
of  the  particular  expressions.  He  under- 
stood them  at  the  time  he  heard  the  decla- 
ration read.  He  bad  no  intention  of  in- 
fringing on  the  privileges  of  the  House ; 
he  knew  nothing  of  the  question  of  privi- 
lege :  if  he  had  done  wrong  he  had  acted 
unintentionally,  and  expressed  his  regret. 
He  had  pursued  every  means  for  the  pro- 
tection of  his  cliaracler,  and  had  tried  every 
means  to  get  redress.  All  he  wished  for 
was,  to  defend  his  character;  and  he  re- 
quested the  board  of  guardians  and  Mr. 
Parrott  to  bring  the  matter  forward,  for  the 
purpose  of  its  Being  examined  into,  before 
he  went  to  law.  He  bad  also  written  to 
the  Poor  I^w  Commissioners  on  the  sub- 
Ject ;  but  their  answer  was,  that  they  could 
not  interfere  in  the  matter.  His  character 
had  been  destroyed,  or  attempted  to  be 
destroyed,  and  he  was  thrown  out  of  his 
situation.  It  was  twenty-four  years  since 
he  had  begun  practice,  and  he  was  now  no 
longer  allowed  to  be  the  medical  officer  of 
the  Union  in  which  he  was  residing.  The 
statement  made  against  him  in  the  Medi- 
cal Poor  Kelief  Committee  was  ftora  begin- 
ning to  end  falsci  and  he  believed  mali- 
ciously ao.  There  was  not  one  word  of 
truth  in  it  from  beginning  to  end. 

Sir  /.  ¥.  BttUer  asked  the  witness  whe- 
ther, being  now  aware  that  he  had  com- 
mitted a  breach  of  privilege,  by  calling  in 
question  evidence  given  be&rea  Committee 
of  that  House,  he  was  now  willing  to  in- 
Btru«  his  agents  to  withdraw  the  action  ? 

The  witness  stated,  that  he  would  bow 
submissively  to  the  House ;  but  he  hoped 
that  the  House  would  take  some  steps  to 
inquire  respecting  hiB  character. 

By  Mr.  Divett :  Witness  gave  instruc- 
tions to  his  solicitors  to  commence  the  ac- 
tion, he  thought,  about  October,  Novem- 
ber, or  December  last :  he  left  to  his  attor- 
ney lo  determine  in  what  court  to  bring 
the  action.  After  calling  on  the  board  of 
guardians  tt>  inquire  respecting  this  mat- 
ter, he  wrote  a  drcutar  to  all  the  guardians ; 
and  he  took  the  liberty,  on  the  22nd  of 
November,  of  directing  one  to  the  nobis 
Lord  (Ashley)  who  presided  over  the  Me- 
dical i'oor  Relief  Committee. 

In  answer  to  questions  put  by  severd 
hon.  Members,  the  witness  pnnxeded^tAp 
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BtMe,  that  he  felt  himself  aggrieved  by  tlic 
board  of  goardians  collectively  ;  he  re< 
ceived  no  answer  to  the  circulur  which  he 
sent  to  Lord  Ashley  ;  he  had  been  told, 
since  he  bad  been  in  town,  that  the  best 
course  for  him  to  pursue  v&s,  to  petition 
the  House  to  inquire  into  the  truth  or 
fakchuod  of  the  evidence  of  which  he  com- 
plaioed  :  but  he  had  hitherto  presented  no 
petition  to  that  effect.  He  wrote  the  cir- 
cular to  Lord  Ashley  some  time  before  the 
corameuccmeot  of  the  action.  The  state- 
ment of  which  he  complained  was  made 
before  a  Committee  of  that  House.  At 
the  first  meeting  of  the  board  of  guardians 
after  Mr.  Parrott's  return,  Mr.  Parrott 
eaid  that  the  statements  which  he  had  made 
would  shortly  be  printed  and  published, 
and  that  then  would  be  seen  what  he  had 
■aid. 

Sir  r.  Wilde  inquired  whether  there 
was  any  matter  of  complaint  in  the  decla* 
radon,  except  the  statement  made  by  Mr. 
Parrott    before    a    Committee    of    that 

The  witness  said  he  bad  not  read  the 
declaration  himself,  but  had  heard  it  read, 
and  it  was  perfectly  in  accordance  with  the 
explanation  he  had  given.  He  was  little 
acquainted  with  legal  technicalities;  but 
having  read  the  statement  made  against 
him  by  Mr.  Parrott  before  a  Committee  of 
that  House,  he  declared  that,  from  begin- 
ning to  end,  it  was  perfectly  untrue ;  his 
action  was  brought  for  that  matter,  and  the 
insinuation  made  by  Mr.  Parrott,  in  the 
board-room,  on  his  return  from  London,  to 
the  effect  that  he  would  not  then  go  into 
the  statements,  but  that  they  might  be 
seen  when  printed  and  published  :  not 
baring  taken  a  copy  of  the  declaration, 
witness  could  not  say  whether  anything 
was  read  to  him  from  the  declaration,  ex- 
cept the  evidence  of  Mr.  Parrott  before  the 
Committee  of  that  House. 

By  Mr.  Baldmn  :  Witness  bad  lost  all 
his  parish  business ;  but  could  not  say  how 
far  bis  private  practice  had  suffered. 

Mr.  Phillips  withdrew. 

On  the  Question  that  Mr.  Charles  Ed- 
wards, attorney,  be  called  to  the  bar, 
being  put, 

Lord  J.  Bmiell  doubted  whether,  be- 
fore goin^  further,  they  ought  not  tu  take 
into  consideration  the  answer  of  the  last 
witness  to  a  question  pot  by  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  South  Devon  (Sir 
J.  Buller).  The  witness  had  stated  that 
he  was  willing  to  withdraw  his  action, 
and  submit  himself  to  the  House.    If  that 


were  the  case,  if  the  witness  did  not  with 
to  ofiend  ajcainst  tlie  privJcgcs  of  the 
House,  and  they  should  obtain  from  bim  a 
formal  declaration  in  answer  to  a  question 
put  by  the  Speaker  to  that  effect,  he  (Loid 
J.  Russell)  Uiought  the  House  would  have 
some  grounds  to  proceed  upon  with  regard 
to  what  was  to  be  done.  If  such  an  an- 
swer should  be  given,  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary,  at  least  to-day,  to  examine  the 
attorneys  in  the  case. 

Mr,  Divelt  could  not  azrec  with  his 
noble  Friend;  it  waa  evident  that  the 
party  they  bad  had  before  them  knew 
very  little  of  the  privileges  nf  the  House ; 
but  his  attorneys  did,  and,  if  they  advised 
bim,  were  the  culpable  parties.  He  must 
peisist  in  his  Motion  that  Mr.  Charles 
Edwards  be  called  to  the  bar. 

Mr.  Hindleif  said,  the  House  ought  \a 
consider  whether  the  allegations  contained 
in  the  statement  of  Mr.  I%illips  were 
correct  or  not,  before  they  engaged  in  a 
contest  with  the  attorneys  in  the  case. 
He  thought  that  gentleman  had  stated  a 
case  which  it  was  incumbent  on  them  to 
inveatigate ;  they  ought  to  do  their  ut- 
most to  aacertain  the  truth,  hut  not  allow 
any  one  to  make  statements  injurious  to 
private  character. 

Sir  R.  I'eel  was  inclined  to  agree  with 
the  suggestions  of  the  noble  Lord  oppo- 
site ;  be  thought  it  must  be  evident  to 
every  one  that  the  witness  who  bad  ap- 
peared at  tbe  bar  was  not  very  competent 
to  judge  what  was  a  question  of  privilege. 
He  understood  the  witness  to  say  that  he 
was  not  cognizant  of  the  privileges  of  the 
Hnuse,  nor  had  he  intended  to  infringe 
them.  The  House  had  sufficient  evidence 
before  it  to  .come  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
witness  was  aware  he  had  committed  an 
error,  and  was  sorry  for  it.  He  thought 
substantial  justice  would  be  done  if  the 
witness,  being  apprised  that  this  waa  not 
the  way  to  attempt  to  obtain  redrew, 
should  consent  to  withdraw  the  action, 
and  the  House  should  receive  his  acknow- 
ledgment that  it  was  commenced  in  error ; 
the  House  would  afford  the  witness  an 
opportunity  of  substantiating  his  case  if  it 
thought  whet  had  been  slated  before  the 
Committee  was  false. 

Mr.  RoAuck  admitted  that  the  House 
had  received  reparation  as  far  as  regarded 
the  witness  himself;  hut  he  was  not  the 
only  offender.  The  real  offender  was  be- 
hind ;  the  person  who  had  really  offiendcd 
was  the  attorney.  The  House  ought  to 
have  from  him  the  Mine  ataurance  that  he 


89  Privilegt^  {July  7}  Cau  of  Mr.  Parrotl.  90 

client  bad  given  up  the  action ;  and  u  the 
late  discusaiun  had  raised  a  doubt  if  the 
House  had  any  privileges  at  all,  wbecLer 
thia  complaint  might  be  a  subject  foe  legal 
investtgstion  or  not,  it  would  be  well  for 
it  to  accept  the  apology,  and,  satisfied  with 
that,  to  proceed  no  further. 

Sir  R.  litglis  said,  aa  he  understood  it, 
the  BugeeitioD  was  that  the  witness  should 
he  recalled,  and  on  stating  his  regret  for 
having  offended  the  House,  and  his  wil- 
lingnewtowithdrawthe  action,  he  should  be 
released.  But  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  that  the  House 
was  bound  to  proceed  much  further  with 
respect  to  the  two  gentlemen  who  had 
framed  the  declHration.  It  was  perfectly 
clear  that  the  action  was  brought  in  re- 
spect to  evidence  given  under  the  protec- 
tion of  that  House ;  and  such  evidence  was 
essential  if  they  meant  to  discharM  any 
functions  of  inquiry  at  all.  So  far  he  was 
perfectly  willing  to  support  the  privileges 
of  the  House.  On  a  repetition  of  the  ex- 
prenion  of  regret  for  having  violated  the 
privileges  of  the  House,  and  a  formal  re- 
nunciatioa  of  the  action,  the  witneu  might 
be  discharged. 

Viscount  Hotvick  believed  the  witness 
was  disposed  to  yield  to  the  authority  of 
the  House;  but  he  confessed  he  had  a 
great  objection  to  the  suggested  mode  of 
proceeding — that  of  calling  the  witness  in 
person  to  the  bar,  and  asking  him  whether 
he  was  prepared  to  make  that  submission. 
The  very  fact  of  the  House  asking  such  a 
question  would,  in  many  cases,  rather 
invite  resistance.  The  more  proper  course 
would  be,  that  the  House  should  come  to  a 
Resolution  declaring  that  the  parties  ag- 
grieved by  evidence  given  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  that  House  or  at  its  bar,  instead 
of  seeking  redress  by  an  appeal  to  a  court 
of  law,  should  be  bound  to  seek  redress 
by  applying  for  protection  to  that  House. 
If  this  gentleman  was  aggrieved  by  such 
evidence,  he  ought  to  have  petitioned  the 
House  for  permission  to  proceed  againit 
the  person  giving  the  evidence  in  a  court 
of  law ;  or  the  House  might  have  appointed 
a  Committee  to  inquire  into  the  justice  of 
the  complaint.  But  if  they  permitted  legal 
proceedings  to  be  instituted  in  the  first 
instance,  inquiry  before  a  Committee  would 
be  nugatory.  Having  come  to  such  a 
Resolution,  they  could  adjourn  fuitherpro- 
ceedinga  with  respect  to  this  purty  till  he 
thought  proper  to  petition  (hem,  withdraw- 
ing his  action,  and  appealing;  to  the  House 
for  retlress.     The  moment  such  u  petition 


bad  committed  the  offence,  and  was  sorry 
for  it.  Unless  he  distinctly  asked  pardon 
of  the  House,  it  ought  not  to  be  satisfied. 
Sir  7.  JVilde  hoped  he  should  not  be 
thought  one  who  disregarded  the  privileges 
of  tbat  House  ;  he  wished  to  keep  a  broad 
distinction  between  the  questions,  whether 
parties  should  be  allowed  to  submit  to  the 
courts  of  law  the  privileges  of  that  House, 
and  what  the  House  might  think  proper  to 
do  on  a  complaint  made  to  it  by  parties 
thinking  themselves  Injured  by  matter 
published  under  its  authority ;  these  two 
questions  were  quite  distinct  from  each 
other.  Considering  the  present  state  of 
the  question  of  Parliamentary  privilege,  it 
struck  him  that  it  would  be  unbecoming 
in  the  House  suddenly  to  take  up  a  case 
with  the  strong  hand  ;  after  the  late  dis- 
cussion on  this  subject  a  reasonable  doubt 
might  be  entertained  as  to  what  would 
break  the  privileges  of  the  House,  and 
what  would  not.  The  House  might  well 
be  satisfied  with  bringing  the  party  to  the 
bar,  and  warning  htm  that  this  was  a  case 
involving  a  breach  of  its  privileges,  ac- 
cepting bis  apology  and  offer  to  stay  pro- 
ceedings, rather  than  at  once  proceed 
against  other  parties  or  the  attorneys.  He 
thought  the  witness  had  given  a  sufficient 
indication  of  his  desire  to  submit  to  the 
decision  of  the  House;  they  bad  a  state- 
ment that  at  a  subsequent  time  the  House 
would  give  him  an  opportunity  of  obtain- 
ing justice  with  regard  to  his  character. 
But  at  the  present  moment  the  question 
before  the  House  was  whether  tbis  indi. 
vidual  was  guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  privi- 
leges of  the  House,  whether  he  bad  done 
so  knowingly,  and  whether  he  was  inclined 
now  to  submit  respectfully  to  the  autho- 
rity  of  the  House  f  He  thousbt,  from  the 
manner  in  which  the  witness  had  conduct- 
ed himself,  that  he  was  willing  to  submit 
to  the  authorityof  the  House;  he  entirely 
gave  up  his  action.  He  thought  they  had 
better  accept  bis  submission,  and  for  the 
present  pass  the  subject  by,  because  this 
revival  of  the  authority  of  the  House 
miglit  be  an  example  to  others  who  would 
come  before  them  with  much  less  ground 
for  excuse  than  the  individual  then  in  nt- 
ten[1ance ;  therefore,  allowing  the  ques- 
tion suggested  to  be  put  by  the  Speaker, 
would  be  the  best  course  for  the  dignity 
of  the  House.  If  they  thought  fit,  they 
might  afterwards  call  in  the  nttomev,  but 
they  had  better  first  dispose  of  the  indivi- 
vidual  before  them.  With  respect  to  the 
attorney,  he  couM  nut  proceed  af^er  his 
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wu  pntenled,  he  thould  approve  of  bii  of  die  Committee  tbo  Hoqm  ute<t.  In 
ducbarge  from  cuitodj ;  but  he  would  not  |  the  caio  of  Gee,  the  petitionen  were  « 
oonieiit  that  Mr  Pbillipt  ihould  be  ulled  |  number  of  hacknej  eowhmen,  wb»  aUegnd 
to  the  bar  and  invited  to  make  coDoeMioni,  Mvenl  grievancei ;  amoag  them  that  Gee, 
which  he  might  poMibl;  refute,  and  by  the  ai  a  oommiiuoner  of  bachiey  coaehei,  had 
Kfund  of  nhica  he  would  increaw  the  I  received  biibea  for  lioenung,  and  bad  acted 
difhcultiet  and  lower  the  dignity  of  the  I  henhlj    towardi   them ;  and   prated  the 


HouK.    He  bad  drawn  up  a  Reiolu 


Houie  to  nmove  him  from  hii  ofBce.  Gee 


thesubjecttothiBeffect:— "That  the  HouM  brought  an  action  againit  the  petitionera, 
does  not  allow  any  penon  aggrieved  by  i  oalling  the  allegationi  (candaloui  Ubelt. 
itatcmenti  made  by  witnestei  before  Com-  I  But  it  waa  held  that  such  a  ooune  wai  a 
mitteei  or  at  the  bat  of  the  House,  to  iuiti-  breach  of  privilwe,  tending  to  ditcounge 
tute  legal  proc«eding(  against  lucli  witness  |  people  from  leekiDg  redreu  of  grievances 


for  evidence  so  given,  without  previous  per- 
miinon  from  the  House;  and  persons  so 
aggrieved  ere  bound  in  the  first  insUnoe 
to  appeal  for  redress  to  that  House." 

Mr.  Hvme  hud  no  objection  to  this  being 
done :  but  they  should  first  ascertain  who 
had  brought  the  action.  The  witness 
seemed  to  know  very  little  about  it- 
Sir  R.  Peel  soidf  there  was  one  case  so 
much  in  point,  that  the  House  ought  to  be 
aware  of  it.  It  occurred  in  the  reign  of 
WiUiani  111.,  when  a  person  named  Gee 
prosecuted  certun  individuals  for  petition- 
ing the  House,  and  in  their  petition  mak- 
ing allegetiuna  against  his  cheracler,  The 
matter  was  beard,  and  Gee  alleged  by  his 
counsel  that  what  he  had  done  he  had  done 
in  ignorance  t  when  he  found  the  question 
was  taken  notice  of  by  the  House,  he  ceased 
his  action  ;  but,  notwithstanding  that  sub- 
mission, the  House  voted  it  a  breach  of 
iia  privileges,  and  gave  him  in  custody  of 
the  Seiweant-at-Anns. 

Sir  G.  Gret/  said,  that  as  the  witnesa 
submitted  to  the  House,  there  was  no 
doubt  he  would  consent  to  present  such  a 
petition :  and  he  suggested  the  question 
should  be  adjourned  tOl  to-morrow,  to  ena- 
ble auch  a  petition  to  be  prepared. 

Mr.  D,  thtndiu  had  more  than  ducb  felt 
that  they  were  proceeding  against  the  rules 
of  natural  justice.  Here  was  a  man  stand- 
ing  without  counsel  or  help  before  an  aa- 
sembly  of  this  kind ;  in  the  case  cited  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  of  "  Gee  and 
Kemp,"  the  party  rebelling  against  the 
authority  of  the  House  was  furnished  with 
counsel.  In  the  present  esse  they  were  not 
acting  according  to  Justice;  they  called  on 
this  unlearned  person  at  the  bar  to  explain 
the  meaoingof  l^;al  declarations,  and  asked 
him  other  questions  which  many  learned 
Gentlemen  in  that  House  would  find  it 
difficult  to  answer.  In  the  case  cited,  the 
question  was  referred  to  a  Committee  of 
that  House.  He  believed  that  Committee 
was  attended  by  counsel,  and  on  the  Report 


in  the  form  of  petition.  The  case  was 
lefemd  to  a  Committee  on  the  9th  of  Feb- 
ruary, 1696,  which  mode  a  Report  Gee 
said  that  what  he  had  dcme  was  entirely  in 
iznortnce  of  the  pririlegea  of  the  House  ; 
this  witness  nid  the  same.  Gee  aid  he 
did  it  to  save  his  reputation  and  chancier; 
Kt  did  this  gentleman.  Unless  the  House 
showed  itself  firm,  tbey  would  have  a  plen- 
tiful crop  of  actions;  they  would  have  small 
attorneyi,  and  perhaps  large  ones,  bringing 
actions  against  witnesses  for  what  they 
stated  before  Committees  of  that  House. 
He  hoped,  before  the  House  took  any  step 
that  would  shut  the  door  against  further 
inquiry,  it  would  refer  the  matter  to  a 
Committee,  and  when  the  parties  had  been 
heard  by  themselves  or  their  counsel,  take 
such  steps  on  the  Keport  of  the  Commit- 
tee as  would  maintain  the  dignity  of  the 
House,  and  prevent  actions  from  being 
brought  which  were  not  only  harassmg  to 
the  parties,  but,  if  successful,  destructive 
to  the  authority  of  the  House. 

Lord  J.  Hutiell,  afker  what  had  been 
said,  thought  there  was  little  doubt  except 
as  to  the  mode  of  prooeeding.  If  it  was 
more  regular  that  a  petition  should  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  he  thought  it  better 
tbey  should  not  proceed  further  without 
deliberation.  Heweuldmoveaaan  Amend- 
ment, that  "  to-morrow"  be  inserted  in  the 
Motion  instead  of  "  to-day." 

The  Speaker  having  put  the  Question, 

Mr.  Dieelt  aaid,  if  it  was  the  wish  of 
the  House  that  he  should  give  way,  be  had 
no  objection ;  but  if  be  did  so,  it  would  be 
with  the  reservation  of  the  right  to  call 
the  attorney  and  the  other  parties  to  the 
bar. 

Sir  7*.  Wilde  said,  he  would  be  prepared 
to  move  a  Resolution  tn  the  efiect  that  it 
was  made  apparent  to  the  House  that  Mr. 
Phillips  bad  brought  an  action  on  evidence 
given  before  a  Committee  of  that  House, 
and  that  his  having  done  so  was  a  breach 
of  privilege.    He  believed  that  a  petition 


93 


Priviltge-- 


{JOIY?} 


Case  of  Mr,  ParrM. 


hoa  Hit-  Phillipt  wu  alnad;  in  tba  hands 
of  an  hon.  Member- 
Sir  J.  Y.  BuUer  Mid,  he  hod  lucli  a  pe- 
tition. U  expreiaed  the  petitioner's  regret 
that  the  action  should  have  been  hnught. 
It  BtBtedi  that  at  th«  time  of  oommendng 
the  action,  ho  was  not  aware  that  he  waa 
oommitting  a  breach  of  the  privilege*  of 
the  House,  but  that  he  had  sinoe  been  in- 
formed that  it  was ;  and  he  now  espretse.l 
his  humble  regret  and  contrition,  and 
assured  the  House  ihat  no  further  pro- 
ceedings should  be  taken  in  the  said  ac- 
tion. 

Sir  R.  luglit  thought  that  it  would  be 
better,  if  the  House  cleicrmined  to  release 
Mr.  Phillips,  that  he  should  be  brought  to 
the  bar  for  that  purpose  immediately,  aa 
bis  detention  till  to-morroir  would  cause 
him  considerable  inconvenience  and  injury. 
At  the  same  time,  he  doubted  whether  they 
ought  to  terminate  their  inquiry  on  the 
mete  eipreasion  of  Mr.  PhiUips'i  regret, 
and  without  being  prepared  to  act  with 
respect  to  the  other  parties  also. 

Mr.  IVarbuTlon  hoped  the  hon,  Member 
for  Exeter  would  withdraw  his  Motion,  so 
as  to  enable  the  House  to  dispose  of  Hr. 
Philtips't  case,  leaving  that  of  Mr.  Edwards 
and  tne  other  parties  to  be  dealt  with  af- 
terwards. 

Lord  /.  Ruuall  said,  that  in  moving  hit 
Amendment,  his  ol^ject  was  to  enable  the 
House  to  come  to  some  arrangement  witli 
respect  to  Mr.  Phillips,  before  dealing  with 
the  case  of  Mr.  Edwards  and  the  others. 
He  would  withdraw  his  Amendment,  if  the 
ban.  Member  for  Exeter  would  withdraw 
his  Motion,  the  question  at  to  the  other 
parties  being  still  left  open, 

Amendment  and  Original  Motion  with- 
drawn. 

Sir  T.  Wilde  then  moved— 

**  Tbst  it  ippenrs  to  this  House  that  the  Ac- 
tion bronfbl  bv  DiTld  Phillips  sgsinst  Jupar 
Parroit,  Esq.  is  brought  in  reaped  of  the  Evi- 
dsDoe  (['*•»  by  Mr.  Parrolt  before  a  Commit- 
tee of  this  House." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

The  hon.  and    learned  Member  then 


"Thai  the  ccmmeDcamenl  of  the  said  Ac- 
tion was  a  Breach  of  ihe  Privilege  of  this 
TiODM." 

Alto  agreed  to. 

Sir  J.  y,  Butler  presented  the  petition 
of  Mr.  Phillips,  expraaiing  hit  regret  that 
he  had  unknowingly  violated  the  privi- 
leges of  the  House,  etc.,  which  was  read. 


Sir  A.  Peel  moved  tbs  foUowing  R«to- 
lution: — 

"  That  in  consideration  thsl  David  Phillips 
his  in  his  PatitioD,  presented  to  this  UoDie, 
disclaimed  all  intention  to  violale  itt  Privileges 
in  the  com  men  cement  of  the  said  Action  ;  and 
has  expreised  his  contrition  for  his  offence,  and 
prayed  the  lenient  considerUioa  of  the  Bonso 
for  the  game,  and  declared  his  intention  not 
to  proceed  further  In  the  said  Aotiao,  Ibis 
House  does  not  deem  it  to  ba  DecaisBiT  to 
take  any  further  steps  for  the  puuiibment  of 
Ihe  laid  ofience," 

Resolution  agreed  to,  and  it  waa  ordered 
that  David  Phillipt  be  discharged  from  any 
further  attendance  on  the  House. 

Mr.  Divett  moved  that  Charles  Edwards 
be  broogbt  to  the  bar. 

Sir  T.  WUde  suggested  the  expediency 
of  allowing  the  attorney  until  to-morrow 
to  present  a  petition,  if  he  thought  fit.  At 
all  events,  whether  he  came  prepared  to 
make  his  peace  or  not,  the  House  would 
be  in  a  better  podtion  to-morrow  to  deal 
with  the  oase.  Ha  moved  an  Amendment 
acoordingly. 

Mr.  BoeAuoi  said,  ha  could  not  see  any 
use  in  delay.  The  whole  matter  might  be 
got  through  in  half  an  hour. 

Viscount  Hawick  wai  in  favour  of  post- 
poning any  fbrther  nrooeedingt  until  to- 
morrow. It  wouldt  lu  bit  omnion,  be  ex* 
ceedingly  impolitic  to  call  the  partlet  to 
the  bar  before  they  knew  whether  they 
were  prepared  to  make  coneestlons  or 
not. 

Mr.  Hume  was  fur  proceeding  immedi- 
ately. It  appeared  to  him  that  they  would 
be  lowering  their  own  dignity  by  delay. 

Mr.  Dtvetl  would  be  very  sorry  to  divide 
the  House  on  a  minor  point  of  this  descrip. 
tlon,  If  be  could  gather  the  general  feel- 
ing of  the  House,  it  wat  in  ftvour  of  post- 
ponement nntil  to-morrow.  ["  No,  no.") 
Some  hon.  Members,  at  all  events,  were 
oi^Mced  to  proceeding  that  evening ;  and 
with  the  consent  of  the  House,  therefore, 
be  would  withdraw  his  Motion,  and  move 
instead,  that  the  parties  should  be  ordered 
to  attend  at  the  hat  to-morrow. 

Mr.  WaUey  said,  they  had  settled  the 
matter  with  the  principal ;  but  the  law- 
yer, who  was  the  real  sinner,  was  then 
in  the  lobby.  The  unfortunate  Phillipt 
had  acted,  no  doubt,  under  the  advioe  of 
bis  sollettor.  With  regard  to  him  the  pro- 
ceeding was  at  an  end,  he  having  declared 
that  ha  would  abandon  his  action.  All 
that  the  attorney  could  do  was  to  show 
his  contempt  for  their  authority.  If  Ed- 
wards were  called   in  that  evcniug,  he 
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would  pTobabW  tell  them  under  whowad-  prerent  the ftttaroey  from  getting  huccMta; 
vice  he  had  acted,  and  what  countel  it  was  j  but  in  the  preMmt  cue  there  wu  a  boad 
who  drew  up  the  declantion.  \_fide  ceantioD  of  the  action,  and  tli«  uxor- 

Mr.    Granger  said,  that  he  could  not  |  ney  could  not  proceed  with  it  ereo  though 
Agree  with  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  .  he  should  loie  hii  coats. 
Sunderland,  who  laid  that  it  was  inexpe- !      Mr.  Bortknick  aaid  he  was  authorind 
dient  to  call  the  attornej  to  the  bar  until  |  to  say,  on  the  behalf  of  the  parties  who 


he  was  prepared  to  state  that  he  would 
make  a  submisuon  to  the  Hou*e.  I'here 
was  no  doubt  that  brincin^  an  action, 
under  the  circumstances  of  this  cate,  was  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  House,  and 
aa  they  had  already  dealt  with  the  principal 
in  the  action,  he  did  not  sec  whj  they 
sbonldnotharetheaitomey  at  thebar.  He 
thought  the  most  dignified  course  to  pur- 
sue was  to  call  in  the  attomejat  once^  and 
if  be  were  prepared  for  iiubniission,  then 
they  might  postpone  any  further  proceed- 
ings till  to-miirmw. 

Viscount  HoKuk  stated  that  he  had  not 
said  one  word  bearing  the  remotest  ap- 
proach to  what  the  bon.  Member  (Mr. 
Granger)  had  attributed  to  him.  What 
be  said  was,  that  the  true  mode  of  proceed- 
ing was,  for  the  party  to  present  a  petition, 
expressing  bis  submission,  as,  by  asking 
him  if  he  would  submit,  the  Houae  woulo 
invite  refusal 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  tbey  bad  received 
the  declaration  of  ^e  pluntiET,  to  the  effect 
that  he  would  not  go  on  with  the  action  ; 
aud  after  that  declaration,  it  was  quite  clear 
the  attorney  could  not  proceed.  All  that 
the  attorney  could  do  in  the  case  was  to 
express  his  contrition  for  having  under- 
taken the  action,  and  after  that  expression 
uf  contrition,  the  question  for  the  House  to 
entertain  was,  whether  or  not  the  expres- 
sion of  his  contrition  was  to  be  received  as 
sufficient.  He  thought  (hey  bad  properly 
disposed  of  the  case  of  the  principal ;  but 
he  was  not  so  clear  in  his  opinion  as  to  thr 
course  recommended  of  entering  into  a  con< 
test  with  the  attorney,  as  the  case  could  no 
now  go  on,  the  principal  having  expressed 
his  intention  of  not  proceeding  further 
with  it. 

Mr.  Hume  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would,  under  those  circumstances,  either 
move  that  the  order  fur  the  attendance  of 
the  parties  be  discharged,  or  that  they 
should  be  summoned  to  appear  without 
delay. 

Sir  T.  Wilde  said,  that  in  this  case  the 
attorney  could  not  go  on  without  the  o 
sent  of  the  plaintiff.     There  were  ca 
in  which   the  attorney  might  proceed 
save   his  costs,  when  there  was  collusion 
between  the  plainiiff  and  defendant. 


ibjecta  of  the  Motion  before  the 
House,  that  if  they  had  committed  any 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House,  they 
ere  sorry  for  having  done  so. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  said,  that  what  those 
parties  were  prepared  to  do  could  not  for  a 
moment  enter  into  hia  mind  so  as  to  in- 
fluence the  course  which  be  should  recom- 
mend to  the  House;  and  he,  therefore, 
could  not  feel  the  more  indiued  to  c^ 
them  to  the  bar,  because  the  House  had 
an  aasurance  that  they  were  sorry.  It  ' 
would  be  a  shabby  course,  if  they  called  in 
those  parties,  because,  forsooth,  tbey  knew 
that  they  would  express  their  sorrow  at  the 
bar  for  the  course  which  tbey  had  adopted 
with  respect  to  this  action. 

Mr.  T.  Dtinoombe  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  ought  to  bring  the  partiea 
to  the  bar  at  once,  or  to  discharge  them 
alttwether.  If  tiiey  gave  the  parties  time 
untU  to-morrow  to  consider  what  course 
they  should  pursue,  there  might  be  many 
learned  Gentlemen  in  this  town  who  mould 
advise  them  not  to  present  a  petition  to  the 
House  expressing  their  suhmission.  The 
question  might  then  arise  what  redress  en 
individual  was  to  have  who  was  slandered 
or  defamed  before  a  Committee  of  that 
House.  If  a  witness  gave  false  evidence 
before  an  Election  Committee,  he  was 
likely  to  be  indicted  for  perjury;  and  be 
did  not  see  why  witnesses  before  other  Pat- 
liamentary  Committees  ought  not  to  be 
equally  amenable  to  the  law.  It  would 
appear  as  if  the  House  must  in  the  end 
allow  an  aGtion.  if  a  uitnesi  gave  false  and 
slanderous  evidence.  In  the  present  case 
the  plaintiff  stated,  that  by  the  evidence  of 
Parrolt,  he  bad  been  ruined  in  his  profes- 
sion, in  bis  purse,  and  in  his  prospects ; 
and  what  redress  could  he  obtain?  He 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  discbai^  the 
order  for  attendance,  and  he  should  have 
been  pleased  if  all  the  patties  had  been 
mentioned  in  the  Resolution  discharging 
Mr.  Phillips. 

Sir  T.  Wilde  said,  that  the  Resolution 
discharging  Phillips  was  directed  only  tu 
him,  because  no  other  parties  were  then 
before  them.  There  was  a  very  great  dif- 
ference between  the  evidence  of  en  indi- 
vidual before  a  Committee  of  that  House, 
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anil  die  evidence  io  a  court  of  Uv ;  foe  be- 
fiire  the  CoiDmUtcc  of  that  Huuse  there 
was  no  particular  iMue  tu  be  iried,  aud  the 
witue^  bail  his  mind  ranjaiked  by  every 
queittioo  which  the  Cmiimiitce  p1ea.ted, 
being  left  no  optinn.  So  that  where  ques- 
tions were  put  at  large  to  a  tritneu,  and  in 
■uch  a  manner,  j[  would  be  monstrous  to 
confine  him  to  the  technical  rules  of  cvi- 
drnci.  When  a  mnn  volunteered  evidence 
of  a  defitmatary  charaeter,  tlie  penton  so 
dcfxmed  would  be  in  a  very  different  posi- 
tion as  regarded  reparation  ;  but  where  a 
witness  was  compelled  to  give  evidence,  it 
would  be  monstrous  to  nllow  the  com- 
mon law  means  of  punishment  to  be 
brought  oguinst  him,  as  if  he  ha[l  volun- 
teered ii-  They  should  not  come  to  a 
side-wind  deciuun  as  to  what  was  to 
be  done  fur  a  person  who  had  glanderous 
evidence  given  against  him  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House.  The  question  as  to 
whatjustice  should  be  rendered  toa  person 
in  such  a  situatiun  should  not  be  gone  into 
at  present,  because  it  would  not  facilitate 
the  decision  of  the  present  question,  which 
was,  what  was  to  be  done  with  the  attor- 
ney in  the  action  ?  He  ngreeil  with  his 
hon.  Friend  that  the  uihcr  question  was  an 
important  one;  and  if  his  hon.  Friend 
should  bring  it  before  the  House,  he  should 
he  ready  to  render  him  all  the  assistance  in 
his  power.  At  the  present  it  was  expe- 
dient that  the  House  should  confine  their 
altenliun  lu  the  (]uestiiin,  whether  it 
were  )iroper  that  they  should  call  the 
attorney  to  the  bar  to  answer  for  his  con- 
duct, or  whether,  instead  of  calling  him 
immediately  forward,  they  should  postpone 
calling  him  before  them  till  to-morrow  P 
I  le  hoped  the  House  was  prepared  tu  main- 
tain its  privileges;  but  he  hoped  nlso,  that 
as  it  was  not  necessary  to  do  so,  they  would 
not  embart:  at  present  on  tlie  question 
raised  by  his  hon.  Friend.  He  thought  that 
all  that  wus  expedient  noiv  was,  that  the 
parties  who  had  violated  tlie  privileges  of 
the  Mouse  should  be  called  forward  to- 
morrow, 

Mr.  Roebuck  observed  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  suggeiied  ihai  the  matter  should 
rest  where  it  was  until  lu-morrow,  and 
that  ilie  parries  tboutd,  in  the  me^nlime, 
find  out  Hbst  the  House  had  resolved 
upon.  NoM  the  dignified,  slraighlfor- 
ward,  simple,  and  manly  course  was  to 
bring  ihem  forward  to  the  bur  immedi- 
ately, and  10  say  to  (hem  ihit  they  (the 
Hou«e)  had  read  their  petition,  and  had 
ictoUed  that  the  action  wliidi  ihey  had 
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brought  wat  a  bnarh  of  privilege.  Ti)?re- 
upon  he  hrtd  no  uouht  wli.it  would  Tollu  v. 
Knowing;  tlie  wdl  and  determinalion  of 
the  Houi.:  in  ilie  mjii<;r.  the  pjr'.ies 
woull  buw  in  *ubmi«»ion  to  (lifm,  and 
would  say  that  tliey  h.idlieen  wronjilyuil- 
vised  in  the  step  which  they  li^id  iiikcn; 
that  lliey  wete  mistaken  in  wliat  they 
did ;  lliai  they  w;rc  aoiry  for  ii  ;  and  that 
now,  npon  being  inftirmed  what  was  the 
determination  of  this  House,  they  were 
ready  to  submit.  That  was  tlic  simple 
coDfje  10  adopt.  The  noble  Lord  viriu- 
ally  proposed  to  shut  up  ihe  whole  mat- 
ter. Could  they  do  the  piiiies  any  in- 
jury by  calling  litem  \a}  Cuuld  they  ri!>lc 
the  dignity  of  the  House  by  calling  iliem 
in  ?  He  was  desirous  that  they  should  be 
immediately  called  to  the  bjr,  and  that 
the  proposal  to  postpone  tlieir  appearance 
till  Io  morrow  should  be  rejected. 

Sir  7'.  IVilde  apprehended  (hat  the 
noble  Lord  was  quite  right  in  suggesting 
that  iha  other  parly  should  not  be  called 
immediately  in.  They  had  resolved  that 
tbe  commeticemGni  of  the  action  was  a 
bleach  of  privilege.  They  bad  nlio  aa 
acknowltdgmeut  by  the  attorney,  who 
presented  a  petitiun,  that  he  ivas  the 
paiiy  who  had  brought  the  nclion.  and  he 
stated  his  reaions  for  bringing  ii.  Tliere- 
foie  there  wis  no  ilnnbi  but  that  be  was 
euiltv  of  a  breaol.  j|  privilege.  The  only 
thing  in  whirh  i,e  differed  irom  Ihe  noble 
l.ufd  was.  II. .>L  they  should  now  come  lu 
a  rcioliition  ihai  their  privileges  hud  been 
infringed,  and  then  urljourn  the  mailer 
over  till  to-morrow.  In  order  to  avoid 
placing  themselves  in  a  situaiion  or  being 
compelled  Io  act,  they  should  give  the 
parlies  an  opportunity  uf  presenting  a  pe- 
illloD,  and  making  their  peace  with  the 
House.  [An  hon.  Member :  If  called 
now,  ihey  might  apologize.]  Apologize  ! 
How  are  ihey  to  apologize?  The  House 
could  not  accept  an  apology  at  the  bar. 
The  Parliamentary  mode  of  apologizing 
was  by  petition.  That  wasthe  only  mode 
ID  which  the  House  could  enlerlain  an 
apology.  The  more  dignified  course 
would  be  (o  adjourn  the  coniidetation  of 
Ihe  subject  till  to-morrow.  If  they  called 
ihe  offending  parties  Io  ihe  bar  to-night, 
they  would,  he  apprehended,  be  com- 
pelled Io  come  lo-night  lo  some  sort  of 
resolution  or  another.  If  they  must  com- 
mit Mr.  Edward*  and  Mr.  Baker,  as  for 
breach  of  privilege,  unless  in  ihe  Parlia. 
mentary  mode  ihey  made  an  apologv  10^ 
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the  Houte,  and  if  the  Home  thought  fii 
to  tit  atill  whilat  tlie  parties  prepared 
ibeir  petition,  all  he  could  aay  was,  thai 
such  wai  neither  the  usual  nor  the  digni- 
fied roarae  of  proceeding.  By  adjourn- 
ing the  n:a[ter  till  to-morrow  there  would 
be  no  difficulty,  at  ihey  might  then  vole 
that  the  parties  had  broken  the  privileges 
of  the  House,  and  then,  if  they  thought 
fit  (o  accept  the  apology,  which  the  par- 
ties might  make  in  the  proper  form,  they 
might  resolve  that  such  apology  was  suf- 
ficient. It  was  not  expedient  to  call 
them  forvard  to-night,  when,  by  their  so 
doine,  the  parties  would  not  hare  the  op- 
portunity of  conciliating  the  House,  and 
confessing  their  error. 

Mr.  Greene  wished  to  ask  the  Speaker 
a  question  in  reference  to  the  point,  as  to 
whether  a  verbal  apology  at  the  har  was 
or  waa  not  aufiicient  to  entitle  a  party  to 
ihe  indulgence  of  the  House.  He  appie- 
hended  that  a  party  standing  at  the  bar, 
and  there  slating,  in  the  presence  of  the 
House,  that  he  regretted  the  course  which 
he  had  taken,  and  praying  the  indulgence 
of  the  House,  would  adopts  course  suf- 
ficient 10  maintain  the  privilegea  of  the 
House,  and  that  the  House  might  act 
upon  auch  a  ilatement.  If  the  parlies 
weie  called  to  the  bar,  and  were  disposed 
10  make  toch  statement  and  applici 
to  the  House,  he  apprehended  that  such 
would,  in  the  present  instance,  be  saffi- 
cienl,  without  calling  upon  the  parties  to 
petition.  Such  a  course  wuuld  be  quite 
sufficient  to  maintain  the  privileges  of  the 
House. 

Sir  Jamet  Graham  wished,  before  the 
Speaker  answered  the  quealion  put  to 
him,  to  remind  him  of  what  the  right  hoo, 
Gentleman  had  most  hkely  not  forgotten, 
that  on  the  first  appearance  of  Howard  at 
Ihe  bar  of  the  House,  submission  was 
nade  verbally,  and  not  by  petition. 

Mr.  Speaker  observed  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  reminded  him  of  a  case 
which  supported  the  views  which  he  had 
originally  entertained  of  the  matter,  that 
it  was  not  absolutely  necessary  that  thi 
parties  should  petition  the  House.  I 
the  parties  ihould  appear  and  submit 
themselves  verbally  at  the  bar  of  the 
House,  that,  he  apprehended,  would  hi 
sufficient.  In  this  case  it  was  necessary 
that  the  House  should  come  to  some  di 
lerminalioo  as  (o  what  he  should  address 
to  the  parties  when  they  were  called 
the  bar. 


Mr.  Bemal  said,  that  ahhoagb  he  was 
disposed  10  concur  in  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  had  said,  he  wis 
also  disposed  to  agree  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Thomas  Wilde), 

ho  suggested  that  that  question  coutd 
not  properly  be  brought  forward  on  the 
present  orcaiion.  Unless  they  were  pre- 
pared to  say  that  the  parties  should  be 
at  once  discharged,  he  was  not  disposed 
to  have  their  attendance  at  the  bar  im- 

ledialely. 
Sir  R.  Inglis  did  not  feel  satisfied  with 

le  statement  of  the  parties  that  they  had 
acted  in  ignorance,  becauie  lie  saw  in 
their  declarations  a  most  studied  avoid- 
ance of  any  reference  to  the  source 
whence  they  obtained  their  information. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  ob- 
served, that  in  the  first  petition  which 
they  had  presented  that  evening,  these 
gentlemen  stated  that  they  apprehended 
that  the  state  of  the  law  was  that  a  wit- 
ness was  protected,  except  when  he  mali- 
ciously and  slanderously  stated  facts 
which  were  not  true,  in  giving  his  evi- 
dence; and  that,  as  a  witness  was  aol 
prelected,  under  such  circumstances,  in  a 
court  ofjustice,  they  lied  argued  that  the 
protection  of  the  Home  of  Commons  ex- 
tended no  further  than  that  afforded  to 
witnesses  by  a  court  of  justice,  and  that 
it  was  under  that  impression  that  they 
had  brought  the  action  against  the  de- 
feodnnt.  He  had  himself  looked  into  the 
law  on  this  matter,  and  found  that  there 
were  strong  opinions  on  the  one  aide  as 
well  as  on  the  other,  as  to  whether  wit- 
nesses were  or  were  not  to  be  protected 
who  gave  evidence  in  a  court  of  justice  of 
matters  not  true,  with  a  slanderous  and 
malicious  intent. 

Sir  R.  Peel  would  repeat  that  he 
thought  liiey  were  entering  into  a  very 
unworthy  contest  with  the  attorneys  in 
the  cause,  as  they  had  got  a  sufticieni 
apology  from  the  principal ;  and  if  snv  in- 
ducement were  wanting  to  desist  fron 
proceeding  further  in  the  matter,  it  now 
appeared  (hat  an  apology  in  a  proper 
form  was  to  be  given  immediately  by  the 
ailarneys. 

Mr.  Granger  observed,  thai  to  him  the 
debate  had  been  very  unsatiafuctory.  H« 
feared  that  their  course  to-night  would 
teach  the  public  that  if  a  man  were  bold 
enough  tu  stand  at  iheir  bar  and  defy 
them,  the  House  would  ihriok  from  pn* 
ceediag  sMiost  bim.      ,  ^  i 
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Uotion  lad  AmeDdment  wilhdrawD. 

Sir  John  Yarde  Bailer  preBented  a  pe- 
tilioa  from  Charlei  Edwards,  Thomas 
Bilter,  and  the  olher  parlies  summoned  lo 
Appear  before  the  House,  stating  thai 
ihef  were  not  aware,  in  bringing  the  ac- 
tion complained  of,  that  they  were  guilt; 
of  a  bleach  of  ifae  piiril^ea  of  the  House, 
opreaiing  iheir  contrilion  at  having  vio- 
lated ils  privileges,  and  ihrowing  them- 
scUei  upon  the  indulgence  of  ihe  House. 

Viicouni  f/oun'cjt  obeerved  that  all  that 
now  remained  lo  be  done  was  that  the 
House  should  come  to  the  same  resolution 
a*  it  bad  come  to  in  the  case  of  Mr. 
Phillips,  and  state  ihat,  in  consideratiua 
that  Charles  Edwards,  Thomas  Baker, 
and  other*,  had,  in  the  pelilion  presented 
by  ihem,  disclaimed  all  intention  of  iio- 
litiog  the  privileges  of  that  House,  and 
bid  expressed  Iheir  contrition  for  their 
offence,  >nd  prayed  for  the  lenient  consid- 
eration of  the  House ;  on  account  of  the 
same,  the  House  did  not  deem  it  neces- 
sary to  take  any  further  steps  for  the  pun- 
ishment of  the  said  oSence.  He  begged, 
Iherefore,  to  move  that  Resolution ;  and 
he  would  not  prolong  the  discussion  fur- 
ther, except  to  state,  that  nothing  could 
be  a  more  complete  misapprehension  of 
bis  views  than  what  was  staled  by  the 
boD.  Member  for  Durham  (Mr.  Granger) 
«bea  he  obseived  that  be  (Lord  HowicL) 
and  others  were  disposed  lo  shrink  ftoi 
asteriiDg  the  privileges  of  the  House.  H 
was  disposed  to  maintain  ihe  privileges  ( 
■be  House. 

A  Resolution  similar  lo  that  agreed  to 
in  the  case  of  Phillips  was  adopted,  and 
ill  the  parties  ordered  to  be  discharged 
liom  further  attendance  on  the  House. 
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Colleges  (Ibelamd)  Bill.]  House 
in  Commiitee  on  the  Colleges  (Ireland) 
Bill. 

On  Clauie  U, 

Mr.   Bwtkwick  wished   that  Ihe  stu- 
dents ahoold  be  required  to  attend  divine 
service   in  their  respective  churches  a 
chapels  daily;  and  also  that  the  Tollowi 
clause  be  inserted  after  Clause  1 4 : — 

■*  And  for  the  better  securing  the  due  at- 
tendance of  the  iludeati  in  the  laid  College! 
Edi  diiine  worship,  iccoriiiiig  to  the  creeds 
which  they  severally  profess  to  hold,  b 
tnuled,  llist  it  shall  be  lawful  for  the  pi 
d«Dt  and  professors,  or  olher  governing  body 
of  each  of  die  said  Colleges  which  shall  be  coo- 
'  0  and  by  the  ssid  letter*  patent, 


College  for  the  use  of  chaplains,  lobe  endowed 
the  same  manner  and  by  the  same  authority 
the  proressors  \  and  that  within  such  chapelt 
prayers  shall  be  said,  and  divine  worship  cele- 
brated twice  every  day,  according  to  Ihe  forms 
required  by  such  religious  creeds  as  shall  be 
recognised  by  such  governing  body ;  and  that 
regulations  shall  be  made  for  the  due  attend- 
ance of  the  students  on  divine  worship  at  such 
of  the  said  chapels  as  shall  be  approved  by 
their  parents  or  guardians  respectively." 

He  should  likewise  propose  the  omission 
of  Clause  14.  Having  given  his  silent 
ipport  to  the  principle  of  the  Bill,  he 
should  not  now  avail  himself  of  this  op- 
portunity of  reopening  thai  discussion 
which  occupied  the  House  on  the  second 
readtDg;  but  should  slate  briefly  the 
grounds  on  which  he  sought  lo  introduce 
0  the  measure  what  he  believed  to  be 
change  of  principle,  but  an  important 
provision  for  carrying  into  effect  the  objects 
Majesty's  Government  had  in  view. 
IS  admitted  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
that  no  education  could  be  sound  that 
was  not  based  on  religion.  Under  whatever 
circumstances  man  was  found,  whether  in 
savage  or  civilized  life,  the  one  motive 
which  especially  governed  all  his  actions, 
and  shaped  his  social  and  civil  existence, 
was  a  religious  motive.  That  was  a  prin- 
ciple in  human  nature  which  the  Legisla- 
ture was  bound  to  recognise  in  bringing 
forward  a  measure  for  the  education  and 
improvement  of  the  people,  la  fact,  no 
legislation  could  be  sound  which  did  not 
recognise,  and  endeavour  as  far  as  possible 
to  control  and  guide,  the  religious  princi- 
ple in  man.  The  great  difficulty  in  the 
present  instance  arose  from  the  religious 
hotlilily  among  the  professors  of  rival 
creedt.  If,  for  example.  Dr.  Higgins,  who 
bad  been  elevated  lo  the  episcopal  bench 
in  his  Church,  the  Bishop  of  Cashel,  and 
Dr.  Cooke  of  Belfast — a  man  who  held  a 
high  rank  in  the  Presbyterian  Church — 
were  appoioled  to  GU  the  chairs  of  the 
Professors  of  Theology  in  the  new  Col- 
leges,  he  thought  the  dogmatic  lectures  of 
those  men  (eminent  and  talented  as  be 
admitted  them  lobe)  would  be  anything 
but  calculated  lo  promote  religious  charity 
among  ihe  students.  The  object  of  the 
proposition  he  made  was  to  change  the 
character  of  the  religions  instruction  alto- 
gether— to  make  it,  not  didactic,  but  li- 
turgic — to  instruct  the  students,  not  by 
lectures  delivered  ex  cathedra,  but  by 
means  of  tha  liturgy  provided  by  their  re- 
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103 


Collegis 


{COMMONS} 


(/reiind}. 


104 


place  religious  instructiOD  in  the  Colleges 
about  to  be  established   io  Ireland, 
fooiintr  similar   to    that    of  Oxfocd   and 
Cambridge.     The  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keord  Fatd  he    received    no   religious 
■Irurtion  at  Oxrord,  except  what  he 
ceived  at  chapel;  and  that  there  was 
tcligious  instruction   provided    there   for 
the  sludeiils  than  at  the  College  at  Edin- 
burgh.    The  hon.  Genlleman,  in  saying 
so,  was  dealing  with  those  unknown  quan- 
Itties  with  which   he  had  become  so  well 
aiquaiiiied  al  Trinity.     He  liimseir  (Mr. 
Bur'.hwick)  had  had  opportunities  ofknow- 
ing  that  in  the  College  oT  Edinburgh  the 
siudents  were  asked  no  questions  about 
religion,  unless  they  were  intended  for  [he 
Church  of  Scotland  ;  and  in   ihat  case, 
I  hey  were   required   Io   attend   the  prelec- 
lioiis  of  the  Divinity  Professor.     But  ai 
Oxford  and    Cambridge,  if  a   student  at- 
leaded  chapel  regularly  during  ihree  years. 
he   would    have  had   an  opporluniiy  of 
hearing  the  whole  of  the  Old  Testament 
read  three  times,  and  tlie  whole  of  the 
New  Testament  nine  timet,  independently 
of  the  selections  of  the  Liturgy.     By  this 
means,  an  eniire  system  of  Christian  the- 
ology, from  ibc  first  Sunday  in  Advent 
till  the  last  Sunday  in  Trinity,  was  brought 
before  the  minds  of  the  siudenia.     He 
could  not  conceive  a  more  complete  syi 
lem  of  religious  instruction  ihnn  that  a 
forded    IO   the  students   at   Oxford   on 
Cambridge.    It  was  toIU  of  Mr.  Pill,  ih; 
while  in  Pembroke  College,  he  never  ini< 
sed  attended  chapel  morning  or  evenin 
lor  u  single  day.     If  ilie  provision  whii^ 
he  had  proposed  were  adopted,  (he  tenel 
of  the  Church  of  England,  and  also  thus 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  could  be 
taught  without  bringing  sectarian  points 
before  the  minds  of  the  students.     As  the 
Ftesbylerian  Church  had  no  liturgy,  they 
might  meet  for  daily  prayer.     The  reason 
why  it  was  not  necessary   to  leach  dog- 
malic  theology  to  every  sludent  in  Oxford 
and  Cambridge  was,  because  in  ihe  former 
there  were  seventeen  chapels,  and   in  ihe 
laiter  twenty'Tour,  open  twice  every  day. 
He  saw  no  necessity  for  the  appointment 
of  professors  of  dogmatic  theology.  There 
was  no  sectarian  mathematics,  no  Roman 
Calbolic  geology,  no  Protestant  anatomy. 
All  ihat  was  necessary  on  the  subject  of 
general  learning  and  science  might  be  com- 
municated without  interfering  with  or  en- 
couiaging  Ihe  sectarian  prejudices  of  any 
body,     but  if  profeison*  clisira  of  theo- 


logy wereinslituled,  religious  rinconr and 
uncharitable  feeling  among  the  students 
would  be  the  inevitable  result.  He  be- 
lieved the  Bill  before  the  House  was  cal- 
culated to  effect  the  grccitest  good  in  Ire- 
i.'^nd  ;  and  ihal  ihe  only  impediment  to 
thai  good  would  he  ihe  14Lh  Clause  as  it 
then  stood.  He  believed  the  pioposilion 
he  made,  if  adopted,  would  communicate 
far  more  religious  instruction,  while  it 
would  be  free  from  the  disadvantage  of 
intermixing  that  instruction  with  anything 
of  a  sectarian  or  uncharitable  nature. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  wished   it  to  be  nn- 
derslocd  that  in  opposing  this  Bill  he  was 
influenced  by  no  uncharitable  feeling  to- 
wards the  Roman    Catholics   of  Ireland. 
He  entertained  great  respect  for  the  talent 
of  the  Government,  but  deeply  regretted 
inconsistency.     Consistency  was  the 
igest  and  greatest  virtue  of  a  Govern- 
ment.    But  the  present  Government  hid 
bitcd  a  subservient  expediency,  and  a 
ng  desire  to  go  lo  the  opposite  side. 
He  regretted  lo  see  such  Bills  as  this  and 
the  Mayuooth  Bill  emanating  from  parties 
professing  the    Proteslani  religion.      He 
lid  not  place  much  reliance  on  the  pro- 
sions  of  men  who  acted  so  inconais- 
lly ;  fur  he  judged  of  men  by  their  con- 
:t  and  not  by  their  professions.     There 
were  limes  when  he  could  not  believe  that 
the  right  hon.  the  First  Lord  of  the  Trea- 
suiy  und  the  ri^ht  hon.  the  Secrelrary  of 
Stale  for  the  Home  Depart>nent  could  be 
capableofbringing  forward  such  measures  ; 
but  now  those  Gentlemen    were  playing 
the  cards  in  a  m.imier  that  no  one  had 
expected.     He  had  opposed   this  Bill  nt 
ils  introduction;  he  should  oppose  it  at 
the  bringing  up  of  the  Report,  and  also 
at  Ihe  third  reading,  and  no  modifJcation 
of  it  would  reconcile  him  lo  il.     He  re- 
freileil  very  much  that  ihe  Government 
were  acting  with  two  faces  under  a  hood, 
and  not  in  the  manner  which  they  had 
led    the  country    to   believe  they  would 
act. 

Sir  J.  Graham  regretted  ihat  the  course 
which  he  and  his  Colleagues  ihon^ht  it 
their  duly  to  pursue,  did  not  meet  with  the 
ipprobation  of  the  hon.  and  gallai     " 
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great  imparlance,  and  not  brought  forwaid 
without  a  strong  sense  of  its  necessity. 
He  thanked  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  cur- 
tailing the  observations  lie  had  intended 
lo  make,  and  f^ir  abstaining  from  a  di!<- 
cutiion  of  Ihe  generfti  principles  of  the  mea- 
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sure,  itiough  at  the  tame  lime  lie  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  must  say  llie  speech  of  iNe  lion. 
Member  was  somewhat  discursive.  The 
hoii.  ticntletnan  must  see  lliat  he  was 
riiiilng  a  qufsiion  quite  dtnlinct  from  tiiat 
conttiinfd  iti  the  cUuse  before  the  House. 
The  queslioti  of  catechetical  or  liturgical 
instruction  was  provided  for  in  other 
clauses  of  the  Bill.  With  respect  to  re- 
ligjuus  worship  in  the  boarding-houses  to 
be  licensed  under  this  Bill,  his  hon.  Friend 
Ihe  Member  for  the  West  Ridine  of  York 
(Mr.  S.  Wortley)  had  given  notice  of  an 
Ameodmenl,  namely,  an  addition  lo  this 
clause  with  respect  to  tiie  religious  instruc- 
tion to  be  given  in  those  hall;,  and  to  that 
Amendment  it  was  not  his  inieuiion  lo 
otfer  the  least  obitriiction.  With  respect 
10  (be  halls,  he  had  no  objection  to  the 
employment  of  relit:ious  Instiuciion.  With 
reiptct  to  the  ihiid  case,  namely,  the  case 
of  Bludenis  living  with  iheir  parents  or 
guardians,  he  thought  that  in  such  a  case 
as  that  the  parents  and  guardians  ought 
to  be  the  bfSt  judges  of  what  was  ne- 
cessary for  the  religious  instruction  of  the 
Rludents  under  their  care  and  control. 
Neither  would  he  consent  to  omit  the 
words  which  his  hon.  Friend  proposed  to 
omit.  His  hun.  Friend  proposed  that 
without  the  consent  of  the  Crown  the  go- 
verning body  of  each  of  those  Colleges 
■hould  be  competent  to  make  regulations 
for  the  religious  instruction  of  (he  students 
and  pupils  within  the  College  itself.  Now, 
the  words  used  in  this  clause  were — 

"  Anil  that  religioui  teachers  recognised  by 
llic  governing  body,  may,  with  the  consent  of 
tlie  governing  body,  and  the  consent  of  llie 
Crown  having  been  previously  oblaiued,  have 
the  use  of  such  rooms,  &c.'' 
The  question  had  already  been  raised  that 
in  those  Collefes  chaplains  should  be  ap- 
pointed. The  sense  of  the  Commitlee  had 
decided  against  that  propo.sitioD,  and,  li 
fortiori,  he  must  suppose  that  the  sense 
of  the  Committee  would  be  adverse  lo  the 
ettablishmeat  of  chapels  in  these  Colleges, 
As  he  understood  the  proposition  of  bis 
noble  Friend,  it  was,  that  ctiBplains  should 
be  appointed,  and  that  chapels  should  be 
built  within  the  walls  of  those  Colleges  ; 
and  that  Ihe  attendance  of  the  students 
should  be  compulsorily  enforced  in  those 
places  of  religious  teaching  and  worship. 
Now,  it  seemed  to  him  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
that  any  such  forced  attendance,  whether 
of  pupils  under  the  control  of  their  parents 
aitd  guaidiaDs,  or  of  pupils  emancipated 


from  parental  control— it  seemed  lo  him 
that  lo  make  the  aitendance  of  those  pu. 
pils  forced  and  compulsory,  would  be  n 
ereat  stretch  of  authority.  His  hnn. 
Friend  had  said,  that  the  great  basis  of  all 
knowledge  should  be  religous  instruction. 
From  thai  proposition  he  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
was  not  disposed  to  diascni.  But  they 
mu9t  see  that  the  case  of  Ireland  was  a 
very  peculiar  case,  and  it  uas  necessary 
to  consider  the  present  measure  strictly 
applicable  lo  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  Ireland.  Now,  for  instance,  if  they 
were  to  attempt  toenfcrrcany  system  of 
religious  instruction  according,  for  in- 
stance, exclusively  with  the  tenets  of  the 
Protestant  religion,  the  effect  of  such  a 
measure  would  be  practically  to  exclude 
seven-eighths  of  Ihe  population  of  Ireland. 
Effects  equiiily  objeciionable  would  follow 
if  they  were  to  set  up  exclusively  the 
tenets  oT  any  particular  sect.  If  they  were 
to  confound  religious  with  secular  instruc- 
lion,  they  must  adopt  some  plan  in  which 
all  might  participate  ;  and  if  they  were  to 
adopt  a  plan  in  which  all  mig'hl  parti- 
cipate, they  must  exclude  all  points  of 
religious  difference.  There  remained  (hen 
only  one  course  open,  and  that  was  now 
under  discussion,  namely,  that  religious 
instruction  should  be  provided  for  in  the 
hich  it   was  provided  for  in 
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Amendment,  which  he  considered  to  be  at 
variance  with  the  principle  of  (he  Bill. 

Mr.  Wyie  had  no  doubt  that,  with  the 
marked  zeal  which  the  Catholic  hierarchy 
anil  clergy  had  in  ihe  worstof  times  provided 
for  (he  spiritual  wants  of  their  flocks— a 
zeal  which  he  could  not  so  far  wrong  them 
as  to  suppose  for  an  instant  could  be 
abated — they  would  be  eager  to  make  ini. 
mediate  provision,  with  the  generous  co- 
operation of  the  laity,  which  could  not 
be  belter  given  than  in  such  a  cause,  not 
only  for  chaplains  in  their  respective  halls, 
but  for  those  profesnoiships  of  religion  in 
that  ample  sense  to  which  he  had  just 
referred,  embracing  not  doctrine  only, and 
its  important  scriptural  and  traditional 
evidences,  but  its  history  and  histoiic  in- 
fluences upon  every  age  and  generation. 
He  believed,  that  at  no  period  were  the 
Catholic  clergy  more  animaied  by  the  Jeep 
and  sacred  convictions  of  the  necessity  of 
religious  ins(ruc(ion  and  teaching.  It  Mas, 
he  knew,  (he  fashion  in  other  places,  he 
was  sorry  to  add  at  times  also  in  ihat 
Home,  to  represent  the  Catholic  hierarchy 
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ai  adverie  lo  ihfi  religioui  teaching  or 
iheir  flocki,  and  afiVcted  by  a  dread  or  the 
resulu  of  a  free  circulation  of  the  holy 
word  of  God  amongtt  ihe  people.  He  wa> 
glad  to  faa*e  an  oppoituoily  afforded  bioi, 
here  in  Tace  of  other  religioui  commu- 
nion*, and  in  the  midit  of  the  Commoni 
of  Enxlaod,  on  Doequivocal  anthorilj,  lo 
repndiale  the  calomny.  He  held  in  bis 
hand*  a  paaiage  purporting  to  be  an  ex- 
liact  from  a  speech  staled  to  have  been 
made  by  the  Piotestaot  Bishop  of  Cashel 
and  Waterrord.  at  the  Sixth  AnnoalMeel- 
ins  of  the  Charch  Education  Society, 
March  27,  1845.  He  quoted  fiom  the 
Dublin  Evating  Pott  of  the  same  date. 
At  that  meeting,  which  was  numerooslj 
atlended,  he  is  repotted  to  have  laid — 

"Thailhey  ware  assembled,  notaloaenpoQ 
a  tobjecl  of  pounds,  shillings,  and  pence,  hut 
vponooe  of  principle — upon  ihc  prindple  upon 
which  Ibe  Cbnrch  was  based  at  ihe  lime  of  the 
IUfonnation,wbeo  they  separated  from  the  Ro- 
mish Chnrch  —  the  priocipie  of  Ki*ing  to  all 
classes  a  free  access  lo  Iha  word  of  God, which 
their  Society  would  diffuse,  and  which  it  was 
Deccsssry  to  the  exisleaca  of  the  Church  of 
Rome  lo  suppress." 

Not,  to  (bit  asiettioQ — he  would  charac- 
terize it  by  DO  harsher  term — of  the  rigbt 
rer.  Prelate,  he  could  only  oppose  facts 
— facts  Toached  for  by  an  aothorily  at 
least  not  inferior  lo  hia  own  for  veracity 
or  any  other  Christian  quality,  be  referred 
to  the  venerated  Dr.  Denvir.  That  most 
respectable  prelate  stated  that  previously 
10  1839.  Mr.  Smyth  published  11,000 
copies,  Meura.  SimmoDS  and  M'lnlyre, 
ISioOO,  Mr.  Mairs,  9,000,  and  Mr. 
Archer,  2,000.  From  that  period,  Sim- 
mom  and  M'Intyre  have  pablished  22,000 
copies,  Mr.  Archer  3,000  Testaments  am' 
600  Bibles,  in  all,  72,600  copies  of  ihi 
Catholic  Scriptnre*  in  one  town,  at  tbe 
loweat  jrice ;  giving  no  evidence,  certain. 
ly,  of  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  venera- 
ble prelate,  under  whose  aathoriiy  ihey 
appeared,  of  the  desire  mentioned  by  the 
Btsfaop  of  Cashel  to  suppress  the  Holy 
Scriptures.  Bat  was  ibis  all  7  He  had 
another  document  still  more  striking  to 
refer  to.  In  the  number  of  the  Natitm, 
Feb.  B,  1845,  tbe  Bishop  of  Cashel,  if  he 
ever  referred  to  such  paper,  would  find 
the  following  adveriiaement : — 

"The  cfaeapesi   Catholic  Bible  of  Ihe 
ever   published.     Itiehsrd  Cojne,  4,   Cape)> 
street,   has   piiblifhed    in  Iwelv*  pnrlt,  si  fij. 
eMh,  a  siereoiypc  edition  of  the  ilol/  Bible, 
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1*0,  conlaiDing  1.!i;6  pagei  oflelter  pren, 

jble  columni.     Each  part  contains  uineiy- 

pages." 
And  to  this  is  subjoined  the  followioi;  re- 
commendation, signed   so  early  as   1829 
by  tweuty-four  Catholic  bishops,  beaded 
by  the  Most  Rev,  Dr.  Murray  : — 

This  new  edition  of  the  English  Version 
of  the  Bible,  printed,  with  our  permiFsion,  by 
Richard  Coyne,  4,  Capel-streei,  collated  by 
lUT  direction,  wiih  tbe  ClemenciDe  Vulfjate ; 
ikewise,  with  ihe  Douay  Version  of  Ihe  Old 
Tnlament  of  1609,  and  with  the  lUiemiih 
ion  of  tbe  New  Testament  of  1583,  and 
with  the  Dthtr  approved  English  Versiooi,  we, 
by  oui  authoiiiy,  approve.  And  we  declare 
that  the  same  may  be  used  with  great  spiritual 
profit  by  the  faithful ;  provided  it  be  read  with 
the  due  reverence  and  the  proper  dispositions. 
— Given  at  Dublin,  2nd  September,  1829." 
Nor  was  this  an  idle  letter;  ihe  Rev. 
Theobald  Malhew,  a  name  not  to  be  men- 
tioned in  any  assembly  of  Christians  with- 
gralitude  and  respect,  was  not  less 
zealous  for  the  dissemination  of  the  sacred 
volume  than  tbe  prelates  themselves.  He 
would  take  the  liberty  to  read  to  tbe 
House  the  short  Address  which  he  direct- 
ed to  (he  Temperance  Societies  : — 

"  Uj  dear  Friends— As  the  united  Catho- 
lic hiihopi  of  Ireland  have  especially  recom- 
mended the  faithful  under  their  jurisdiction, 
'  lo  read  with  due  reverence  and  proper  dis. 
positions  the  Holy  Bible  pablishtd  by  R. 
Coyne,'  and  as  he  now  proposes  to  issue  the 
Divine  Volume  under  llie  same  authority,  in 
twelve  parts,  at  6d.  encb,  so  as  to  suit  the 
means  and  circumstances  of  all  classes — in 
order  to  assist  in  carrying  into  practical  effect 
the  recommendation  of  the  venerable  prelates, 
I  humbly,  bnt  most  earnestly,  entreat  all  the 
members  of  the  varioni  Total  Abstinence  So- 
cieties, who,  I  trust,  by  being  members  of  so- 
cieties which  have  prcHJuced  order,  peace,  and 
tranquillity,  are  prepared  to  read  ilie  Holy 
Scriptures  with  '  due  reverence  and  proper 
dispoiitiani.'  " 

It  will  be  remarked  in  this,  that  tbe  coudi- 
tion  is, '  with  due  reverence  and  proper  dis- 
poaitions,'  and  from  a  version  authoriied 
by  the  Catholic  Charcb,  and  with  tbe 
commentaries  consonant  to  lier  belief  and 
interpretation.  If  the  Catholic  objects  lo 
a  copy  of  the  Scriptures,  or  rather  to  its 
being  forced  upon  him,  it  is  not  on  tbe 
ground  (far  from  it)orits  being  the  Scrip- 
tures, hot  of  its  being  a  version  which 
be  does  not  consider  authentic,  and  its 
being  unaccompanied  with,  in  his  belief, 
accurate   and  faithful  interpretaiion. 

Viscount  Bernnrtt  said,  tbnt  it  was  no- 
torious that  Ihe  Roman  Catholic  clergy,  in 
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ihcir  chapeli,  denounced  ili«!  reading  of 
ibe  Sacred  Scii|ilufe«.  Would  any  Ron. 
Member  deny  that?  Would  the  hon. 
Member  Tor  Keir;  deny  ihat  in  the 
western  part  of  tba  county  of  Ken;, 
where  a  great  uuniber  of  conveili  bad 
been  made  by  the  leading  of  ilic  Scri|>- 
turei,  ihoae  conTertt  could  not  publicly 
appear  in  those  diatriclt  where  tliey  re- 
sided without  meeting  ofTence  ?  h  wai 
Hteleis  to  deny  ihat  the  Romao  Calboiic 
clergy  were  oppoted  to  the  uae  of  the 
Scriptuiei  hy  Ihote  whom  they  guided. 

Mr.  Redingto*  denied  (hat  the  Roman 
clergy  were  oppoted  to  (he  use  of  the 
Neriptures.  With  reipect  to  the  present 
clause,  although  it  was  not  framed  alto- 
gether in  ibe  way  in  which  be  wiuhed,  yel 
he  would  oppose  the  Amendmeot,  and 
give  hia  support  to  the  clause. 

Mr.  Wyte  mult  again  assert  that  the 
Roman  Caihnlic  clergy  took  pains  in  cir- 
culating the  Scriptures.  In  proof  of  this, 
he  need  only  refer  to  the  advertisement, 
which  he  bad  ju«t  read  lo  the  House,  from 
R.  Coyne,  a  Roman  Catholic  bookseller, 
advertising  "  the  cheapest  Bible  ever  pub- 
lished," the  circulattou  of  which  wds  re- 
commended by  aeveral  Roman  Catbolic 
bishops. 

Mr.  Bortlmict  replied  :  He  had  endea- 
voured, on  opening  this  subject,  to  con- 
fine himself  as  closely  as  possible  to  ibe 
■object  of  debate.  He  regretted  to  per- 
ceive Ihat  that  House  seemed  untitled  lo 
ihe  discussion  of  a  religioua question — not 
ihat  a  religious  question  was  unfitted  for 
the  House,  but  the  Home  seemed  unfitted 
lo  the  discuscion  of  a  religious  queiiion. 
His  single  object  was  to  sobslilote  liturgi- 
cal for  didactical  ioiiruction.  Now  let  them 
■oppose  the  cane  of  Bishop  Daly,  of  Dr. 
Higgins,  and  Dr.  Cooke,  ihree  clergymen 
of  strong  opinions,  inculcating  those  opin- 
ions each  upon  the  pupils  of  his  own 
creed.  He  could  conceive  nothing  more 
calculated  to  lead  to  religious  dissension 
amongst  tbe  students  at  those  Colleges. 
He  regretted  deeply  ihat  tbe  right  hon. 
Genllrman  had  determined  lo  oppose  bis 
Amendment.  However,  aa  he  saw  no 
chance  of  carrying  it,  against  the  right 
hon. Oentteman's  opposition,  he  considered 
it  would  baonly  a  waste  of  time  to  put  the 
Committee  to  (he  trouble  of  dividing.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  slated  that  he  withdrew 
his  Amendment, 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Sir  T.  At/and mojvi  Bftcrlheivurdt"or 
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to  hold  office  therein,"  Ihe  insertion  of  the 
words  "  except  as  hereinafter  provided ;" 
and  he  moved  that  addition  for  the  pur- 
pose of  introducing  a  clause  to  the  fol- 
lowing effect  :— 

"  Provided  always  that  any  psnon  appointed 
to  be  president,  vice-president,  or  niBinber  of 
the  gaTcming  body  of  each  of  such  Colleges, 
tliall,  before  Tie  enter  upon  the  duties  of  any 
of  ihe  said  offices,  make  and  subscribe  the 
follawing  declaration  : — '  I,  A.  B.,  do  solemnly 
and  siucerelj  declare  thai  t  acknowledge  and 
receive  the  Holy  Scriptures  of  the  Old  and 
New  Testament  as  cootsiniog  the  revealed 
will  of  Almighty  God.'" 
He  hid  paid  the  deepest  attention  to  this 
Bill,  and  had  given  it  ibroughout  a  xealous, 
but  he  must  confess  at  first  a  reluctant 
support.  He  had  followed  his  right  liOD. 
Friend  in  the  difficulties  which  encom- 
passed him  on  ibii  subject.  They  all  felt 
that  Cbristiaoily  should  be  the  basil  of 
aoy  measure  on  the  subject  of  education  ; 
but  then  came  tbe  question  of  sect  and 
religious  diifereiice.  He  had  at  first  hoped, 
that  religious  education  might  have  been 
provided  for  each  of  the  three  great  sects 
in  Ireland;  but  every  day  since  he  had 
more  and  more  fell  the  impossibility  of 
doing  this.  He  made  these  statemeota  to 
show  that  ha  felt  the  difBculties  of  this 
subject,  and  had  no  unfriendly  feeling 
towards  the  present  Bill.  He  mnde  these 
slalements  also,  because  they  made  out 
bis  case.  He  wished  lo  procure  such  secu- 
rities as  might  be  provided  for  the  proper 
performance  of  their  duties  on  (he  part  of 
those  in  whose  hands  they  were  about  lo 
leave  the  education  of  Irish  youth.  Hia 
right  hon.  Friend  had  said  that  any  at- 
tempt 00  the  part  of  a  professor  to  sap  the 
religion  of  any  atndent  would  be  suc- 
ceeded by  instant  disroistal.  But  the 
ParliameDl  should  not  leave  such  a  matter 
in  the  hands  of  the  Government.  The 
Legislature,  on  the  face  of  ihe  Rill,  should 
declare  their  object  and  intenlioD.  For 
this  purpose  he  had  delermined  to  propose 
some  lest  or  declaration  lo  be  made  by  the 
professors  and  governing  body  of  the  Col- 
lege. If  any  better  mode  of  meeting  the 
difficulty  could  be  so^ested,be  should  be 
moat  happy  to  adopt  it  to  tbe  place  of  his 
own  ;  but  in  the  absence  of  any  auch 
suggestion,  he  be^ed  to  press  his  own 
proposal  upon  tbe  attention  of  the  House. 
His  inclination  would  have  been  to  have 
applied  (he  test  or  declaration  contained 
In  his  claase  to  all  the  professors  of  |he 
Colleges,  ibaujjh  doubless  ii  was  inpr 
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important  vilh  rrgard  lo  aomc  than 
others;  but  wishinj;  lo  imitale  the  liberal 
and  generous  spirit  which  had  been  mani. 
feiled  towards  the  Governnicnt  by  the  other 
aide  of  the  House,  lie  was  willing  lo  leave 
that  question  [o  tlie  decision  of  llie  go- 
verning body,  placing  confidence  in  them 
and  the  Government  by  whom  they  would 
be  appointed.  In  preparing  the  declara- 
tion which  he  intended  lo  propose,  his 
object  was  lo  place  a  barageinstinfidelily  ; 
but  at  the  same  time  not  to  introduce  a 
word  which  could  give  the  least  pain  lo 
any  class  of  persons  believing  in  Divine 
Revclalion.  In  support  of  the  form  of 
declaration  which  he  proposed  he  roichl 
quote  from  the  third  volume  of  the  Re' 
miniscences  of  Dr.  Arnold,  a  passage,  in 
which  Dr.  Arnold,  speaking  oT  mon  diT- 
ferent  religious  sects,  said,  "  We  all  be- 
lieve dial  the  books  oT  the  Old  and  New 
Testament  contain  (iod's  revealed  will  lo 
man."  He  was  willin;;  lo  take  his  Tull 
share  of  the  responsibility  of  this  measure 
a*  it  stood ;  but  he  felt  (hat  it  wanted 
this  conclusion,  in  onler  to  secure  it 
■glinst  abuse,  and  in  order  to  render  ihat 
homage  to  the  religious  feelings  of  both 
countries,  of  the  value  of  which  he  was 
sure  they  were  not  insensible.  The  hon. 
Baronet  concluded  by  moving:,  nfter  the 
woid*  "  or  10  hold  office  therein,"  to  add 
"  except  as  hereinafter  provided." 

Sir  J.  Grakaat  said,  that  he  rose  to 
address  ihe  House  with  great  pain ;  but 
be  could  assure  his  hon.  Friend  thai  the 
Governmenl  were  quite  sensible  that  he 
was  actuated  by  no  unkindness  to  iheifi ; 
but  thai,  on  ili«  conirary,  they  felt  bound 
to  acknowledge  the  support  which  he  had 
fciven  litem  on  ihal  Bill — a  support  nhicb, 
for  many  leasons,  it  must  hnve  been  pain- 
ful forliim  lo  give.  His  affectionate  re- 
gard for  his  hon.  Friend  personally,  and 
hi*  resprct  for  his  principles,  rendered  it 
painful  to  him  to  resist  his  proposition ; 
and  if  he  trere  not  convinced  ihat  he  could 
not,  consistently  with  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  assent  lo  it,  nothing  would  have  in- 
duced him  lo  oSer  ihe  opposition  which 
he  was  compelled  to  give  lo  ihe  Motion, 
No  man  more  deeply  regretled  the  discus- 
sion of  such  subjects  in  that  House ;  but 
it  had  been  bis  unfortunate  lot,  in  propos- 
ing messutes  for  the  last  few  years,  to 
have  given  more  frequent  rise  to  dJicui- 
sioDs  of  that  nature  than  perhaps  any 
other  man.  tic  was  most  anxious  to  treat 
ihe  subject  Willi  the  ulmiQit  reverence  and 


respect.  His  own  temper  and  feelinp 
inclined  bim  to  do  so.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  said  that  it  was  only  in  the  absence 
of  all  general  security  fur  religious  leach- 
ing that  he  had  felt  himself  driven  lo  pro- 
pose the  particular  test  contained  in  hii 
clause;  but  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  must  siv 
that  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk,  that  ihe  safety  of  (his  measure 
rested  on  the  weight  of  public  opinion, 
and  of  responsibility  brought  lo  bear  upon 
the  present  and  all  future  Administra- 
tions; and  he  certainly  could  not  have 
sanctioned  the  absence  of  all  religious  (est 
as  to  the  principals  and  professors  of  iheie 
Colleges,  if  the  nomination  of  them  and  ■ 
power  of  removal  also  had  not  been  vested 
in  the  Crown.  He  considered  that  secu- 
rity in6niiely  preferable  lo  (he  one  now 
proposed.  He  admitted  the  weight  of  Dr. 
Arnold's  authority:  but  he  was  bound  to 
point  out  to  the  Committee  that  the  words 
of  the  proposed  lest  would  be  no  sufficient 
security  against  the  evil  which  they  were 
intended  to  provide  against.  The  professor 
would  at  once,  wheo  required  to  make 
this  declaration,  put  the  quesiion,  "To 
what  version  of  the  Scriptures  do  you 
allude?"  Were  Protestants  all  agreed 
upon  one  version?  Had  not  Unitarians 
an  entirely  difTiirent  version  from  that  of 
the  Estabiish'^d  Church  7  Would  not  the 
Unitarian  take  the  test  in  a  different  aenie 
from  llie  members  of  the  Established 
Church?  Andas  to  the  books  of  the  Old 
Teitamenl,  were  there  not  very  matetiil 
differences  between  the  Protestant  and 
Roman  Catholic  versions  ?  He  was  grieved 
to  enter  into  such  a  discussion;  but  it  was 
forced  upon  him.  He  could  point  out  other 
reaions  why  the  proposed  test  was  insuf- 
ficient for  its  object,  but  he  abstaineil 
from  pursuing  a  subject  of  that  kind.  He 
thought  he  had  showo  that  the  words- 
open  on  other  grounds  lo  great  objections 
— would  give  no  security  for  the  promotion 
of  sound  religious  instruction;  whilst,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  Bill  provided  ample 
security  against  any  attempts  to  sap  the 
religious  principles  of  the  students.  So 
far  from  discourajjing  religious  education, 
they  had  supplied  every  inducement  to 
provide  religious  instruclion  out  of  the 
walls  of  the  College,  and  within  the  walls 
the;  had  afforded  facilities  for  giving  such 
inilruction.  It  was  not  from  any  doubt  in 
his  raind,  therefore,  that  religion  vriu  the 
basis  of  all  human  knowledge,  that  lie 
opposed  the  Motion;  he  believed  that  n* 


113  CoUtges  f  July  7}^  (Ireland).  114 

lie  was  willing  to  Bccept  il,  though  it 
might  not  CO  to  ihe  extent  of  doing  more 
than  partially  mitigating;  the  evils  of  ihia 
system.  Having  listened  to  the  discus- 
sions which  had  taken  place  on  other 
clauses  of  this  Bill,  too,  he  could  not 
change  the  opinion  he  had  hitherto  enter- 
tained upon  it,  viz.,  that  it  was  not  a  Bill 
which  ought  to  meet  with  the  support  of 
thai  House.  Tiiat  opinion  he  enierlained 
religiously  ;  and,  in  repealing  his  objec- 
tions to  it  for  the  last  time,  he  must  add, 
that  he  did  not  believe  this  Bill  would  pro- 
duce any  good  effect;  and  hi*  only  hope 
was,  that  it  would  produce  do  effect  what- 
ever. 

Sir  R.  Peet  said,  (hat  the  proposition 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  was  simply  a  precau- 
tion against  infidetily.  But  was  infidelity 
an  evil  to  Ireland,  agninst  which  it  was 
necessary  for  ihem  to  legislate  ?  He  did 
not  believe  there  was  a  country  in  the 
world  ia  which  the  charge  of  iafidelily 
would  expose  a  man  to  such  lepiobaliuu 
as  in  Ireland.  But  lake  the  case  of  Eng- 
land. Was  infidelity  an  evil  in  England 
at  the  present  day?  He  did  not  believe 
that  in  England,  or  in  Ireland,  inBdelity 
was  an  evil  against  which  it  was  necessary 
that  Parliament  should  legislate.  Theie 
could  not  be  s  doubt  thai  the  Crown 
would  grossly  neglect  its  duty  in  first  ap< 
pointing  any  person  to  an  office  io  these 
Colleges  agsinst  whom  the  charge  of  pro- 
pagating infidel  doctrines  could  be 
brought,  or,  if  appointed,  in  coutiouing 
him  in  his  office.  It  appeared  to  him, 
^eo,  that  the  securily  it  was  proposed  to 
eive  under  this  Amendment,  was  a  per- 
Teeily  delusive  one,  and  that  the  state  of 
religion  in  these  kingdoms  was  such  as  to 
render  it  unnecessary  to  lake  such  ground 
against  this  meaiure  as  that  proposed. 

Mr.  Philip  T/omard opposed  Ihe  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  T.  Actaod)  ;  as  a 
Caiholtc,  he  feared,  il  adopted,  it  might 
lead  to  the  inference,  that  tradition  was 
not  a  necessary  part  of  the  groundwork 
of  faith.  It  would  also  be  better  in  a 
new  measure  not  lo  revive  the  system  of 
tests,  where  no  imperative  and  cogent 
necessity  required  it.  It  would  be  well  lo 
reserve  the  power  of  naming  a  Jew  to  the 
chair  of  Hebrew,  in  the  tame  manner  as 
it  would  be  nstaral  to  appoint  a  German, 
or  a  Frenchman,  to  the  Professorships  of 
their  respective  languages.  If  inclined  to 
criticise  ihe  terms  of  the  proposed  lest, 
,  he  should  saj,  it  nould  be  more  correct 


ligious  knowledge  was  that  which  purified 
lite  leaven  of  secular  knowledge,  and  ir 
this  Bill  should  discourage  religious  in- 
tiruclion,  he  should  greatly  regret  it ;  but 
he  did  not  believe  that  any  such  result 
would  follow.  He  believed  the  Roman 
Cslholics  could,  by  private  endowment, 
secure  religious  teaching;  and  that  lectures 
would  be  delivered  m  the  Colleges  in  con- 
formiiy  wilh  the  leading  creeds  of  that 
country,  the  Roman  Catholic,  the  Presby- 
teriaa,  and  the  Established  Church.  No 
lest  was  required  ;  but  the  responsibility 
of  the  Government  in  the  selection  of  ihc 
officers  of  these  Colleges  was,  after  all,  the 
best  securily  against  any  abuse ;  and, 
therefore,  reluctantly,  but  decidedly,  he 
must  oppose  the  Motion. 

Sir  A./n^^  was  surprised  that,  with  the 
sentiments  which  had  been  so  well  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  he  did 
not  come  to  iho  same  conclusion  with  his 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  T.  Acland).  He  was 
iisppy  lo  find  before  the  House  a  proposi- 
tion which  he  could  support,  as  he  did  that 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  involving  at  least  some 
improvement  in  ibe  present  measure, 

Mr.  Cowper  rejoiced  in  having  an  op- 
portunity of  supporting  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Baronet,  as  it  comprehended  a 
principle  in  which  be  thought  that  all  who 
deserved  the  name  of  Christians  might 
agree. 

Lord  J.  Manners  said,  that  the  closing 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
brought  him  to  adifierenl  conclusion  from 
that  at  which  ilie  right  lion.  Baronet  had 
arrived.  In  referring  to  the  responsibility 
of  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown  upon  this 
snbject,  he  must  add,  wiihont  wishing  to 
say  anything  tthich  might  cast  suspicion 
upon  the  present,  or  upon  any  Govern- 
ment, that  he  could  not  help  reflecting 
upon  what  was  taking  place  in  France 
upon  questions  of  this  sort,  where  a  sys- 
tem of  education  which  was  upheld  by  the 
whole  weight  of  a  Government,  of  which 
M.  Guizot  was  a  leading  member,  was 
stigmatized  as  an  infidel  system.  From 
the  best  iovesligetion  which  he  had  been 
able  to  give  lo  this  question,  and  the 
statements  which  had  been  made  upon  it, 
he  must  say,  that  wbea  they  were  about 
to  introduce  a  similar  system  in  ihis  coun- 
try, it  behoved  them  to  weigh  with  thi 
greatest  care  every  proposition  which  was 
brought  forward  of  so  dangerous  a  ten. 
dency.  With  refereDce  to  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baionet  (Sir  T.  Acland), 
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10  affiTm  llie  Sciiplurei  lo  be  the  word 
ihan  the  "  will  of  AlmiRhty  God  ;" 
as  the  will  "  could  be  ooly  known  by 
the  interpretation  gireti  to  Holy  Writ." 
Upon  the  whole,  he  (Mr.  Howard) 
deemed  it  unadviuble  to  inEiat  <in  the 
adoption  of  (bis  or  any  other  teat;  for, 
with  all  reaped  to  ihe  motivei  of  the 
Mover,  nnd,  above  all,  with  ell  reverence 
to  ihe  written  word  of  God,  he  did  not 
think  the  cauae  of  relis;io[i  would  be 
a  gainer  by  iti  adoption. 

Mr.  Addertty  said,  that  if  the  Colleg^es 
to  be  established  were  lo  be  coniiDed  to 
the  leachinf  o(  the  natural  sciences,  the 
religious  tests  would  be  uoneceisary  ;  but 
as  they  would  trench  on  this  6eid  of 
moral  duly,  the  case  became  altered.  He 
had  voted  fur  the  Maynooth  Bill  because 
it  recognised  the  duly  of  the  State  to  pro- 
vide for  the  religious  instruction  of  the 
majority  of  the  people;  and  be  should 
vote  for  the  Amendment,  because  the  Go- 
vernment proposition  was  a  retreat  from 
that  principle. 

Lord  C.  Hamilton  did  not  think  there 
was  any  country  in  which  there  was  so 
much  religion  and  ao  little  ioKdelity  as  in 
Ireland. 

Mr.  GUuhtone  said,  that  the  high  char, 
acterof  the  hon.  Baronet  who  had  pro- 
posed  this  Amendment,  and  of  those 
Genllemen  who  aupported  it,  was  auch  as 
to  tender  it  incumbent  upon  those  who 
enlertained  objections  to  hia  propoaition, 
and  who  yet  bad  a  siocere  regard  for  reli- 
gion, to  say  something  in  aapport  of  their 
reaaons  for  disagreeing  with  it.  He  must 
say,  then,  that  he  thought  there  waa  much 
force  in  the  objectiona  which  had  been 
advanced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
J.  Graham)  aa  lo  the  ambiguity  of  ihia 
last.  His  hon.  Friend  must  be  aware  thai 
between  Protestants  of  different  sects, 
nnd  certainly  between  the  Church  and  the 
Unitarians,  there  were  many  difFereoces 
with  respect  to  the  original  veraion  of 
many  porlions  of  the  Holy  Scriptures. 
Now,  aa  to  matters  of  general  principle, 
he  muatsay,  that  it  was  undesirable  for 
parties  engaged  in  the  selection  of  a  leal 
to  choose  words  which  they  not  merely 
suspected,  but  which  they  knew  must  be 
used  by  different  clanea  of  persons  in  a 
different  sense.  It  was  difficult  in  secure 
perfect  bona  Jidet  a*  lo  tests;  such 
had  been  bitherlo  the  case ;  and  what 
hope  was  there  of  maintaining  a  dcHoed 
ai>d  single  inierprclat  on  of  such  tests  in 
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future  times  ?  He  was  not  fond  of  adopt- 
ing new  theological  proposiliona,  and  he 
could  not  consent  lo  adopt  a  solemn  pro- 
poaition like  this  withont  seriously  look- 
ing to  the  terms  in  which  it  waa  couched. 
The  Motion  ofhis  hon. Friend  called upoa 
them  to  adopt  a  pte-enuocialion  of  a  po- 
aiiive  theological  principle,  couched  in 
language  partly  resting  upon  the  autho- 
rity of  a  Member  of  Parliament,  and 
parlly  on  that  of  Dr.  Arnold.  The  pro- 
poaiiion  was  a  new  proposiiion— it  was 
not  one  adopted  in  turns  by  the  Church 
of  England  ;  and  be  was  afraid  that  if  the 
House  were  lo  adopt  it,  bis  hon.  Friend 
would  find  a  diffii:uliy  in  regard  lo  it,  on 
ihe  part  of  Ihe  Roman  Caiholica  of  Ire- 
land themselves.  He  considered  that 
it  waa  at  once  open  to  ihe  charge  of 
being  too  exclusive,  and  too  lax,  Hii 
right  hon.  Friend  (Sir  R.  Peel)  bad 
advened  to  the  case  of  a  large  class  of 
theologians  in  Germany  connected  with 
what  was  called  ihe  rationalizing  school. 
He  (Mr.  Gladstone)  did  not  think  any 
member  of  that  school  would  feel  any 
greater  objeciion  to  the  terms  of  the  boo. 
Baronet's  (Sir  T.  D.  Acland's)  proposi- 
tion than  might  be  felt  by  some  members 
ofourov>n  church.  Indeed,  he  did  not 
know  whether  even  Dr.  (jtrauss  himself, 
who  had  acquired  an  unhappy  notoriely 
in  connexion  with  ihe  school  lo  which  he 
referred,  might  not  be  prepared  to  aub- 
scribe  the  test  proposed  by  his  hon. 
Friend.  He  held  that  in  certain  cases  the 
objections  to  sucb  a  teat  were  entirely 
outweighed  by  the  advantages  which  might 
attend  it,  and  ihe  neceasity  which  rendered 
it  advisable.  But  he  did  not  entertain 
that  opinion  io  the  present  case,  for  he  did 
nut  think  any  advantage  could  accrue  from 
Ihe  application  of  such  a  teat ;  but  thai, 
on  the  contrary,  great  evil  might  result 
from  holding  out  a  delusive  promise  which 
could  not  be  realixed.  He  considered, 
iherefore,  that  ihe  Amendment  of  hia  boo. 
Friend,  far  from  being  an  improvement  on 
Ihe  Bill,  would  be  entirely  the  reTcrac. 
Believing,  then,  that  this  was  an  am- 
biguous and  equivocal  pro  pot  ition— that 
it  could  attain  oone  of  the  purposes  for 
which  such  a  test  ought  lo  be  employed, 
wliila  it  was  open  lo  strong  objectious, 
and  lliat  it  was  a  positive  evil  to  make  a 
provision  for  ailaining  a  religious  character 
by  means  which  thev  knew  lo  be  insuffi- 
cient, he  hoped  the  Committee  wonid  not 
adopt  the  Ameodneol.      .  , 
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Mr.  Redington  was  latitfied  the  hOD. 
Baronet,  ia  bringjnE;  farward  this  Amend- 
meal,  did  not  wish  to  ihrow  any  aiperiion 
upon  the  religious  creed  of  Catholic*  ;  but 
that  he  was  merely  introducing  whet  lie 
considered  an  eMential  eareguard  in  a 
measure  of  tbii  nature.  He  muit  say, 
howeter,  tlint  if  this  Amendment  went  10 
a  di*r«ion,  he  would  feel  it  his  duty  to  vote 
against  it;  for  the  introduction  of  iitcb  a 
lest  as  that  proposed  by  the  hon.  Genlle- 
man  would  excite  great  dissatisfaction 
among  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Ques- 
tion that  the  wotds  be  inserted— Ajei  36 ; 
Noei  105:  Majority  69. 
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Lul  of  tke  Atu. 


Adderlej,  C.  B. 
Austen,  Cot. 
Baring,  rt.  hon,  F.  T. 
Barrington,  VikI. 
Bernard,  Visct. 
Buck,  L.  W. 
Car«w,  W.  U.  F. 
Coutteoav,  Lord 
Cow  per,  hon.  W.  F. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Kut.  J.  B. 
Famham,  £.  B. 
Oladilone,  Cnpt. 
Greenhall,  P. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Heuley,  J.  W. 
Hope,  A. 
JeTvis,J. 
LAoibton,  H. 


Paiien.J.  W. 

Rasblei'gh.'w. 
Repton,  G.  W.  J. 
Rice,  E.  B. 
Shaw,  Ti.  hon.  F. 
Siblhorp,  Col. 
Soiheron,  T.  H.S. 
Spoooer,  R. 
Tower,  C. 
Tufaell,  H. 
Vesey,  hoii.T. 
WaddingtoD,  tl.  S. 


Lut  of  ike  NoE). 


A'Couit,  Capt. 
Aldam,  W. 
AnlroboS)  ¥.. 
Archbold,  R. 
BailUa,  Col. 
Baillle,  H.  J. 
Barmg,rt.hoD.W.B 
Bellcw,  R.  M. 
Blackbume,  J.  I. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Boldero,  II.  G. 
Bonhwick,  P. 
Bowes,  J. 
Bowles,  Adm. 

Bord.J. 

Bright,  S. 
Btoadwood,  H. 
Biotherton,  J. 
Browne,  hoo.  W. 
Bruce,  Liord  E. 
Baobury,  T. 
fiurrell,SirC.  M. 
Builer,  P.  S. 
Cardwcll,  E. 


(Chapman,  B. 
Cheliea,  Vtsci. 
Clan  en  ts,  ViKt 
Clerk,  rt.  hon.SirG. 
CockburD,it.bD.Sir  G. 
Corry,  right  hon.  II. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Cripps,  W. 
Denison,  E.  B. 
Dancan,  Visct. 
Dancombe,  boo.  A. 
Dui»dat,  D. 
Emlya,  Visct. 
F,icoU,  B. 
Esraonde,  Sir  T. 
Fergiiion,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitiroy,  hon.  U. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forster,  M. 
FremanLle,rt.  bo.SirT. 
Gaikcll.J.  Milnes 
GiH,T. 

Oladsloiie.n.hn.W.E. 
(Jordon,  hon.  Capt. 


,  hon.  R. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
(imham,  rt,  hn.  Sir  J, 
Granger,  T.  U. 
GrirastoD,  Visct. 
Hairord,Sir  H. 
Hamilfon,W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S, 
Hindley,  C. 
Holmes,  hon.  W.A'C. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hotbam,  Lord 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Lawson,  A. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockbarl,  W. 
M'Neill.  D.- 
Uanners,Lord  C.  ^. 
Martin,  C.  W. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Neiille,  R. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  Tt.hon.  J. 
Packe.  C.  W. 
Peel,  rt,  ho.  Sir  R. 


Peel,  J. 

Plan  ridge,  Capt. 
Polhill,  V. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pusey,  P. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Roas,  D.  R. 
Russell,  J.  D.  W. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
.Smith,  A.  J. 
Smith,  rt.hn.T.B.C- 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Somerrille,  SirW.M. 
Slanglield.  W.  R,  C. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  boo.  H.  M. 
Tennent,  J.  E, 
Thornhill,  O. 
Trelawny,  J.  S. 
Tuite,  H.  M. 
Wakley,  T. 
WarbunoD.  U. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
W«l|eiley,  Lord  C. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 
Wyie,  T. 

TELLERS. 
Young,  J, 

Macksotie,  W.  F. 


On  the  Question  that  the  clause  stand 
part  of  the  Bill, 

Mr.  Hindley  contended  it  involved  a 
violation  of  liberty  of  conscience,  for  it 
precluded  atudents  from  resorting  for  in- 
struelioo  to  tutors  of  their  own  religious 
creed,  while  it  compelled  them  to  receive 
the  tuition  of  profetiors  appointed  by  the 
Government.  He  had,  therefore,  to  move 
that  the  clause  be  omitted. 

The  Committee  divided  od  the  Original 
QuestioD : — Aye*  100  ;  Noes  0 :  Majority 
100. 

Litl  of  the  Avis. 

Bruce,  Lord  B. 

Bunbury.  T. 

Butler,  P.  S. 

Card  wall,  E. 

Chapman,  B. 

Clerk,  rt.hn.  Sir  G. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
Actand,  T.  D. 
A' Court,  CapU 
Aldam,  W. 
Archbold,  R. 
Austeo,  Col. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Bariog,  rt.  hn.  F.  T. 
Bating,  rl.ho.  W.  j 
Barringion,  Viict. 
Bellew,  R.  M. 
Bbckburne,  J.  I. 
Blake,  M.  J. 
Borthwick,  P. 
BowM,  J. 
B«wlas,  Adm. 
Boyd, J. 
Broad  wood,  H. 
Brother! on,  J. 
Browne,  boo.  W. 


Cockbum,Tt.ha.$ir  G, 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Craig,  W.  G. 
Cripps,  W. 
DicUnson,  F.  H. 
Duodas,  D. 
Escolt,  B. 
Esmoiida,  Sir  T. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fitzroy.  hon.  H. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Purster,  M, 
Fremantle,  tt  Jin.S^J  Q 


Colleges  {Irelanti). 


II! 

Gill.  T. 

GUHsione.ti.liii.W.E. 
Gordon,  hoii.  Capi. 
Goulhurn,  n.  hon.  II. 
Graham,  ti.  Iin.  Sir  J. 
Granger,  T.  C. 
llalford,  Sirll. 
llaniillon,  G.  A. 
H>ni>llOD,  W.J. 
Uitniiltoiv  Iford  C- 
Derbert,  rt.  Iian.  S. 
Itolmes,  hon.W.  A'C. 
Hope,  A. 
IJopc.G.  W. 
lloward,  P.  II. 
Jermyn,  Eail 

Lambt'on,  II. 
Lawsoo,  A. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockharl,  W. 
McNeill,  D. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Mariin.  C.  W. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Miichell,  T.  A. 
Morrii,  D. 
Neville,  K. 
Nicholl,  It.  lion.  J. 
O'Conuell,  M.  J. 
Packe.C.  W. 
reel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 


Pringle,  A. 
Itailileish,  W. 
Rawdon.Col. 
lUdinglon,  T.  N. 
Repio.i.  G.W.J, 
lloss,  D.  R. 
Scott,  lion.  F. 
Shaw,  ri.  hon.  F. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith.  rl.hn.T.B,C. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Somcnille.SirW.M. 
Slansfield.W.  R.  0. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Stuart,  II. 
Sulton,  hon.  U.  M. 
Thoriihill,  G. 
Trelawnv,  J.  S. 
Tufnell,  11. 
Vesey,  hoo.  T. 
Waddington.U.S. 
Wakley,  T. 
Warburlon,  II. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Wortlev,  hon.  J.  S, 
Wyse.'T. 

Young,  J. 
Mackenzie,  \V.  F. 


Lisl  of  the  ttohi. 


Blight,  J.  Hindley,  C. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  was  Clause  15. 

On  Clause  16, 

M  r.  John  S.  fVortky  moved  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  ^iven  notice,  with  a 
view  (o  connect  the  Colleges  with  religious 
instruction  as  much  as  postible— 

"  To  insert  alter  ihe  words,  '  lodged  and 
boarded  therein,'  tlie  words,  '  and  also  the 
provisions  and  reijulalioni  proposed  lo  be 
made  for  securing  to  the  said  student  Ihe 
means  of  due  attendance  upon  such  religious 
inslructioQ  and  dlTine  worship  as  may  be  ap- 
proved by  his  parents  and  guardians,  and  re- 
cognised by  the  goteming  body  of  the  Col- 
lege.' " 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the  I9lh  Claue, 

Mr.  Spomer  objected  to  the  clause  at 
giving  an  endowment  to  any  teacher  of 
whatever  fortn  of  belief  he  mighc  be.  It 
was  not  even  restricted  lo  the  endovmeiit 
of  Cbrisiiao  miniatert,  Snch  a  conflict  of 
religions  would  lend  to  infidelity  among 
ibe  pupils, 

Mr.  Philip  Howard  contended  (hat  no 
great  evil  could  arise  from  the  retention  of 
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(lie  14th  Clause,  which  gave  b  power 
to  the  difTerenl  religioi.s  coianiunities,  b* 
private  contribution,  to  endow  chairs  of 
theology.  It  was  a  well  known  truth  thit. 
in  other  afTuirs  of  life,  opposition  prevenitd 
imposition.  In  the  case,  then,  before  tbe 
House,  Ihe  rivalry  of  different  crtvdi 
would  give  an  impulse  to  talent,  and 
prove  an  incentive  to  exertion;  tlie  re- 
ligious zeal  of  individuals  sliould  be  al- 
lowed to  supply  what  was  unavoidably 
wanting  in  the  Government  measure. 
Should  an  appeal  be  made  to  the  Catholici 
of  Englauil,  be  (Mr.  Howard)  doubted 
not  that  hu  vrould  come  forward  in  aid  of 
his  Irish  co-religionists,  and  would  strive 
to  procure  for  the  youth  of  Ireland  the 
blessings  of  a  religious  education  in  the 
faith  of  their  forefatheri.  Some  yeari 
mutt  necessarily  elapse  before  the  Col- 
leges in  question  rould  be  built  aud 
opened;  ample  time  would,  therefore,  be 
given  to  organize  a  subscription  in  fur- 
therance of  the  great  object  they  had  in 
view,  to  dear  lo  that  House  and  the  coun- 
try —  namely,  the  combining  religiooi 
tuition  with  literature  and  acientitic  sl- 
tainments. 

Mr.  liindk;/  opposed  the  clause,  ii 
contrary  (o  the  spirit  of  the  Mortmain 
Acts  in  this  country. 

Clause  agreed  lo,  as  were  the  remaining 
cUuies  of  the  Bill- 
House  resumed.  Report  to  be  received. 


Excise  and  Cdstous]  House  in 
Committee  on  the  Eicise  and  Customi 
Act. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
he  wished  to  move  certaiu  liesolutioni  to 
be  embodied  in  the  Bill.  The  object  of 
the  firtt  was  lo  place  grocers  who  were 
dealers  in  spirits  in  Ireland  under  the  same 
supervision  of  the  police  authorities  as 
other  dealers  were  subject  to.  The  other 
Ueaolution  had  refprence  to  tlie  importa- 
tion uf  spirits  from  Guernsey  and  Jersey 
into  thia  country.  At  the  present  time 
those  islands  enjoyed  advantages  which 
were  not  allowed  to  any  olher  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  Tbe  introduction  of 
compound  spirits  from  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land was  prohibited,  and  that  prohibitioo 
ought  to  be  extended  to  Jersey  and 
Guernsey.  He,  therefore,  proposed,  tbsi 
a  duty  ol'  9t.  a  gallon  shonid  be  put  upon 
spiriu  imported  into  England  from  those 
iilands,  and  a  proportionite  amount  on 
apirila  imported  into  Scotlind  ind  Ireland, 
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with  a  proliibiiion  allogetheroF  compound 
spirits. 

Resolutions  agreed  to.  House  te- 
Rumed.  and  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
2  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Tuesdai/,  July  8,  1845. 
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Tub  AnvocATE  General  of  Benoal.^ 
I.oril  Brougham  wished  to  know  whether 
the  oiEco  of  Ailvocaie  General  of  Bengal, 
on  office  which  he  held  to  he  of  the  greatest 
poBsihle  importance  amongst  tho  Colonial 
appoinimenta  of  this  Emi>ire,  and  second 
only  to  tlie  office  of  ilie  Governor  General 
of  India  himself,  had  heen  yet  filled  up  ? 

The  F.url  of  Ripon  could  not  nay  cer- 
tainly whether  it  had  been  yet  filled  up, 
hut  he  believed  it  had.  There  was  no 
doubt  of  the  high  importance  of  the  office 
alluded  to,  but  it  wns  not  very  eosy  to  in- 
duce persons  properly  qualifiefl  for  it  to 
accept  it. 

Lord  Brougliam  condemned  the  last  np- 
pointnient.whichjie  said,  wascicarly  owing 
to  the  connexion  between  the  parly  and 
the  Hoard  of  Directors. 

The  Earl  of  Eltenborougli  saiil,  the  office 
wag  one  of  great  impjrtance,  and  the  emo- 
luments  were  very  conniderahle.  The  sa- 
lary ottached  to  it  was  5,000/.;  and  if  the 
individual  appointed  to  it  wai  a  competent 
pcr&on,  and  uf  experience  in  his  profession, 
he  might  make,  in  addition  to  that  salury, 
about  6.000/,  a  year  more  by  private  prac- 
tice. With  such  prospects  to  hold  out,  he 
really  thought,  if  due  diligence  and  discre- 
tion were  exerci»ed  in  the  selection  of  a 
person  to  fill  the  office,  fit  and  competent 
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persons  might  he  found.  He  fully  agreed 
with  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  oppoute 
(Lord  Brougham)  as  to  the  importance  of 
the  office  of  Advocate  General  of  Bengal, 
as  the  Governor  General  of  India  had  no 
other  legal  authority  whatever  to  refer  to 
for  advice  in  matters  relating  to  questions 
of  international  law,  or  the  interpretation 
of  Treaties.  Interests  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance might  depend  upon  the  proper 
exercise  of  the  office ;  and  the  efficient  dis- 
charge of  its  functions,  too,  in  courts  of 
justice  was  most  essential.  As  to  the  ap- 
pointment to  which  allusion  had  been  made, 
he  agreed  in  the  condemnation  passed  upon 
it.  The  juries  at  Calcutta  were  willing 
enough  to  find  verdicts  against  the  Govern- 
ment, ond  it  required  the  best  advocate  to 
conduct  a  case  before  them.  Not  only  ivag 
this  gentleman  not  the  best  advocate,  but 
he  was  perhaps  the  very  worst  in  the 
court ;  and,  fur  his  own  part,  he  (the  Earl 
of  Ellenborough)  had  never  heard  any 
reason  alleged  for  his  appointment,  but  that 
he  WHS  the  son  of  Ibe  chairman  of  the  Board 
of  Directors.  Now,  he  would  ask,  what 
would  be  the  opinion  of  the  people  of  this 
country,  if  a  Prime  Minister  tbougbt  fit  to 
appoint  his  son  to  he  Attorney  General, 
merely  hecauss  he  happened  to  be  a  law- 
yer, and  was,  from  standing  or  practice,  in 
no  other- WHy  qualified  for  the  office? 
Would  not  the  Administration  of  such  a 
Minister  be  put  an  end  to  within  twenty- 
four  hours,  by  the  public  scorn  and  indig- 
nation which  such  an  appointment  would 
exdte?  And  yet  it  really  was  of  less  im- 
portance that  the  Attorney  General  should 
he  chosen  for  his  eligibility  for  his  office, 
than  that  the  Advocate  General  of  India 
should  be  a  jicrsan  really  and  truly  quali- 
fied for  tliat  moat  important  office.  He 
had,  however,  on  the  present  occasion  only 
to  express  a  wish  that  on  this  matter  in 
future  all  former  precedents,  but  not  the 
last  one,  would  be  followed,  and  persons  so 
well  qualified  as  Sir  Laurence  Peel  and 
Mr.  Serjeant  Spankie  selected  for  the 
ofUee.  in  making  the  appointment,  above 
all  things,  care  should  be  talcen  to  have  the 
party  selected  in  no  manner  whatsoever 
mixed  up  with  local  interests,  otherwise 
the  result  must  necessarily  be  that  every 
advice  which  he  gave  the  Governor  General 
would  be  looked  upon  with  mistrust  and 
suspicion. 

Lord  Campliell  know  of  no  office  under 
the  Crown  which  had  been  filled  by  per- 
sons of  greater  competence ;  wheihei  there 
was  HO  exception  in  the  last  case  he  did  nok 
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know.  He  was  astounded,  hnwever,  to 
hear  that  the  office  was  goioe  begging  in 
Westminster  Hall ;  foi  he  haa  alnays  con- 
ndered  it  a  piice  for  a  joung  lawyer  of 
great  eminence ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
men  of  the  highest  honour— the  brightest 
omainents,  without  local  uounezioUf  would 
accept  it- 

The  Earl  of  Ripan  begged  to  correct  an 
error  into  which  the  nohle  Earl  had  fallen 
with  respect  to  the  salarjr  attached  to  the 
office — it  was  only  3,500^.  a  year,  though 
the  emolumeDts from  private  practice  might 
make  it  reach  lO.OOOi.  Certain  it  was 
that  this  office  hail,  upon  this  occasion,  been 
ofieied  to  eight  or  ten  individuals  of  very 
distinguished  talents,  with  respect  to  whose 
competency  every  means  had  been  taken  to 
ascertain  the  truth,  and  that  it  hod  been 
declined  by  theui  one  after  another,  as  noi 
being  consistent  with  their  profesnonal 
views. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  nothing  was  so 
easy  as  to  make  the  offer  to  those  by  whom 
it  was  certain  to  be  refused,  that  under  the 
cover  of  these  refusals  an  incompetent, 
though  a  worthy  and  well-meaning  man, 
night  be  appointed. 

Lord  Deiunati  said,  the  office  had  been 
very  properly  offered  to  many  gentlemen 
of  ability,  whose  ntuation  at  the  Bar  of 
this  country  could  not  make  it  a  safe  xpe- 
culation  that  tbey  would  be  sure  to  refuse 
this  appointment ;  they  were  gentlemen  of 
moderate  business,  though  of  iiigh  espec- 
latjons,  and  of  great  talents  and  learning. 
With  regard  to  the  last  person  who  had 
held  the  office,  he  had  the  slightest  pos- 
sible acquaintance  with  him,  and  had  no 
evidence  to  hear  of  his  position  at  the  Bar; 
but  many  persons  who  well  knew  him  had 
formed  the  highest  opinion  of  his  ability: 
they  would  hear  with  pain  the  observations 
now  made,  and  their  opinion  was,  that  he 
was  overcoming  his  difficulties,  and  was 
getting  into  a  position  in  which,  by  his 
application  and  his  industry,  he  would  it 
time  have  removed  the  objections  to  him 
He  had  heard  this  from  several  individuali 
for  whose  opinion  he  entertained  a  high 
reipeGt. 

The  Earlof  ElUnborough  would  very  wil- 
lingly do  justice  to  the  good  inteniions  of 
that  gentleman,  but  he  did  not  enjoy  the 
public  confidence  ;  and  the  strongest  evi- 
dence was,  that  he  had  no  private  business 
whatever. 

Subject  dropped. 

MxnicAi.  CHtiiTin  ik  Iriund.]  The 


Earl  of  Claneartj/  said:  My  Lords,  I  beg 
to  present  to  your  Loidshipi,  from  the 
Board  of  Guardians  of  the  Poor  Law  Union 

Ballinasloe,  ■  petition  of  which  I  lately 

'E  notice,  upon  the  subject  of  Medical 
Charities  in  Ireland.  The  petitioners  pray 
for  the  speedy  establishment  of  a  sound 
system  of  relief  for  the  sick  poor  of  Ire- 
land. The  subject  is  one  of  great  and  ur- 
^nt  importance,  and  in  reference  to  which 
It  has  been  admitted  by  Parliament  and 
by  the  Government  that  the  laws  require 
great  alteration  and  amendment.  If,  my 
Lord«,  an  improved  and  enlarged  system 
of  medical  charities  would  involve  (which 
I  do  not  think  it  would,  at  least  to  any 
sensible  extent)  an  increased  tasation.  it  is 
those  who  now  approach  your  Lordships  us 
petitioners  that  will  have  to  pay  the  tax  ; 
nor  are  they  singular  as  poor  law  guardians 
in  their  desire  to  see  the  medical  charities 
of  the  country  placed  upon  a  proper  and 
-''"ent  footing.      I  hold  in  mj  hand  a 

_  of  an  address  of  the  Batlina  board  of 
guardians,  unanimously  agreed  to  at  a 
meeting  with  twenty-six  guanlians  pre- 
sent, praying  the  attention  of  the  Lard 
Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to  that  important 
subject.  Those  whose  petition  I  have  now 
the  honour  of  preeeoting  to  your  Lord- 
ships, did  alsoaddresB  the  Irish  Government 
in  the  first  instance :  I  regret  to  say,  how- 
ever, without  any  effect — that  no  prospect 
whatever  was  held  out  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  would  take  any  steps  whatever 
in  the  matter.  It  is,  therefore,  that  they 
now  approach  your  Lordships:  and  I  can- 
not do  better  than  read  to  your  Lordships  a 
portioti  of  their  petition,  as  pladog  the 
subject  clearly  and  in  a  few  words  before 
you: — 

"  Petitioners  rcprssant  that  the  present  sys- 
tem of  medical  chiritiet  is  most  uosalisractoiy, 
and  inadequate  to  the  wanti  of  tiie  country, 
and  oppressive  to  a  aumerous  portion  of  the 
ratepayers,  who  can  derive  no  advintsge 
whatever  from  tbe  medical  institutions  for 
nhich  they  are  taxed.  That,  under  the  eiisi- 
ing  law,  a  nant  of  due  economy  prevaill,  sod 
many  and  great  abunes  are  practised,  ai  must 
naceisarity  be  the  esse  in  the  absence  of  uni- 
formity of  system  and  of  efficient  inspaction. 
That  the  present  county  infirmarie),  though 
most  useful  in  their  several  vicinities,  are,  from 
their  iDadequacy  in  point  of  number,  neces- 
sarily IDO  far  apart  to  be  of  any  benitit  to  the 
great  majority  at  the  population,  who  are 
equally  lascd  for  Iheir  support.  That  the 
■ime  objection  applies  to  Iha  fever  hotpitali. 
That  the  law  only  authorising  the  eitablish- 
meot  of  dispensaries,  where  private  subierip- 
tions  can  bt  obtained,  it  follows  thai  tbc  poorer 
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'ha  ditlrici,  and,  coniequintly,  the  more  needy 
th«  populition,  the  roore  aDaUain>bl«  is  madi- 
cbI  aid,  although  such  di»lrict  ia  taxed  in 
comraon  with  all  othen  for  the  lupporl  of 
medical  charitiet.  Thai  Her  Majett;'*  Qo- 
vemmenl,  to  whom,  in  the  opinion  of  your 
pelilionert,  it  properly  belonRS  Id  bring  tub- 
jeela  of  thi»  nalure  before  Parliament,  did, 
abofe  two  yean  ago,  fully  recogniie  ihe  ina- 
deqaacy  of  the  existing  law,  by  iniroduciog 
into  the  Hoaie  oF  Commoni  a  Bill  for  putting 
the  whole  syiiem  of  medical  cbaritiei  upon  an 
entirely  new  fooling ;  but,  nererihelESi,  now 
refntet  all  auistance  upon  thii  *ety  impertant 
matter,  not  because  there  is  leis  necetsiiy  for 
it,  but  because  a  Committee  of  that  lion.  Home 
did  not  then  agree  as  to  Ihe  delaili  of  ihe  Bill 
before  (hem.  Yont  pelilionert  further  submit, 
that  ilie  irhole  case  loudly  calls  for  immediate 
Ulenlioo,  and  reqniies  to  be  met  by  such  a 
compreheosive  measure  ai  shall  bring  medical 
and  (nrgieal  aid  within  a  moderate  diaiance  of 
every  poor  man's  dwelling,  relieving  distress 
the  most  revolting  lo  bumanily." 
It  ii  not.  I  think,  neccsrary  that  I  should 
add  anything  lo  nhat  is  here  slated,  to 
give  the  subject  a  stronger  claim  to  your 
Lordships'  attention.  I  nnly  regret  that, 
your  Lordships  and  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment beinj;  in  general  little  acquainted 
with  the  circum stances  of  those  on  whose 
behalf  this  pstttton  is  presented,  precedence 
■hould  have  been  given  to  any  other  acii 
of  legislation  in  reference  to  Ireland.  You 
have  lately  evinced  an  anxious  interest  in 
the  cumfurts  of  the  inmates  of  Maynouth 
College,  and  in  upholding  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic religion  in  Ireland :  I  would  pray 
your  Lordships  and  the  Government  now 
to  give  some  attention  to  the  physical  wants 
of  the  more  humble  professors  of  that  faith. 
The  Jong- neglected  conEideration  of  the 
interests  of  the  sick  poor  ought  lo  have 
had  precedence  of  the  endowment  of  May- 
nootb,  that  has  occupied  so  much  of  your 
attention.  In  this  observation  I  mean  ni 
direapect  to  the  Roman  Catholic  prieitt 
ninny  of  whom,  I  am  sure,  would  agree 
with  me  in  opinion  upon  this  subject ;  for. 
Of  far  as  I  have  had  opportunity  'if  ob- 
■crvingi  1  am  happy  to  bear  my  testimony 
to  the  fact,  that  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy, 
■■  well  as  the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church,  have  been  always  forward 
tributora,  according  to  their  means,  to  the 
medical  relief  of  the  poor.  Before  I  put 
any  question  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment with  reference  to  this  subject,  I  will 
present  to  your  Lordships  another  petition, 
of  which  I  likewise  gave  notice,  from  the 
lame  board  of  guardians,  on  the  iubj< 
liie  Foot   Law.    The  pctitignars  expreu 


diuatisraction  at  the  powers  con- 
ferred by  the  Act  upon  the  Commiiiionen, 
and  at  the  manner  in  which  those  powers 
have  been  exercised ;  and  pray  for  an  inquiry 
into  the  conduct  of  the  Commisstonen,  and 
into  the  whole  system  and  working  of  the 
Poor  Law.  At  this  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, 1,  of  course,  could  not  Hipport  the 
prayer  for  a  Committee ;  and  I  may  ob- 
serve, that  I  should  feel  at  any  time  very 
reluctant  to  press  upon  Parliament  lo  un- 
dertake the  duty  and  responsibility  that  I 
think  properly  belongs  lo  the  Government 
—1  mean,  that  of  originating  inquiry,  now. 
certainly,  become  very  necessary,  for  the 
purpose  of  amending  and  duly  carrying 
out  the  principle  and  objects  of  the  Poor 
Law.  The  Government,  I  think,  is,  and 
ought  to  he,  held  responsible  not  only  for 
the  proper  administration  of  the  law,  hut 
also  for  the  duty  of  propooing  to  Parlia- 
ment such  amendments  as  may  be  necessary 
to  promote  its  success.  And  whether  such 
amendments  result  from  the  suggestions  of 
evidence  taken  before  a  Parliamentary 
Committee,  or  before  a  Commission  spe- 
cially appointed  for  the  purpose,  or  from 
the  unaided  judgment  of  the  Members 
themselves  uf  the  Government,  I  trust  that 
another  Session  will  not  be  allowed  to 
pass  over  without  the  Poor  Law  being 
amended,  improved,  and  carried  out  to  its 
legitimate  extent.  I  the  more  anxiously 
press  this  upon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment i  us  I  think  that  much  of  the  ill  suc- 
cess that  has  hitherto  attended  the  measure, 
haa  arisen  from  their  refusal,  in  1842,  to 
comply  with  the  general  desire  of  the  peo- 
ple of  Ireland,  of  the  gentry  of  all  partiaa 
and  denominations,  for  an  inquiry  into  the 
working  of  the  law — not  proposed  for  the 
purpose  of  repealing  the  Act,  but  for  the 
purpose  of  placing  it  upon  a  satistactory  and 
effective  footing.  Had  that  inquiry  been 
granted,  its  present  unpopularity  would 
have  been  obviated.  I  also  preas  the  sub- 
ject upon  the  attention  of  Government,  be- 
cause the  dissatiaraciion  of  the  public  has 
been  of  late  much  aggravated  by  the  re- 
sponnbility  of  the  measure  having  been  in 
a  manner  disowned  by  two  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Ministers,  whose  positions  render  their 
opinions  upon  the  subject  of  the  Irish  Poor 
Law  of  the  greatest  weight.  I  allude  to 
the  speech  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  in  the  de- 
bate on  the  state  of  Ireland  last  Session, 
when  he  is  reported  to  have  taunted 
Lord  John  Russell  with  having  supported 
and  perfected  the  Poor  Law  Act,  which 
be   deicribad   as    baving  is   its    opera- 
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tion  occasioned  great  (Ussalisfuction,  and 
been  among  tlie  causes  of  the  Repeal 
agitation.  [  allude  also  to  expressions  of 
a  like  tendency  that  have  more  recently 
fallen  from  the  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Dcpnrtraent.  The  Times  newspaper  of 
April  3,  reports  Sir  James  Graham  to  have 
»aid,  in  ansirer  to  Mr.  French,  that  the 
Government,  although  iheydid  not  intend 
themsf^lves  to  institute  an  inquiry  into  the 
Poor  Luff,  would  not  oppose  such  a  Motion 
if  it  had  the  goneral  conturrence  of  the 
House  ;  that  "  he  must  observe,  however, 
that  Her  Majesty's  present  Government 
were  not  respoiisiblc  for  the  application  of 
the  Poor  Law  to  Ireland,  and  be  had  him- 
aclf  expressed  great  doubts  when  it  was 
introduced,  whether  it  would  be  found  to 
answer."  I  do  not  suppose  that  those 
Ministers  feel  themselves,  or  intended  to 
convey  an  opinion,  that  they  really  were 
exempt  from  a  responsibility  with  which 
they  are  peculiarly  invested  by  the  offices 
lliey  respectively  have  accepted ;  indeed, 
the  fact  that  they  have  since  their  acces- 
sion to  ofEce  introduced  an  amendment  of 
the  Poor  Law,  shows  that  they  do  not ; 
but  unpopularas  the  Poor  Law  has  bf en  in 
Ireland  from  the  very  commencement,  the 
poor  rates  requiniig  even  now,  nutwith- 
siandlng  the  exemption  of  the  poorer 
chisses  from  payment  of  the  tax,  to  be  col- 
lected in  many  instances  with  the  military 
aid  — anything  said  by  those  in  authority 
at  all  reflecting  upon  the  soundness  oi 
good  policy  of  the  measure,  is  calculuteil  to 
compromise  its  success  by  increasing  und 
sanctioning  ilx  unpopularity.  An  experi* 
ment  such  as  the  Poor  Law,  involving  of 
necessity  a  compulsory  assessment,  could 
not  but  be  unpopular,  unless  compensated 
liy  some  correspond ing  advantage  to  those 
upon  wbom  the  tax  falls.  These  advan- 
tages ivete  originally  promised  to  the  great 
body  of  the  ratepayers,  and  great  reliance 
was  placed  by  the  framers  of  the  measure 
upon  the  benefit  it  would  bo  to  the  shop- 
beepers  and  to  the  farmers,  as  well  as  to 
the  peace  of  the  country,  and  the  general 
iiitercslt  nf  society,  by  the  relief  of  the 
country  from  menilicanis  and  vagrants. 
Tiiis  was  put  forward  as  one  of  the  chief 
objects  of  the  introduction  of  Poor  Laws 
iuto  Ireland.  I  will,  with  your  Lordships' 
permission,  read,  in  reference  to  this  sub- 
ject, an  extract  I  have  made  from  the 
speech  of  Lord  John  Ruuell,  on  proposing 
the  law : — 

"It  appears,  from  tlie  Icilimony  both  of 
theory  and  expttience,  that  when  a  country 
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is  in  such  a  stale  that  it  is  overmn  by  nnmUeii 
boll)  of  marauders  anil  of  mendicants,  having 
no  proper  means  of  subsistence,  a  prey  oa  lh« 
industry  of  the  country,  and  relying  un  tlie  in- 
dulgent cliarity  of  oiliers,  ilie  introduciioo  u( 
Poor  Laws  servps  st^vernl  impoitant  object). 
In  the  first  pUce,  a  Poor  Lsw  acts  as  a  mes. 
sure  of  peace,  enabling  llie  country  to  prohi- 
bit lagrancy,  and  to  prohibit  tliose  vagraut 
occupations  which  are  so  often  connected 
witli  outrage.  It  is  an  injustice  to  tbe  com- 
mon sense  of  mankind,  when  a  single  penoa 
or  family  are  unable  to  obtain  the  means  of 
subsistence — ivben  ihcy  are  slto)[ethei  with* 
out  llie  means  of  livelihood  from  day  to  day  — 
10  say  tliey  shall  not  t;o  about  the  country  lo 
endeavour  to  obtain,  from  the  thariry  of  those 
who  are  affluent,  ttiat  nhicb  circumstances 
hate  denied  to  them.  But  when  once  you 
can  say  lo  such  persons,  here  are  the  means  of 
subsistence,  as  far  as  subsistence  is  concern- 
ed— that  is  offered  lo  you — when  you  can  say 
this  on  tlie  one  hand,  you  can  sny  on  the 
other  hand,  you  are  not  entitled  to  demand 
charity — you  shall  no  longer  infest  the  coon, 
try  in  a  manner  injurious  lo  its  peace,  aud 
which  is  favourable  to  imposition  and  out* 
rage." 

Lord  John  Russell  then  lays  much  stress 
upon  the  fact,  that  outrage  and  disturb- 
ance arc  t!'j  common  results  of  able-bodied 
vagrants  and  mendicants  being  permitted 
to  infest  the  country,  and  gives  it  as  bis 
opinion  that  these  results  have  been  ei- 
emplifitnl;  and,  I  think  1  may  add,  tbey 
arc  daily  exeniplilicd  in  Ireland  ;  and  then 
proceeds,  with  respect  to  the  relief  of  the 
ratepayers,  to  ohseirve — 

"  There  ij  no  doubt  whatever  of  this,  that  a 
large  portiun  uf  the  people  of  Ireland,  espe- 
cially those  not  having  hind,  do  practise  men- 
dicancy fur  a  grent  purlion  of  the  year.  1 
haie  made  inquiry  wiib  respect  to  the  amour.t 
and  extent  of  the  relief  affordpd  to  that  men- 
dicancy ;  for  it  Is  to  be  romembered  that  a 
very  considerable  tax  is  now  raised  on  tbe 
farmers  of  that  country  by  mendicants,  and 
which,  I  may  say,  is  now  raised  as  a  compul- 
sory rate.  With  this  view,  I  asked  of  my 
nobis  Friend,  tbe  Secretary  for  Ireland,  to 
obtain  as  accuraie  an  account  as  posiible  of 
the  amount  paid  in  this  way  from  two  or 
three  farmer],  in  ten  or  twelve  districts,  the 
amount  that  was  paid  for  rent— tbe  amount 
paid  for  tithes — the  amount  paid  to  the  Ra- 
man Catholic  piiests,  und  the  amount  paid  lo 
mendicants.  The  result  ii,  I  should  say,  that 
in  moat  cases  a  shilling  an  acre  is  paid  in  the 
course  of  a  year  by  the  farmers  for  the  sup- 

Krl  of  mendicants.  In  some  eases  it  has 
en  6d.  an  acre,  in  others  ^d. ;  but  in  one 
case,  where  a  person  had  a  farm,  not  very 
considerable  in  extent,  it  was  more  than  3i.  an 
acre.  That  person  paid  tOt.,  not  in  money, 
certainly,  but  in  food.    Tliere  was  more  thin 
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the  Poor  Law  for  charging  to  electoral 
i^isiuns  or  parisbeg  tliuse  paupers  resper- 
lively  belonging  to  them,  and  thereby 
creating  a  local  interest  in  tlie  diminution 
uf  pauperism.  The  effect  of  this  clause, 
since  more  exactly  defined  by  the  Irish 
Poor  Liiw  Amendment  Act  of  1842, would 
probably  be  found  quite  a  sufficient  law  uf 
ittlemcnt  for  carrying  out  the  principle 
Ta  good  and  eflective  Poor  Law.  If  uni- 
formity of  poor  law  administration  be  duly 
maintained — and  it  ibould  be  one  of  the 
lirst  duties  of  the  Commissioners  to  pre* 
serve  uniformity  as  far  as  practicable  in 
every  workhouse — if  efficient  workhouse 
inspection  be  provided  for,  the  regulations 
for  the  government  and  discipline  of  every 
workhouse  being  the  same,  and  the  dietary 
in  »li  upon  the  same  scale  of  economy,  a 
pauper  would  not  find  any  temptation  to 
resort  to  one  workhouse  more  than  to  an- 
other.  Except,  however,  in  very  peculiar 
coses  it  would  be  necessary  that  the  appli- 
cation for  relief  should  be  taken  as  the 
test  of  destitution ;  and,  from  ray  experi- 
ence, as  a  member  for  soma  years  of  a 
board  of  guardiaQS,  I  do  not  think  it 
would  be  often  an  untrue  view  to  take  of 
such  applications.  The  existing  work- 
house accommodation,  it  might,  in  the 
absence  of  more  exact  information,  be  at- 
tumcd,  would  he  sufficient  to  do  what  it 
was  originally  designed  to  do ;  and  1  think 
there  is  the  more  probability  of  the  origi- 
nal calculation  being  correct,  from  the  fact 
that  less  than  one-third,  in  some  Unions 
less  than  a  fourth,  is  the  amount  of  accom- 
modation actually  in  use.  The  present 
occupants  are,  certainly,  the  first  objects 
of  compassion,  namely,  the  aged,  the  help- 
less, and  the  orphan ;  and,  rather  than 
that  the  law  should  be  repealed,  I  would, 
upon  the  ground  of  humanity  alone,  con- 
tinue it  even  in  its  present  very  imperfect 
stale.  It  is  no  trifling  consideration  that 
those  really  destitute  and  helpless  objects, 
who  now  alone  seek  admission,  should  feel 
that  they  are  cared  for  by  the  State,  which 
they  formerly  were  not — that  a  refuge 
should  be  afforded  to  them  where  they  can 
receive,  with  the  necessaries  of  life,  that 
medical  aid  and  religious  consolation  which 
is  scarcely  enjoyed,  and  could  certainly  not 
be  imparted,  by  those  upon  whose  kind 
sympathies  and  charity  they  before  for  the 
most  part  relied  for  subsistence  ;  and  it  is 
in  the  highest  degree  important  to  the  in- 
terests of  the  community,  that  orphan  and 
otherwise  destitute  children,  in  place  of 
beiug,  as  formerly,  brought  up  iu  ignoi- 


Ss.  an  acre  paid  for  mendirirj 
iiselfis  a  very  heavy  tax,  and  which 
be  assumed,  upon  the  whole.  In  amount  to 
less  tbaii  between  700,000'.  in<1  BOO.OOOf., 
perhaps  A  million  in  the  year ;  and,  let  it  be 
observed,  that  this  practice  of  mendicancy, 
which  raises  so  vast  a  sum  in  the  country,  i* 
not  like  a  well-constituted  Poor  Law,  vihlch 
afford*  relief  to  the  really  indigent.  It  is  the 
practice  in  Ireland  for  (he  farmer  to  give  re- 
lief to  the  mendicant  who  asks  for  it :  the  po- 
tatoes are  there  ready  for  him ;  there  is  no  in- 
quiry into  the  circumstancei  of  the  mendicant 
— he  begs  at  a  distance  from  home,  where  he 

Now,  my  Lords,  what  is  the  Hate  of  things 
after  a  lapse  of  seven  years  since  this  Poor 
Law,  BO  pregnant,  as  it  was  supposed,  with 
great  benefits  to  the  peace  and  welfare  of 
the  Irish  people,  has  been  enacted }  The 
workhouaas,  good,  substantial  and  salubri- 
ous buildings,  have  been  erected  at  consid- 
erable expense,  and  prepared  for  the  re- 
ception of  three  times  the  number  that 
now  occupy  them,  and  the  staffs  requisite 
for  their  entire  complement  are  paid  for  ; 
but  Ireland  still  presents  the  same  dis- 
graceful exhibition  of  vagrancy  and  beg- 
gary, with  the  superadded  evil  of  general 
dissatisfaction  with  a  law  which  was  in- 
tended, but  has  hitherto  failed,  to  remove 
it.  The  promise  implied  in  Lord  John 
Rusaell's  speech  to  the  middle  and  lower 
classes  of  occupiers  not  having  been  ful- 
filled, they  feel  that  they  have  been  de- 
ceived, and  only  recognise  in  the  pour 
rates  a  new  grievance — in  the  enactment 
of  the  Poor  Law  a  new  ground  of  objec- 
tion to  legislation  by  the  Imperial  Parlia- 
ment— a  new  erguraent  for  the  Repeal  of 
the  Union ;  and  thus  a  law,  conceived  in 
a  spirit  of  charily  and  benevolence,  in* 
tended  for  the  relief  of  the  industrious 
poor,  as  well  as  to  provide  a  refuge  for  the 
belplesi  and  destitute,  and  calculated  in 
its  operation  (o  lament  the  bonds  uf  so- 
ciety, by  uniting  all  classes  in  the  interest 
and  endeavour  to  promote  the  general  im- 
provement and  development  of  the  indus- 
trial resources  of  the  country,  has  only 
added  to  the  embarrassments  of  the  coun- 
try, and  to  the  feelings  of  diivontent  that 
permde  it.  It  is  often  objected  that  a  latv 
of  settlement  would  be  necessary  for  a 
Vagrancy  Act,  and  that  this  difficulty 
would  be  a  bar  against  its  enactment ;  1 
think  this  is  a  mistake  in  speaking  of  Ire- 
land. There  already  exists  a  law  par- 
tially of  settlement;  for  which,  I  t  hink, 
the  country  is  much  indebted  to  the  nohle 
Duke  (Wellington) — 1  mean  the  clause 
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■noe,  vice,  and  habitual  vagnncf ,  and 
often  prematurelj  cut  off  by  want  ftnd 
disease,  the  conseqiience  of  neglecl,  thould 
be  trained  to  early  habits  of  ditdpline  and 
industry,  and  receive  such  an  education  as 
may  fit  them  to  become  afterwards  useful 
and  good  members  of  lociety.  Such  en 
education,  I  am  happy  to  gay,  they  now 
do  receive  in  every  well-regulated  work- 
bouse  in  Ireland.  But,  great  as  these  ad- 
Tantsges  mutt  be  Tiewed  by  every  friend 
to  humanity,  equal  consideration  is  alw 
due  to  the  interests  a(  the  indusirious  poor 
—to  those  who  teek  not  to  be  relieved  in 
the  vrorkhouie,  but  who  took  to  the  Poor 
Law  to  relieve  them  from  the  sturdy  beg- 
gar and  the  idle  lagrant— but  who  are  still 
compelled,  although  subject  to  a  poor  rale, 
to  give  them  food  and  ahelter  in  their  own 
dwellings,  and  from  their  scanty  earnings. 
The  addition  to  the  poor  rate,  by  the  en. 
actment  of  a  law  against  vagrancy,  would 
be  at  nothing  compared  with  the  benefit 
to  these  ratepayers  and  to  the  comrounity. 
It  would,  indeed,  be  a  gratifying  circum- 
itance  if  the  absence  of  the  able-bodied,  in 
general,  from  the  workhouse^  were  owing 
to  their  earning  their  bread  by  honest  iu- 
dustry;  but  this  cannot  be  said  to  be  the 
caie  where  mendicancy  prevails  to  so  great 
an  extent,  and  where  outrages,  for  which 
nou- employment  and  consequent  destitu- 
tion are  pleaded  as  the  excuse,  are  almost 
of  daily  occurrence,  and  systematically  per- 
petrated. So  generally  have  the  able- 
bodied  mendicant,  unleii  in  sickness,  ab- 
stained from  applying  for  workhouse  relief, 
that  in  many  establishments  it  is  scarcely 
possible  to  have  even  the  necessary  work 
performed  without  hired  assistance,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  present  pauper  inmates 
consisting  almost  entirely  of  the  bedridden, 
the  feeble,  the  crippled,  the  blind,  the 
tick,  and  children  of  lender  years.  There 
would,  therefore,  be  little  difficulty  in 
finding  work  at  well  at  workhouse  accom- 
modation for  such  at  are  really  destitute 
of  any  other  retource,  thus  ridding  the 
country  of  the  continued  exhibition  of  a 
state  of  destitution  that  cannot  be  said  to 
be  real,  where  such  a  provision  has  been 
made  for  it.  It  is  very  observable  that 
there  is  a  reluctance  in  tome  Unions  to 
bring  the  Poor  I«w  at  all  into  operation.  I 
would  say,  my  Lords,  that  in  such  Unions 
as  have  not  their  union  houses  open  for 
the  reception  of  the  destitute,  the  law 
against  vagrancy  should  not  be  enforced  ; 
or  rather  it  should  be  proclaimed  and  en- 
foiced  only  where  the  guaidiani  perfoim 


the  duty  (tf  carrying  out  the  objects  of  the 
Poor  Law.  Such  a  measure,  the  details  of 
which  are  perfectly  practicable,  but  would 
of  course  require  much  attention,  would,  I 
am  convinced,  -  bring  the  Poor  Law  into 
speedy  and  beneficial  operation  all  over  ths 
country;  and  for  statistical  purposes,  and 
to  arrive  at  en  exact  knowledge  of  the  real 
surplus  or  unemployed  population  of  Ire< 
land,  would  be  of  the  greatest  importance, 
especially  at  the  present  time,  when  a  dis- 
position to  review  the  laws  relating  to  the 
occupation  and  management  of  land  is 
manifested  by  the  Legislature,  and  a  de- 
sire for  the  improvement  of  the  circum- 
stances and  prospects  of  the  population  has 
become  so  general.  Some  addition  to  the 
workhouse  classification  would,  indeed,  be 
rendered  necessary,  in  order  to  let  in  per- 
sons of  either  sex  of  doubtful  or  hiemiiibed 
characters :  this,  however,  would  be  easily 
provided  for  hy  tome  alight  alterations  in 
the  idiot  and  lunatic  wards,  which,  both  on 
the  male  and  female  sides  of  the  poor 
houses,  are  at  present  almost  invariably 
vacant,  and,  I  may  add,  an  act  suitable  for 
their  original  purposes.  It  would  not  be 
fair  by  the  destitute  poor  of  unhlemished 
character  to  be,  upon  their  admission  to  the 
workhouse,  necessarily  associated  with  per- 
sons whose  destitution  may  have  resulted 
from  theirveryhabitsof  viceand  profligacy; 
and,  on  the  other  hand,  it  is  practically 
driving  such  penons  to  desperation  and 
crime,  and  denying  them  a  locus  panitmlia, 
if,  while  you  afford  them  no  out-door  relief, 
you,  at  the  tame  time,  refuse  them  admis- 
sion to  the  workhouses.  Kelief  given  in 
classes  thus  separate  from  tbeoCber  inmates 
of  the  workhouses,  there  would  be  an  in- 
centive to  good  behaviour,  as  a  new  char- 
acter might  be  earned  by  good  conduct, 
and  the  paupers,  from  time  to  time,  pro- 
moted to  those  classes  in  which  they  would 
have  been  at  once  placed  had  their  charac- 
ters before  admission  justified  it.  1  have 
observed,  in  reference  to  the  introduction 
of  a  Vagrancy  Act,  that  an  efficient  system 
of  workhouse  inspection  would  be  necessary 
to  maintain  that  uniformity  of  discipline 
and  general  management  which  should 
place  the  workhouses  all  upon  a  footing  of 
equality  in  respect  to  the  comforts  of  the 
inmates.  If  your  Lordships  were  to  require 
returns  of  the  inspections  given  to  those 
institutions,  either  by  the  Commissionera  or 
by  the  Poor  Law  Guardians,  you  might  bo 
surprised  to  find  that  in  many  houses  weeks, 
and  in  others  whole  months,  pass  over  with- 
out any  inspection  having  taken  plaee.    i 
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do  not,  in  nyiag  this,  mean  to  cast  anjr 
tefleclioo  either  upon  tbe  Poor  Law  Com' 
minioDen  or  upon  the  guariiiam  of  the 
poor— the  duties  of  both  are  sufficiently 
onerous.  I  cannot  join  nith  those  who 
think  the  Poor  Law  Commifsioners  are 
doecurists,  although  I  hare  not  been  slow 
to  find  TbuIe  with  acts  of  their  adminiitra- 
tion  :  it  would,  however,  be  impossible  to 
charM  upon  them  the  duty  of  regular 
worbnou^e  iospectioo  j  and,  as  to  the  guar- 
dianii,  they  are  in  general  persons  whose 
srocations  leave  them  little  time  to  give  up 
mora  than  the  duty  of  ordinary  attendance 
at  the  meetings  of  the  board.  It  is,  there- 
fore, necessary  lo  look  elsewhere  for  the 
machinery  of  inspection.  When  my  noble 
Friend  (lx>rd  St.  Germans)  was  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  I  took  the  liberty  of  urging 
upon  the  Government,  through  him,  the 
propriety  of  imposing  the  same  duties  of 
inspection  upon  the  workhouse  chaplains 
as  are  performed  by  chaplainsof  gaols.  In 
doing  to,  I  was  certainly  animated  by  the 
deure  of  also  having  them  placed,  Protest- 
ant and  Roman  Catholic,  upon  the  same 
footing  of  equality  in  respect  of  salary  as 
under  the  Gaol  Act,  which  had  been  so 
generally  satis fac tory ;  for  I  felt,  and  still 
feel,  that  it  was  a  most  impolitic  act,  as 
well  as  an  injuntice,  and  an  uncalled  for 
insult  to  the  clergy  of  the  Egtablished 
Church,  to  place  them  upon  a  fooling  of  in- 
feriority, in  any  respect,  to  the  ministers  of 
any  other  denomination.  I  am  sensible 
that  in  the  present  disposition  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  no  alteration  could  be 
made  in  this  respect ;  and  I,  therefore,  do 
not  press  it,  but  simply  suggest,  that  as  the 
chaplains  do  visit,  and  certainly  ought  to 
visit  the  workhouses  with  regularity,  what- 
ever the  amount  of  remuneration  allowed 
to  theiD,  they  should  be  required,  Protest- 
ant and  Buman  Catholic,  alternately  to 
make  reports  of  their  observations  upoo  the 
obedience  given  to  the  workhouse  orders 
and  discipline — upon  the  quality  of  the 
provisions,  and  of  any  complaint  of  any 
inmate  of  the  House.  This  would  involve 
little  or  no  additinnnl  trouble,  and  need  not 
be  accompanied  with  any  controlling  power 
whatever,  nor  should  it  supersede  the  ne- 
cessity of  occasional  inspection  by  visiting 
committees  of  the  guardians.  There  are 
other  improvements  in  the  Poor  Law  much 
needed,  and  defects  in  it  that  call  loudly  for  a 
remedy.  lagreewith  thepeticioncrsinthiDk- 
ing  that  the  powers  of  the  Commissioners 
ought  to  be  reviewed,  and  that  they  ought 
not  to  hare  greater  powen  than  are  clearly 


necessary  for  carrying  the  Act  into  execu- 
tion. It  would  relieve  the  ratepayers  from 
the  vexation  of  frequent  and  minute  col- 
lections, to  have  but  one  rate  imposed  in 
the  year  ;  and  I  think  that  rate  should  be 
collected  simultaneously,  and  by  the  same 
officers  as  the  grand  jury  rate.  The  ad- 
vantage to  the  ratepayers  of  having  but 
one  call  upon  them  in  the  course  of  the 
year,  is  noticed  in  the  Report  of  the  Land 
Commission.  From  that  Report, it  also  ap- 
pears, that  the  injustice  has  sometimes  been 
done  to  tenants  at  will  of  not  allowing 
them  the  portion  of  the  poor  rate  they  were 
intended  to  stop  from  their  landlords"  rent. 
Such  cases  are,  I  trust,  of  rare  occurrence; 
but  where  they  do  occur,  they  are  most 
unjust  and  illegal,  and  must  uecessarily 
impede  the  success  of  the  Poor  Law,  as 
does  also  the  practice,  which  is  very 
general,  of  making  valuations  too  low,  by 
which  means  it  often  happens  that  the 
whole  burden  is  shifted  from  the  tenant 
upon  the  landlord,  in  place  of  both  having 
an  equal  interest  in  the  economical  man- 
agement of  the  Poor  Law.  I  have  ad- 
verted to  these  points,  and  more  particu- 
larly  to  the  want  of  a  Vagrancy  Act,  as 
they  appear  to  me  to  require  the  prompt 
and  serious  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  because  Members  of  Parliament 
are  sometimes  reproached  for  finding  fault 
with  the  measures  of  Government,  with- 
out pointine  out  how  they  should  ha 
amended.  I  do  not  thiok  that  any  more 
important  subject  with  reference  to  Ireland 
could  engage  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment than  the  Poor  Law;  and  I  am  satis, 
fied  that  if  it  he  properly  carried  out,  it 
would  tend  more  than  any  other  measure 
to  improve  the  social  condition  of  the  coun- 
try, and  possibly  to  hasten  the  development 
of  its  agricultural  resources.  Having  stated 
so  much,  it  only  remains  for  me  to  ask,  on 
behalf  of  the  many  who  are  interested  in 
the  subject,  whether — as  no  inquiry  is  to 
take  place,  or  Bill  to  be  brought  forward 
in  this  Session,  for  the  amendment  either 
of  the  laws  relating  to  medical  charities,  or 
of  the  Poor  Law — it  is  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  take  the  subject 
into  their  consideration  during  the  recess, 
with  a  view  to  amending  or  altering  ihoso 
laws  in  the  ensuing  Session  of  Parliament? 
Lord  Stanley  said,  there  was  no  doubt 
now  of  the  maintenance  of  the  Pitar  Law 
in  Ireland;  but  if  the  noble  Lord  was  of 
opinion  that  an  inquiry  should  take  place 
with  reference  to  it  at  the  commencement 
of  the  next  Seinoa  of  Parliament,  he  ( Lonl 
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Stanley)  wBi  authorized  to  B7  that  there 
would  be  no  objection  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty'i  GoTernment  to  nich  an  inquiry, 
and  that  the  subject  of  the  Iriih  Poor  Law, 
involving  the  important  question  of  me- 
dical relief,  should  be  submitted  to  the  eon- 
■ideration  of  a  Committee  in  this  or  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  The  Govern- 
ment were  not  prepared  to  lecommend  the 
introduction  of  any  Vagrant  Act,  coniidei- 
ing  the  impossibility  of  putting  down  men- 
dicsntry  in  Ireland,  and  the  expense  n{ 
attempting  to  do  go  ;  nor,  as  al  present  ad- 
vised, were  they  prepared  to  legislate  or 
the  question  of  medical  relief,  lie  did  not 
deny  that  the  present  law  mi^ht  be, 
■ome  respects,  deficient;  but,  till  the  fulh 
inquiry  should  be  made  into  the  working 
of  the  whole  law  next  Session,  they  were 
not  prepared  to  advise  any  further  amend- 
ment of  the  existing  law. 

The  Marqueti  of  Londonderry  nid,  he 
had  opposed  the  introduction  c^  a  Poor 
Law  into  Ireland;  but  it  having  been 
traduced,  he  hoped  their  Lordsbipi  would 
give  it  a  fair  trial,  and  be  was  convinced  it 
would  prove  in  the  end  a  benefidal  law. 
If  their  Kjordshipa  would  put  *  Bill  for 
leavins  Ireland  ^ne  for  three  or  five  yearii 
it  would  be  one  of  the  best  meoiurei 
introduced. 

The  MsTquesi  of  Clanricarde  had  had  no 
reason  to  change  the  opinion  be  entertained 
from  the  first,  that  a  Poor  Law  would  be 
productive  of  no  good  for  Ireland.  He  had 
petitions  from  all  parts  of  Ireland — oi 
*  from  the  extreme  weat,  and  another  from 
the  extreme  east — all  stating  that  men- 
dicancy  had  increased  since  its  introduction, 
and  he  had  himself  been  a  witness  to  the 
increase  of  mendicancy  in  the  streets.  I'he 
Poor  Law  had  failed  in  every  respect,  and 
disappointed  those  who  had  brought  it  in. 

Petitions  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  od  the 
Table. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
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CouMona'  Enclosure  Bill.]  The 
House  met  this  day  at  twelve  oclocic, 
and  devoted  the  morning  lo  consider  the 
Commons'  Eaclosure  Bill  in  Committee ; 
which,  with  some  conversational  discus- 
sion on  the  separate  clauses,  was  cairied 
through  ■■  far  as  the  70lh  dause,  when  it 
being  four  o'clock,  the  House  resutned, 
and  the  Committee  was  ordered  lo  ait 
again. 

The  House  adjourned  (ill  five  o'clock, 
and  then  met  again. 

South  Wales  Railway.]  Mr.  E. 
Bnlier  brought  up  the  Report  on  tbe 
South  Wales  Railway,  and  the  Monmoulh 
and  Hereford  Railway  Bills. 

Mr.  y.  H.  Vivian  moved  ihat  (be  Re- 
port he  considered  on  Friday  next. 

Captain  Berkeley  thought  that  ibey 
should  not  depart  from  ihe  usual  course 
of  proceeding,  namely,  of  taking  the  Re- 
ports on  Railway  Bills  into  coniideritioa 
on  Tuesdays. 

Mr.  Greene  said,  it  was  most  necessary 
Ihat  the  rules  of  the  House  should  be  ob. 
served,  because  if  they  were  depaned 
from  !□  one  instance,  tliey  would  be  inter- 
fered will)  in  oihers. 

Lord  Granville  Somerset  said,  any  de- 
lay in  Railway  Bills  was  most  material 
Bt  this  advanced  period  of  tbe  Session; 
and  in  the  present  instance  if  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  were  not  seceded  to, 
the  efiect  would  be  that  ■  most  important 
railway  would  be  delayed  for  anoiher 
Session. 

Mr.  Labouckere  Hid,  he  had  only  a 
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general  knowledge  on  the  lubject  of  the 
Railway  Bill  under  consideration,  and  he 
did  rot  will)  to  do  anything  which  would 
have  ihe  rflfeci  of  preventing  the  Bill  Trom 
pauin^  this  Session.  It  was,  however, 
very  well  known  that  ihe  project  Tor  ihe 
South  Wales  Railway  was  supported  by 
powerful  inieretif  having  much  influence 
in  that  House;  and  he  would  ask,  were 
ihey,  under  such  circumitancei,  lo  depnri 
Trom  (he  Standing  Orden  in  Tavour  of  a 
Bill   CO   supported,   while  they   declined 


>  other 


Vivian  aard,  his  Motion  went  no 
Turlher  than  that  the  Report  should  be 
taken  Into  coniideration  on  Fridayinstead 
of  on  Tuesday  :  and  he  did  not  think, 
therefore,  that  it  could  be  seriously  ob- 
jected to  at  the  present  advanced  period 
of  the  Senioo. 

Mr.  Sheil  said,  he  had  no  personal  con- 
nexion will)  the  measure,  but  as  an  Irish 
Member  connected  more  particularly  with 
the  south  of  Ireland,  he  felt  a  very  great 
interest  in  the  advancement  of  his  country 
generally,  and  more  especially  with  that 
portion  of  it  [o  which  he  more  immediately 
belonged.  He  believed  the  interests  of 
IreUnd  would  be  malerially  promoted  by 
the  proposed  railway;  and  he  could  assure 
Ihe  House  that  this  was  (he  opinion  of  thi 
Representatives  of  the  south  of  Ireland 
generally  i  and  he  should,  therefore,  give 
his  support  to  the  Motion  of  bis  hon. 
Friend.  ^Ee  believed,  from  the  position 
uf  (he  districts  through  which  the  proposed 
railway  would  pais,  and  the  south  of  Ire- 
land, that  (hey  would  be  reciprocally  be- 
Defited  by  il — that  what  was  for  the  bene- 
fit of  South  Wales  was  for  (he  beneSt  ali( 
of  Ireland ;  and,  on  the  o(her  hand,  (hat 
whatever  would  bencGt  Ireland,  would, 
at  the  same  time,  benefit  South  Wales, 
He  would  beg  to  remind  Members  of 
Her  Majesty's  Governmenl  that  the  First 
Minister  of  the  Crown  had  staled 
rererence  to  an  Irish  railway,  thai 
would  not  consent  to  allow  small  obstruc- 
tions to  lie  in  the  way  of  it ;  and  that  il 
interests  of  Ireland  were  so  deeply  ii 
Tolved  in  the  passing  of  the  measure  thi 
the  Goverameni  should  exert  iiselF  to 
promote  it.  He  did  not  mean  to  say  (ha 
the  Bill  now  under  the  consideration  of  thi 
House  was  of  equal  impor(ance  with  the 
IriKh  Bill  (o  which  he  had  alluded;  but 
still  he  thon|ht  it  belonged  to  the  same 
class,  and  he  should,  (hetefore,  give  it  his 
support. 
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Viscount  Howick  said,  he  wni  exceed, 
in^ly  averiQ  lo  applying  favours  to  one 
Railway  Bill  which  were  not  extended  lo 
others  ;  but  though  he  knew  nothing  of 
the  particular  merits  or  the  South 
Wales  line,  he  would  say  generally, 
(hat  he  thought  railways  ought  to  get 
particular  indulgence  this  Session.  The 
rrijuired  the  promoters  of  all  lines 
lo  lay  ilieir  plans  in  the  first  instance 
before  (he  Railway  Department  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  and  suspended  all  pro- 
ceedings upon  the  Bills  until  the  Reports 
of  the  Board  were  made.  They  (bus 
threw  back  all  Ihe  railway  schemea  for  a 
full  month  of  the  Session  later  ihao  (hey 
might  otherwise  have  been  brought  forward, 
and  he  thought  (bat  circumstance  ought  to 
induce  them  now  (o  show  some  indulgence 
to  (he  promoters  of  these  schemea  io  en. 
ablingthem  to  hare  their  Bills  passed.  He 
did  not  think  that  any  subilaniial  injury 
or  injustice  would  be  done  by  acceding 
to  the  Motion  before  the  House,  and  he 
WIS,  therefore,  disposed  lo  vote  in  favour 
of  it-  He  should,  however  do  ao  only  on 
(he  understanding  that  a  similar  indul- 
gence would  be  exiended  to  other  Railway 
Bills- 
Motion  agreed  to. 


P£TITI0KOFCAPTAINBKREEI.BT.]Mr- 

IFar&tirtonmovedthailheOrder  of  theDay 
be  read  for  the  consideration  of  the  peti- 
tion of  Captain  Craven  Berkeley  relative 
to  the  East  India  Steam  Ship  Company 
Bill,  and  the  aclion  brought  against  him 
by  Mr.  Scott.  The  hon.  Member  pre- 
sented the  petition  from  the  gallant  Cap. 
(ain,  praying  that  Ihe  House  would  allow 
its  officers  to  attend  a  trial,  io  which  he 
was  defendant,  in  ibe  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  and  moved  that  the  prayer  of  the 
petition  be  complied  with. 

Mr.  Battle  waa  unders(ood  (o  lay  that 
he  had  been  requested  by  Messrs.  Sco(t, 
the  plaintiffs  in  (he  actioo  to  which  the 
petidon  referred,  to  state  to  the  House  (be 
facts  of  this  case.  In  1840  Messrs.  Scott 
bad  entered  into  a  contract  with  the  com> 
pany  in  question  to  furnish  them  with  a 
ship  for  India,  at  an  expense  o(  35,000/. 
The  manner  in  which  the  ship  was  budl 
increased  the  expense  lo  40,000/.  Messrs. 
Scon,  in  entering  upon  this  contract,  had 
hid  befire  them  the  prospectus  of  this 
company,  contntninp;  the  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  lor  Cheltenham.  Thai  prospectus 
bad  been  extensively  circulated,  with  the 
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name  of  the  (idq.  Member  in  it.  In  td- 
dilion  lo  this  they  had  had  before  them 
an  Act  of  Parliameat  authorizing  the  for- 
matioo  of  the  companj,  aod  al«o  inclnd- 
ing  amoogat  iti  orlglDal  aubicribers  the 
name  of  the  hon.  aod  gallant  Member. 
Thej  had  all  along,  therefore,  thought  that 
they  might  come  upon  him  as  a  partner 
in  the  contract,  ir  the  other  coatraclora 
failed  10  perform  their  part  of  their  coo- 
tract.  The  contract  had  not  been  fulfilled, 
and  the  Mesiri.  Scott  had  loit  50,000^ 
by  it.  Under  these  circumatancei  they 
had  brought  an  action  againit  the  Secre- 
lary  of  the  Company,  and  had  got  judg- 
ment againit  him.  They  had  iiDce  broaght 
«a  action  against  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Ghelieuham,  as  the  only  di- 
rector withio  their  reach.  On  the  former 
trial,  the  evidence  of  the  officer!  of  the 
House  had  been  requested,  but  the  House 
bad  thought  fit  to  refute  it.  The  defend- 
ant now,  hooever,  said,  that  their  abieoce 
would  be  prejudicial  to  his 
did  not  know  how  ihia  might  be;  but 
whether  so  or  not,  Heiirs.  Scoit  bad  no 
desire  that  ihe  evidence  of  the  officers 
should  be  withheld. 

Lord  G.  Somertet  said,  when  the  peli 
tion  was  presented  the  other  night,  he  wa 
opposed  10  it,  only  because  be  thought 
that  what  was  sought  to  be  proved  could 
be  proved  by  other  means  than  the  attend- 
ance of  the  officera  of  the  House.    As  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cheltenham,  however, 
feared  that  the  withholding  these  wii 
might  prejudice  his  case,  he  saw  ni 
son  why  the  House  sboald  not  all 
decision. 

Mr.  C.  Berkeley  said,  he  was  now,  at 
he  bad  been  when  the  petition  of  thi 
plaiolifFs  was  presented,  only  anxious  for 
the  fullest  inquiry.  He  desired  the  attend- 
ance of  the  parties  in  question,  only  be- 
cause he  thought  that  the  plaintiffs'  cou 
set  would  be  able  to  prejudice  the  case 
the  eyes  of  the  jury,  if  the  powerful  shield 
of  that  House  appeared  to  be  thrown  over 
one  of  its  Members.  With  regard  to  the 
case  itself,  he  could  assure  the  House  that 
be  was  no  more  conscious  of  bis  name 
having  been  inserted  in  the  Act  of  Farlia- 
luent  at  a  director  of  the  company,  than 
any  other  hon.  Member  of  that  House, 
As  the  question  was  now  a  judicial  one, 
he  would,  however,  add  no  more  upon  it. 

Sir  R.  tnglit  looV.  the  opportunity  of 
suggesting  ibat  it  would  be  desirable  to 
make  an  addition   to  the  Standing  Or- 


Ameriam  Veuelt. 


140 


dert,  that  no  Company  proposing  lo 
include,  in  Ihe  act  of  its  incorpora- 
tion, a  list  of  the  directors,  should  be 
permitted  to  do  so,  till  the  Standing 
Orders'  Committee  should  have  received  a 
list  of  Bucb  directors.  And  no  Company 
should  be  permitted  lo  use  the  name  of 
any  director,  unless  snch  director  should 
have  given  bis  written  consent,  which 
should  be  registered  in  ■  book  accessible 
to  all  the  world.  This  was  an  act  of  a 
public  nature,  that  wastotaj,  it  might  be 
pleaded  as  a  public  act  j  and  if  all  men 
were  bound  to  know  the  laws,  more  espe- 
cially were  they  bound  lo  know  the  laws 
who  had  a  voice  in  passing  them ;  there- 
fore they  ought  to  know  what  names  were 
inserted  in  every  Bill. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

RioHT  OF  SnuHCitiNa  AuBBicAK 
Vkssels.]  Mr.  Skeil  inquired  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  Ihe  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment what  was  the  number  of  American 
vessels  over  which  we  had  exercised  tbe 
right  of  visiting  since  the  IVeaty  of  Wash- 
in  gton  was  signed  T 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  the  number  of 
vessels  visited  bad  been  very  considerable. 
He  trusted,  however,  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  not  require  a  specifica- 
tion of  ihe  eiact  number,  when  he  in- 
formed him  that  the  right  of  visiting  bad 
been  exercised  in  every  case  where  a  ves- 
sel had  excited  a  reasonable  auspicton. 
He  WHS  happy  to  be  able  to  add,  that  the 
exercise  of  that  right  had  hitherto  not  led 
lo  any  injurious  consequences,  nor  had  it 
provoked  any  ill-feeling  on  the  part  of  any 
portion  of  the  American  squadron  which 
had  acted  in  co-operation  with  us.  Per- 
haps the  House  would  allow  him  lo  read 
Ihe  two  latest  communications  received  by 
the  Gofernment  from  the  coast  of  Africa  ; 
one  as  to  a  case  where  Ihe  Right  of  Search 
was  exercised  by  a  British  cruiser  alone, 
after  the  signing  of  the  Treaty  of  Wash- 
ington, and  ihe  other  where  there  was  a 
co-operation  between  the  combined  £ng' 
lish  and  American  squadrons.  The  first 
letter  was  as  follows  :— 

■*  EUCLOSORE  OF  A  LeTTER  TO  THE  SeCBETART 

I      OF  TOE  AnutAALTr,  OF  TUE  30m  OF  Hat, 
1845. 

"Her  N^at^i  Brig  Heroine,  at  sea, 
April  32.  1845. 
"  Sir — In  obedience  to  the  orders  contaiaed 
in  the  general  inilruclions  for  commandert  of 
Her  Msjesly's  vessels  employed  in  the  sup.i 
preuion  of  tbe  Slave  Trade,  I  beg  leave  lo 
infom  you  that  on  the  33Dd  ultimo,  I  visited 
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The  Slave  Trade. 


"  Eer  Minaty't 

Aieetaion,  i 


in  Mtj^amba  Bay  an  American  ichooner,  the 
Jknry,  and  on  the  21st  of  February  the  Ame- 
tican  fang  Starling,  of  Beferlejp,  in  order  to 
■Kertain  their  naiiooality,  and,  no  obJBCtions 
hiTing  been  made  to  ths  viail,  I  found  them  to 
be  botiijidc  Americaai,  and  left  them  ai  iood 
u  pMiible, — I  have  the  honour  to  be,  Sir, 
jouT  moit  obedient  hamble  lErvant, 

"  Henrt  K.  Foote, 
tiaUetmit  and  CoiMmander,  eommanding  on 
lie  Wat  Coa$t  of  AJHca." 

Tbe  Dcxt  WBt  where  them  wa>  a  conjoiat 
operation.     It  ran  u  follow!  :— 

)   Fendope, 

"  Sir — I  have  the  honour  to  encloie  a  Re- 
port from  Commander  Ruisell,  of  the  Ardent, 
reporting  operaLioni  in  the  Rio  PoDga),  in 
which  he  wai  cordially  assiaied  by  Comman- 
der  Bruce,  of  the  United  Slatei  itoop,  ihe 
Ihaton.  The  remit  wai  lucceuful,  and 
highly  (atiiractory  in  all  reipeels,  two  ilaTerl 
having  been  lurpnierl,  aDd  taken  in  one  of 
tbeir  inner  haunts ;  one  ve*sel  tinder  Spanish 
colours  was  seized  by  the  Ardatt'a  boats, 
while  at  the  same  moment  the  ofiicen  of  tbe 
ZVujhnt  took  possession  of  another  scliooner, 
under  American  colours.  The  latter  vesiel 
has  ilnce  been  lent  to  Boston  for  adjudication. 
This  incident,  and  other  indications  of  sin- 
cerity on  Ihe  pan  of  the  American  officers 
now  lervinf  on  thie  tlatioci,  lead  me  to  hope 
for  a  degree  of  future  co-operation  which 
cannot  but  have  deiirable  effects. — I  have  the 
honour  to  be,  &c. 

«  W.  Jokes, 
Commodort  and  iSmior  OJker  eomaanding. 
"  The  Right  Hon.  H.  T.  L.  Corry,  Ice., 
Admiralty." 

Commander  Ruuell  writes — 


"Lieotenant  Johnson  mentions  the  cordial 
good  feeling  that  exiited  between  the  officers 
and  men  o?  the  two  nations,  in  the  highest 
terms ;  and  the  leal,  energy,  and  acliviiy  that 
prevailed  among  them,  which  is  gratifying  for 
me  to  record." 

He  hoped  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman 
would  rest  aatiafied  that  the  right  of  visit- 
iog  had  been  exercised  in  every  case  where 
it  wa*  desirable,  and  ibat  it  had,  as  far 
aa  he  waa  aware,  been  exercised  with  for- 
bearance  and  caution,  and  without  any 
JDterruptioo  of  the  good  understanding 
between  the  two  iquadroni. 

Sir  C.  ^^apier  would  be  glad  to  know 
whether  any  British  veasela  had  been 
searched  by  the  Americans  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  waa  not  aware  of  any  in- 
atance  in  which  that  had  occurred;  no 
doubt  if  luipicious  citcDmalancea  aroie, 
Uie  Right  of  Search  would  be  exerciaed. 
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menion  then  rose  to  move — 

"That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
HerMajesty,  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleas- 
ed to  give  directions  that  there  ba  laid  before 
this  House  a  Return  of  the  Names  and  De- 
scription of  the  Witnesses  examined  before 
the  Mixed  British  and  French  Commission, 
appoioted  to  inquire  into  die  belt  means  for 
suppressing  the  Slave  Trade;  and  Extracts  of 
such  parts  of  their  Evidence  as  relate  to  the 
value  of  a  mutual  Rif[ht  of  Search  as  a  means 
for  the  Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade," 

The  noble  Lord  said  :  Sir,  in  riling  to 
make  the  Motion  of  which  I  have  given 
notice,  and  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  short  time  to  the  subject  of 
the  Slave  Trade,  I  feel  that  the  House 
will  not  require  from  me  any  apology  for 
such  an  encroachment  upon  their  time. 
The  sobject  is  one  which  has,  for  many 
years  past,  excited  the  deepest  interest 
boih  in  Parliament  and  the  country.  It 
relates  to  one  of  the  greatest  and  most 
flagitious,  tbe  most  atrocious,  and  the 
most  widely-extended  crimes  which  have 
ever  yet  afflicted  mankind.  It  relates  to 
a  crime  which  barbarizes  and  desolates 
Africa — which  degrades  and  demotaliies 
Ihe  nationi  of  America— I  may  say,  frum 
north  to  south  ; — which  debases  and  bru- 
talizes Alia— and  which,  1  regret  to  say, 
ilill  stains  some  of  the  nations  of  Europe 
with  what  I  must  hold  to  be  unpatdon-* 
able  guilt.  Sir,  the  frightful  nomber  of 
the  victims  of  this  crime  cannot  with  any 
precisian  be  ascertained.  My  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  Hutt) 
the  other  night  told  us,  that  the  number 
of  human  beings  carried  off  annually  from 
Africa  to  America,  including  those  who 
were  landed  and  those  who  died  in  con- 
sequence of  the  passage,  amounted,  ac- 
cording to  his  calculation,  to  no  lesa 
than  200,000.  You  will  remember,  too, 
that  whatever  tbe  number  may  be,  an 
equal  number  must  be  reckoned  as  having 
been  the  previous  victims  of  the  violence 
Used  in  iheic  capture,  and  of  the  sufferings 
endured  on  the  marcli ;  and  whether  the 
number  be,  as  the  right  hon,  Bdronet  (Sir 
R.  Peel)  has  supposed,  greatly  exagge. 
rated,  or  whether  it  be  neat  the  truth,  at 
any  rate  the  Cbristian  share  in  the  Slave 
Trade,  ia,  in  its  extent,  most  appalling. 
Now,  Sir,  every  man,  be  his  country  what 
it  may,  whose  mind  has  not  been  conta- 
minated by  participation  ia  this  atrocity, 
must  feel  the  most  ardent  desire  that  this 
great  offence  should  cease;  and   I  an 
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■ure  there  caanot  be  nn  Englnhman  who 
would  not  glor]^  in  the  idea  that  bis  country 
bad  had  the  honour  of  taking  a  leading 
part  in  (he  accampliibment  of  ra  great  a 
purpoie.  But  we  are  told,  and  in  lomc 
degree  I  thinkirulj,  that  oflate  a  change 
baa  taken  place  in  the  opinion  of  many 
men  in  thii  country  who  feel  the  decpesi 
intereat  in  thii  important  matter;  not  a 
change  indicating  the  tlighteil  abaiemeni 
in  the  horror  and  deteatalion  which 
they  feel  for  thit  practice— not  a  change 
Gonsiating  in  the  tltgliteat  diminution  of 
(heir  ardent  desire  to  employ  every  prac- 
ticable ineani  of  putting  an  end  lo  it— but 
the  change  to  which  1  allude  conaisii  in 
this,  that  many  men  whose  good  inien- 
tiont  I  reapecr,  and  whoie  judgment  in 
general  ii  eudtled  lo  great  weight,  but 
who,  I  think,  have  looked  only  luperfi. 
cially  (it  thia  matter,  aeeing  on  the  one 
hand  that  the  eSbrls  which  we  have  made 
■ince  the  year  1814  to  put  an  end  to  the 
practice  havfl'not  en(irely  effected  the  ob- 
ject—seeing (hat  the  Slave  Trade  itill  con- 
tinue!, have  begun  (o  despair  of  obiain- 
ing  their  object  by  the  inppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  have  adopted  the  opinion  that 
our  effort!  are  fruidesi,  have  directed 
their  efforts  to  anoiher  object ;  and  think- 
ing  that  they  could  beat  aucceed  by  la- 
boaring  for  the  abolition  of  ilavery,  have 
slackened  in  some  degree  in  their  etford 
for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade 
itself.  Now,  with  all  respect  for  ihose 
periODS,  I  diSer  entirety  from  the  opio' 
ions  which  they  enieriain.  I  regard  their 
despair  of  auppresaing  the  Slave  Trade 
as  without  reason,  and  I  think  the  con- 
clusion lo  which  (hey  have  come  quiie 
erroneous.  It  ii  undoubtedly  and  ob- 
viously (rue  that  slavery  is  the  cau^e,  and 
object,  and  purpose,  of  the  Slave  Trede; 
and  that  if  we  could,  by  possibility,  abolish 
ell  over  the  world  the  condKion  oF  slavery, 
the  Slave  Trade  would,  of  i[seir,  neces- 
sarily cease,  Bu(  it  is  also  equally  true, 
that  the  Slave  Trade  is  the  root  which 
gives  life,  and  apirit,  and  stability  to  the 
condition  of  slavery.  Seek  (o  upheave 
ft  vast  living  tree,  whose  raigh(y  roo[s  are 
■(rongly,  vigorously,  and  deeply  imbedded 
in  the  soil,  it  will  baffie  (he  uiinox  exer- 
tions of  your  strength  ;  but  Ijy  your  axe 
to  the  root,  cut  oif  the  supply  of  nourish- 
nienl,and  (he  tree  will  siclten  and  decay, 
and  you  will  no  longer  find  any  difficuliy 
in  bringing  it  to  the  ground.  It  is  on  (his 
principle  [  hold  tha(,  looking  at  the  mat- 


ter in  a  pnciical  |ioint  of  view,  we  ought 
to  apply  our  great  efforts  to  the  suppres- 
sion of  (he  Slave  Trade  :  cut  ofT  the  sup- 
ply of  sluvei,  and  I  apprehend  you  will 
have  achieved  (he  best  and  shortest  mode 
of  destroying  slavery.  When  you  ask 
people  to  put  an  end  to  slavery,  (o  eman- 
cipa(e  (heir  slaves,  you  ask  tliem,  almost 
in  so  many  words,  to  give  up  their  pro- 
perty— to  give  up  (hat  on  which,  perhaps, 
their  existence  depends;  and  you  can, 
therefore,  hardly  expect  them  to  assent  to 
your  proposal.  But  when  you  ask  (heni 
to  concur  with  you  in  the  abolition  of  the 
Slave  Ttade,  all  you  require  of  them  is, 
that  (hey  should  combine  with  joo  to 
prevent  other  persons  from  committing 
the  crime ;  and  you  are  much  more  likely 
to  succeed  in  this  object  with  them:  the 
same  motives  which  operate  with  them 
agalnatyour  proposi(ion  in  the  one  case, 
influences  them  in  ynur  favour  in  the 
o(her ;  for  you  would  very  freonently  find 
the  same  owners  who  would  struggle 
against  you  to  the  last  for  (he  preservation 
to  (hem  of  the  means  by  which  they  culti- 
vate their  slave-worked  lands,  eager  to  aid 
you  in  preventing  the  introduction,  on  (he 
part  of  others,  of  fresh  negroes,  the  em- 
ployment of  whom  would  be  bringing  into 
cultivation  fresh  tracts  of  land,  whose  pro- 
duce would  enter  into  injurious  competi. 
tinn  with  ihat  of  their  own  existing  estates. 
Do  not,  then,  be  ppriuaded  to  turn  your 
ttt(en(ion  from  the  Slave  Trade  (o  the 
condition  of  slavery.  But  it  is  urged  (bat 
our  effor(s  for  the  suppression  of  (he 
trade  have  been  fruitless.  Now,  I  lake 
upon  myself  to  deny  (hst  proposition.  It 
is  said  that  we  have  not  diminished  the 
Slave  Trade  ;  (hat  we  have  not  reduced,  by 
all  our  exeriions  for  the  last  thirty  years, 
(he  number  of  slaves  (ranaported  from 
Africa;  and  that  we  have  not  succeeded 
in  mitigating  in  any  degree,  but  have,  on 
(he  contrary,  aggravated  the  sufferings  of 
the  negroes  on  (he  passage.  I  will  take 
the  last  point  6rst  i  1  admit  ihat  we  have 
not  succeeded  in  mitrgadng  those  suffer- 
ings ;  but  1  Bl(oge[her  dispu(e  the  assertion 
(hat  the  means  we  have  (akea  to  preven(, 
have  aggrBva(ed  them.  Any  man  who 
will  dispassionately  review  the  evidence 
given  at  various  times  during  the  last  half 
century,  before  [Com  mil  tees  of  the  House, 
and  otherwise,  must  see  that  It  would  be 
absolutely  impossible  for  the  evils  of  tlie 
passage  lo  the  wre(ched  capdves  to  be 
aggravated  beyond  what  they  have  been. 
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The  miseiiei  endured  by  the  oegroe* 
on  their  voyage  acroii  the  Allantic,  all 
past  evidence  pru*es  to  ha?e  been  greater 
almoit  than  liuman  imagination  could 
conceive,  Bad,  in  practice,  impojiible  to 
be  increaied  ;  and,  in  point  or  fact,  all  ire 
learn  of  ihe  slate  of  thin^^s  on  the  passage 
Doir,  shows  us,  that  while,  most  unhap- 
pily, the  evils  are  not  lessened,  at  all 
events,  they  are  not  aggravated.  Again, 
when  it  is  said  that  our  elTorti  have  not 
diminished  the  number  o(  Africam  who 
are  annually  the  victims  of  this  traffic,  1 
cannot  assent  to  that  statement.  IT  the 
Government  had  given  me  that  Return 
which  1  moved  for  about  ihig  time  last 
year,  I  should  have  been  in  a  condition  to 
have  brought  forwatd  this  matter  on  more 
detailed  and  correct  data.  A  Return,  no 
doubt,  was  given;  but  prepared  in  so 
careless — in,  I  must  say,  so  slovenly  a 
manner,  as  to  be  really  good  for  nothing; 
and  I  accordingly  returned  it,  privately, 
to  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  with  an  observa- 
tion to  that  effect.  However,  this  clearly 
■  ppeared,  thai  in  the  years  1S40,  1841, 
1842,  the  number  of  Africans  who  were 
TJctims  to  the  Slave  Trade  was  greatly 
less  than  on  the  average  of  the  preceding 
forty  years  ;  so  that,  at  all  eveata,  it  can- 
not be  said  that  oor  efibrt*  have  been 
wholly  unsuccessful  in  diminishing  the 
number  of  victims  to  that  traffic.  In  look- 
ing at  this  question,  and  narrowly,  we  are  not 
to  measure  the  value  of  the  methods  em- 
ployed for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  by  the  mere  test  of  whether  the 
number  of  negroes  actually  transported 
had,  within  recent  yearE,  not  actually  di- 
minished; because,  if  it  can  be  shown 
that  the  measures  which  we  took  have  had 
the  effect  of  preventing  an  increase,  as 
compared  with  what  might  otherwise 
have  taken  place ;  then,  it  is  evident  that  a 
great  and  important  good  has  been  ef- 
fected. In  the  first  place,  what  is  the 
presumptive  proof  of  this  good  having 
been  effected  ?  Among  the  Papers  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  in  this  year, 
and  in  former  yean,  is  a  statement  of  the 
number  of  vessels  which  had  returned 
from  the  coast  of  Africa  to  Cubs,  or  Bra- 
lil,  empty,  in  consequence  of  having  been 
prevented  by  your  cruisers  from  getting 
cargoes  ;  and  that  number  was  consider- 
able. It  frequently  appears  that,  in  con- 
aeqnencfl  of  the  blockade  of  rivers  and 
bays,  vessels  were  prevented  from  eiecnl- 
ing   iheir  orders,   and  obliged  to   return 


home  ernpty,  not  being  able  to  procure 
negroes.  Further,  in  the  Returns  moved  for 
by  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Captain 
Pechell)  behind  me,  it  appears  that  since 
1819,  no  less  than  158  vessels  were  taken 
and  condemned  as  slnvers  by  the  Mixed 
Commission  Court  of  Sierra  l.eone,  before 
they  had  received  any  negroes  on  board. 
Now  each  of  those  vessels  would  not  have 
returned  with  less  than  300  negroes  on 
board,  which  would  make  an  aggregate 
amount  of  no  less  than  50,000  or  60,000 
negroes,  all  of  which  had  been  sated  from 
the  sufferings  of  the  passage,  and  from 
slavery,  by  the  exertions  which  were 
adopted  to  prevent  these  vessels  from 
taking  cargoes  on  board  according  to 
their  orders.  Then  there  were  upwards 
of  60,000  negroes  emancipated  at  Si- 
erra Leone,  and  many  others  nomioally, 
and  only  nominally,  emancipated  else- 
where. But  if  more  positive  proofs  are 
required  of  the  effects  which  have  fol. 
lowed  the  methods  which  have  been 
adopted  to  put  an  end  to  the  Slave 
Trade,  we  have  only  to  look  to  the  vast 
extent  of  uncultivated  land  in  Cuba  and 
Brazil,  and  to  recollect  the  iacreeiing 
demand  in  Europe  for  the  productions  of 
slave  labour  of  tropical  climates;  from 
both  of  which  circumstances  it  may  be 
fairly  concluded  that  if  the  traffic  in  ne- 
groes were  not  restricted  by  the  measures 
which  were  adopted,  there  would  have 
been  an  immense  increase  in  the  number  of 
negroes  exported  from  the  coast  of  Africa, 
It  is  staled  in  a  Paper  which  was  laid  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  with  respect  to 
slave  dealing  in  Brazil  and  Cuba,  that  a 
slavedealer  would  consider  himself  very 
well  off  if  one  vessel  out  of  every  six  re- 
turned from  Africa  with  a  ca^a  of  ne- 
groes ;  and  that  in  consequence  of  the  dif- 
ficulty of  procuring  slaves  the  price  of  ne- 
groes had  greatly  risen,  as  the  supply  was 
infinitely  short  of  the  real  demand  for 
slaves.  I  am,  therefore,  looking  at  these 
things,  entitled  to  afBrm  that  the  efforts 
which  have  been  made,  though  not  suc- 
cessful in  putting  an  end  altogether  to  the 
Slave  Trade,  have  not  been  altogether 
fruitless;  and  that  the  evil  has  been  very 
much  restrained  in  its  extent,  though  it 
has  not  been  removed.  But  let  me  ask, 
what  efforts  have  been  really  made  to  put 
an  end  to  the  Slave  Trade  ?  What  has 
been  the  lyttem  which,  it  has  been  main- 
tained, has  been  tried,  since  18L4,lo  this 
period,  10  acconiplisb  this  object  ?     Whjt 
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Sir,  I  am  enabled,  I  think,  to  thoir  that 
■o  far  from  in  having  beea  tried,  aod  hiv- 
log  failed,  it  has,  on  the  coDirary,  ne*e( 
jet  beeo  fully  tried  ap  to  the  preUDl 
lime;  that  lince  1814  it  never  yet  hai 
been  brought  into  full  operation,  accord- 
ing 10  the  principle!  on  which  it  wai 
founded.  In  the  Grit  place,  thi*  coaoirf 
contracted  farioui  Treaties  with  oiher 
Powert,  the  tubjecla  of  which  were  in  the 
habit  of  carrying  on  the  Slave  Trade  ;  by 
which  Treaties,  those  Powers  were  bound 
to  pais  laws  to  prevent  their  lubjecti  from 
carrying  on  the  Slave  Trade,  either  directly 
or  indirectly,  and  to  undertake  to  prevent 
their  subjects  from  committing  any  infrac- 
tion of  those  laws.  The  countries  with 
which  this  country  formrd  such  Treaties 
are  Denmark,  Sweden,  Holland,  Spain, 
Portugal,  and  Brazil ;  and  if  those  Treaties 
were  faithfully  and  honourably  executed, 
if  the  Power*  which  entered  into  them  pro- 
mulgaied  the  laws  enacted  in  accordance 
with  them,  at  they  bound  themselves  to 
promulgate  them,  and  if  they  pnt  those 
laws  in  force  as  they  had  bound  them- 
selves, there  would,  in  my  opinion,  have 
been  an  end  of  the  Slave  Trade  heTore  this 
time.  I  know,  thai  it  may  be  said  in 
answer  to  this  ilatemcnt,  that  the  laws 
promulgated  by  those  countries  to  prevent 
slave  trading  might  be  evaded  hy  their 
■ubjecti  in  the  same  manner  as  the  laws 
to  prevent  smuggliojf  are  evaded.  I  hold, 
however,  that  such  an  offence  as  smug- 
gling a  cargo  of  human  beings  is  easily 
prevented;  Tor  you  cannot  take  negroes  as 
smugglers  take  kegs  of  brandy,  and  sink 
them  a  mile  from  the  shore,  with  buoys  to 
mark  the  place  where  they  have  been  sunk, 
in  order  tbat  they  may  return  and  carry 
them  away  at  the  next  tide,  and  bring 
them  aahore.  Nor  can  you  hide  a  cargo 
of  human  beings,  ai  imugglers  hide  bales 
of  tobacco,  or  ailks  in  a  cavern  in  a  gen- 
tleman's lawn,  and  carry  them  away  one 
by  one  to  different  pans  of  ihe  country  to 
sell  them.  Even  on  a  amaller  scale,  there 
is  nodifficiiliy  so  great  as  that  which  the 
murdered  has  in  getting  rid  of  the  body  of 
bis  victim  in  sucha  manner  as  to  prevent  it 
from  turning  up  in  some  way  or  another 
to  become  evidence  of  bis  crime.  I  hold 
it,  therefore,  to  be  utterly  impossible  that 
a  large  number  of  meo,  women,  and  chil- 
dren coold  be  landed  on  the  coast  of  a 
civilized  and  well-organized  couolry,  and 
then  aold  anil  dbtributed  to  the  estates  of 
the  owaen,  if  the  Governneat  of  that 


country  cbote  to  enforce  laws  which  bad 
been  framed  to  suppress  the  practice. 
Sweden,  Denmark,  and  Holland  have  ful- 
filled their  engagements;  and  there  is  no 
reproach  to  them  for  neglecting  to  obaerve 
them.  France  can  of  her  owo  accord,  and 
without  the  Trealv  of  1831,  aboliih  the 
SlaveTrade;  and,  generally  speaking,  the 
Slave  Trade,  so  far  as  France  is  concerned, 
is  at  an  end.  I  am  afraid,  I  cannot  say 
universally,  because  not  only  is  it  reported 
that  a  Urge  number  of  slaves  are  broagbt 
annually  from  Madagascar  and  (he  ^st 
Coast  of  Africa  to  the  Isle  of  Bourbon, 
but  there  is  in  these  Papers  an  account  of 
a  Treaty  recently  concluded  between  the 
French  Government  and  the  Imaum  of 
Muscat,  which,  under  the  pretence  of  be- 
ing a  Treaty  to  enable  the  French  to  have 
free  negroes  for  the  culiivaiion  of  the  Isle 
of  Bourbon,  is,  in  fact,  a  Treaty  for  the 
legalization  of  the  Slave  Trade.  With  re- 
gard to  Sweden,  Denmark,  and  Holland, 
the  engagements  entered  into  with  them, 
with  a  (lew  of  pulling  an  end  to  the  Slave 
Trade,  have  been  honourably  fulfilled. 
With  respect  to  Spain,  Portugal,  and  Bra- 
zil, I  must  sty  that  the  engagements  en- 
tered into  by  those  Powers  have  been  per> 
severingly,  systematically,  scandalouily, 
and  dishonourably  violated.  We  are  told 
that  the  conduct  of  the  Government  of 
Portugal  has  of  late  undergone  alteration. 
What  I  said  with  regard  to  Portugal  ap- 
plies to  its  conduct  up  to  1839  or  1840. 
The  Government  tells  us  that  PortugeJ 
has  of  late  begun  to  he  awake  to  a  sense 
of  their  obligations  to  act  according  to  the 
Treaty.  Sir,  1  am  glad  to  hear  this  state- 
ment on  the  part  of  the  Government.  I 
regret  to  say  that  the  Papers  and  Corre- 
spondence of  the  year  1844,  do  not  bear 
out  so  fully  as  1  could  wish  the  entire  ab- 
solution of  the  Portuguese  Government. 
At  the  same  time,  the  exceptions  to  which 
1  allude,  appear  to  have  been  ezceptiona 
consisting  of  the  misconduct  of  Coloriial 
authorities,  who,  I  believe,  have  since  been 
removed  by  the  Portuguese  Government ; 
and  I  have  no  doubt  that  at  the  time  at 
which  I  am  speaking.  Portugal  is  fairly, 
and  honourably,  and,  if  so,  I  am  sura  she 
is  advantageously  to  herself,  fulfilling  the 
obligations  which  she  hascontracted.  But, 
Sir,  if  Portugal  has  so  altered  hercnnduct, 
what  is  ihe  occasion  of  that  change  ?  Hea 
it  been  any  spontaneous  sense  of  dutj 
which  suddenly  came  upon  the  Pottugueae 
Gorernaent  u  the  result  of  their  own  re- 
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flectioD?  Not  in  the  leait.  If  the  Go- 1 
vernment  of  Portugal  are  now  fulGlling  the 
obligations  under  which  they  have,  for 
seven- and- tvtenty  yean  at  lean,  been  lying 
in  relation  to  this  country,  it  ii  not  owing 
to  ao;  honourable  feeling  on  the  part  of 
that  Government ;  it  is  lolely  owing  lo  (he 
meaiure  of  coercion  which  we  proposed 
to  Parliament  in  the  year  1839,  and  which 
Parliament,  moit  honourably,  1  may  say, 
to  parties  in  both  Houses,  agreed  to  adopt; 
those  who  were  then  the  oppoiers  of  Go- 
Tcrnment  most  magnanimoualy  forgetting 
any  advantage  which,  in  a  parly  point  of 
view,  they  might  for  the  moment  have 
reaped  from  embarrassing  our  measure,  in 
order  to  secure  to  the  measure  that  char- 
acter which  rightly  belonged  to  it — the 
character  of  a  general  determination  of 
Parliament  lo  assert  the  rights  of  the 
country  established  by  Treaty,  and  put  an 
end  to  the  atrocious  Slave  Trade.  Sir,  I 
■ay  it  was  that  which  brought  Portugal  to 
her  lenses ;  it  was  that  which  brought  her 
to  a  sense,  not  of  the  duty  which  she  owed 
us — of  that  she  was  aware  before— but  to 
a  sense  of  her  inability  to  resist  us  when 
■he  was  in  the  wrong.  She  appealed  in 
vain  to  the  Powera  of  Europe.  She  had 
trifled  with  us  for  a  long  course  of  years, 
and  when  she  found  that  we  were  no 
longer  to  be  trifled  with  —  when  she 
thought  it  would  not  be  prudent  to  brave 
us  any  longer,  she  submitted.  She  signed 
the  Treaty  in  1843,  after  the  present  Go. 
vernment  had  assumed  office,  and  we  ad- 
roit that  she  is  now  honourably  fulfllling 
the  obligations  which  she  had  incurred. 
That  is  the  ground  of  the  alteration  which 
has  taken  place  in  the  policy  of  Portugal 
— it  afiords  h  {>ood  example  of  the  effect 
which  may  be  produced  by  such  a  course 
of  conduct  as  that  which  ive  adopted  to- 
wards her,  and  which,  I  rejoice  to  And,  is 
to  be  followed  up  in  analogous  measures 
with  otiier  Powers.  I  say  this  the  more 
assuredly,  because,  the  advantages  of  this 
alteration  in  her  conduct  have  not  been 
confined  to  Porlugal,  or  To  the  seizure  of 
a  large  number  of  vessels  carrying  the 
Portuguese  flag,  which  were  engaged  in 
the  Slave  Trade;  for  it  is  a  remarkable 
coincidence  that  Brazil  and  Spain,  the 
Governmenls  of  Rio  de  Janeiro  and  Cuba, 
which  had  trifled  wah  England,  and  had 
met  lier  remonstrances  wiih  false  asser- 
tions, or  vexatious  and  frivolous  excoses, 
■bowed  also  thai  they  were  ready  to  fulfil 
their  Treaties  when  Eogtand  showed  she 


was  in  earnest,  as  she  did  by  the  measure 
of  1839.  It  is  a  remarkable  coincidence, 
but  a  very  happy  and  agreeable  one,  ihat 
the  veil  appeared  at  once  to  have  drop- 
ped from  the  eyes  of  the  Government  of 
Brazil,  who  became,  accordingly,  very 
earnest  in  the  execution  of  their  own  laws, 
and  in  fulfilling  our  Treaties.  By  another 
most  fortunate  coincidence,  that  imme- 
diately after  that  measure  had  been  de- 
termined on,  and  announced  by  us,  there 
came  to  Cuba,  as  had  been  noticed  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  on  a  former  occa- 
sion, for  the  first  time,  a  Governor  who 
repudiated  the  practices  of  his  predeces- 
Bors,  and  refused  to  accept  of  those  fees 
on  the  importation  of  negroes  which  had 
been  received  by  former  Governors,  aod 
who  set  himself  fairly  and  hooourabty  to 
the  work  of  carrying  out  the  spirit  of  the 
Treaty.  In  consrqiience  of  this  there 
occurred  in  1840,  1841,  and  1842,  a  sin- 
gular and  sudden  diminution  in  the  num- 
ber of  slaves  introduced  into  Cuba;  and 
that,  at  we  have  ascertained  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  Brazil  and  Cubs,  for 
the  first  time,  showed  a  disposition  to  act 
in  accordance  with  the  Treaties  into  which 
ihey  had  entered.  It  will  thus  be  seen 
that  the  vigorous  measures  which  we 
rightfully  took  with  regard  lo  Portugal, 
were  not  only  followed  by  successful 
results  in  Portugal,  but  were  accompa- 
nied (I  will  say  no  more  than  accompa- 
nied) by  a  most  beneficial  change  in  the 
conduct  of  Brazil  and  Spain.  Sir,  I  re- 
peat, that  the  true  way  of  putting  an  end 
to  slavery  is  by  putting  an  end  lo  the 
Slave  Trade ;  there  can  be  no  doubt,  that 
to  abolish  that  trade,  will  put  an  end  to 
much  of  the  suffering  now  endured  by 
slaves.  It  is  manifest  that  this  must  M 
the  case.  In  the  first  place,  when  ihe 
slave  owner  feels  that  he  can  work  out 
his  slaves  as  he  pleases,  and  make  ihem 
go  through  the  greatest  amount  of  labour 
with  the  smallest  supply  of  food,  and  by 
such  means,  and  by  saving  all  care  and 
ezpenie  about  them  during  sickness,  aad 
buying  fresh  negroes  when  these  are  ex- 
pended, can  work  his  estate  more  bene- 
ficially and  cheaply,  the  consequence  is, 
lhat  the  demand  for  slaves  in  the  market 
is  extended,  and  the  facilities  and  re- 
wards for  importation  are  higher.  But, 
when  the  Slave  Trade  is  prevented— when 
the  supply  of  slaves  is  cut  off,  and  the 
owner  knowaifone  of  his  slaves  dies,  he 
cannot  boy  another  in  the  market,  the 
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view  of  the  tlave  owner  become*  Jrome- 
diately  allered,  and  he  seea  the  expedi- 
enc;  of  iHBlini;  hit  alavei  in  the  *ame 
way  in  which  a  aensible  man  would  treat 
bia  horsea  or  hla  oxen,  or  anj  other  aoi- 
mals  that  were  uieful  to  him.  He  gives 
the  ita«a  good  food,  the  betler  to  enable 
him  to  labour  for  bit  matter ;  he  take* 
care  of  him  in  aiclmeti,  that  he  may  pro- 
loDg  his  life,  which  is  profitable;  he 
aparea  the  female  ilave  while  abe  is  breed- 
ing, in  order  that  ahe  may  bring  forth  her 
ofiipring  alire,  as  he  wiihrs  the  offspring 
10  be  born  for  his  future  uie;  and,  )□ 
fine)  bis  whole  conduct  as  regards  hit 
alavei  is  altered.  It  is  quite  clear,  there- 
fore, that  by  accoaiplishing,  if  we  could, 
the  termioaiion  of  the  Slave  Trade,  we 
ahoald  at  once  diveit  tlavery  of  a  great 
number  of  ita  horrors  ;  for  the  master 
would  have  a  stronger  interest  in  pre- 
serving the  health  and  the  life  of  his 
■lave,  than  if  an  tinresiricted  traffic  were 
pefmitted.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  a 
feeling  of  motua)  interest  would  be  so 
strong  as  to  extinguish  the  bad  passions 
of  human  oature  altogether — ihoae  pas- 
sions which  ate  more  violent  in  the  heart 
of  the  slaveowner  than  of  others,  at  the 
aystem  of  slavery  has  the  effect  of  demo- 
ralizing not  only  the  slave,  but  the  master 
—yet  the  interest  of  the  owner  would 
induce  him  to  improve  the  treatment  of 
hit  sUvea  if  he  could  obtain  no  other  sap- 
ply  in  the  market.  If  that  good  effect 
would  arise,  as  it  undoubtedly  would, 
from  the  abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade,  its 
effect  on  the  condition  of  another  class— 
of  the  native  lodians  of  Brazil — would 
not  be  less  important.  It  is  stated  in  the 
Pspers  which  have  been  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  Hooie,  that  when  the  supply  of 
oeEroes  had  been  for  a  time  cut  off,  the 
effect  was  very  soon  perceptible  in  the 
treatment  of  the  Indians  of  the  nOTthern 
provincea  of  Brazil,  at  the  Brazilian  pro- 
prietors altered  iheir  treatment  of  the 
native  Indians,  in  order  to  induce  them 
to  labour  and  settle  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  their  establishments  ;  and  those  efforts 
were  made  to  bring  a  wild  and  aavsge 
population  into  closer  connexion  with 
civilization,  and  an  initiation  into  its 
usages.  The  course  which  we  took  with 
legurd  to  Poftngal  had,  as  I  have  shown, 
a  very  good  effect  with  regard  to  Cuba 
and  Brsiil;  and  if  the  meana  were  ap- 
plied which  we  possess  to  compel  Spain 
and  Brazil  to  conforni  to  and  fulfil  the 


obligations  which  they  have  contracted 
with  us,  the  Slave  Trade  would  oon  el- 
moat  cease  to  esitt.  That  would  be.  In 
my  opinion,  the  effect  of  those  States  (uU 
filiing  the  conditions  of  their  Treaties 
with  us;  and  I,  therefore,  say,  that 
under  these  circumstances,  it  i*  not 
fair  to  tell  ut  that  our  method  has 
failed ;  for,  in  that  particular  regard, 
namely,  binding  other  counlries  to  fullii 
their  oliligaiions,  our  system  has  never 
been  brought  fully  into  operation.  I 
know  that  Spain  and  Bmil  still  violate 
their  duties,  and  Portugal  hat  only  re- 
cently commenced  fulfilling  her  obliga- 
tions sincerely  and  earneatly.  Otir  method 
of  dealing  with  this  trade  hitherto  baa 
been  threefold  :  the  first  part  of  it  waa  to 
make  Treaties  compelling  Foreign  Powera 
to  put  a  stop  to  the  trade  with  the  markets 
in  their  dominions ;  the  second  was  to 
intercept  the  trade  in  the  passage  to  those 
markets  ;  and  for  this  purpoae  we  have 
established  a  naval  police.  But  it  it  evi- 
dent that  the  establishment  of  a  naval 
police,  GODsiiting  of  cruisers  off  the  coast 
of  Africa,  could  have  no  effect  unless  out 
cruisers  were  armed  with  the  power  10 
search  vessels  that  they  might  have 
reason  to  consider  were  engaged  in  the 
Slave  Trade;  but  it  is  manifest  that  this 
could  only  be  done  by  consent  oF  the  na- 
tions witli  which  we  had  Treatiea.  We 
have  obtained  an  agreement  to  a  mutual 
Right  of  Search.  But  how  long  it  ii  since 
we  obtained  that?  Had  we  that  Right  of 
Search  agreed  to  ever  aince  1814}  Has 
it  been  ettabliahed  during  tboae  thirty 
years  during  which  it  has  been  aaid  that 
our  ayatem  waa  tried  ?  It  was  hardly 
tried  at  all  during  a  greet  portion  of  that 
time,  and  until  the  Treatiea  of  1817— the 
TreBlie3;with  Spain  and  Portugal— it  was 
not  effectual  sa  regarded  vetiels  south  of 
the  line,  or  vesiels  which  had  no  slaves 
on  board :  and  it  was  not  until  the  Treaty 
of  1831  that  we  obtained  that  power  over 
vessels  engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade,  and 
tailing  under  the  flag  of  France.  In  1835, 
similar  powera  were  given  over  vetsela 
wiih  the  flag  of  Spain;  and  it  was  not 
until  1839  or  1840,  that  adequate  powers 
were  obtained  as  regarded  the  vessels 
carrying  on  the  Slave  Tirade  under  the 
flag  of  Portugal.  Therefore,  it  ia  not  just 
to  aay  that  -we  had  a  trial  of  our  system 
for  thirty  years,  as  it  was  not  until 
1839  or  1840  that  we  could  be  aaid  to 
have  adequate  poweri  to  make  our  naval 
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pulica  cETectual,  and  at  regards  France 
the  power  ii  now  eniirely  talcen  fiom  ui. 
In  1841  and  1842,  however,  when  that 
power  or  naval  police  «a«  in  Tull  effect, 
the  Slave  Trade  wai  materially  diminiihed, 
and  our  method  did  ao  far  perfectly  *uc' 
ceed.  I  have  mentioned  two  courses 
which  are  esseniial  in  putting  an  end  to 
■lavery,  and  I  shall  now  come  to  ilie 
third.  1  have  mentioned  the  etfi;ct  which 
would  be  produced  by  preventing  a  supply 
in  the  market,  ai  that  immediately  aifected 
(be  cultivator  of  the  ground  by  slave  la- 
bour; and  in  the  second  place,  I  described 
the  advantages  which  are  derived  from 
preventing  the  transport  of  slave);  and  I 
now  come  to  a  third  course,  which  tends 
most  effeciually  to  put  an  end  to  slavery, 
namely,  ialerf«ring  with  the  market  al 
which  slaves  are  bought  for  exportation  on 
the  coast  of  Africa.  It  was  not  until 
1838  or  1839  that  we  had  recourse  to 
that  ptrt  of  the  syitem  which  consists  in 
eotering  into  Trenlies  niih  some  of  the 
native  chiefs,  in  order  to  induce  them  to 
abandon  the  Slave  Trade,  and  with  olhera 
to  allovr  us  to  land  on  the  part  of  the 
coast  in  their  possession,  and  destroy  the 
baracoons  which  are  used  by  the  slave 
dealers.  That  part  of  the  system  has  had 
a  great  effect.  To  it  was  attributed,  in 
Sierra  Leone,  the  diminulion  of  the  Slave 
Trade  in  1641  and  1842.  The  Com- 
missioners in  their  Report  last  year  say, 
that  lhi«  circumstance  had  caused  some 
forty  or  fiflj  chiefs  to  decline  the  Slave 
Trade.  I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  it  was 
the  only  cause;  but  it  was  one  of  the 
GBuaes  ;  and  therefore  I  say,  that  part  of 
the  plan  was  successful  as  far  ns  it  went, 
and  did  constitute,  so  far  as  it  went,  a 
fair  trial  of  the  principle  on  which  the 
method  we  adopted  was  founded.  But 
on  this  part  of  the  subject,  when  1  say 
that  the  metliod  had  not  got  into  full 
Operation  as  regards  the  naval  police,  I 
maystate  the  reason  why  it  had  not  got  into 
full  operation,  which  was,  because  various 
events  compelled  the  Government  lo  re- 
move some  of  the  cruisers  which  were  em- 
ployed as  their  naval  police;  they  were 
obliged  lo  remove  at  one  time  some  of 
the  cruisers  on  the  West  Indian  station; 
at  another  time  tome  of  those  on  the 
American  station;  at  another  time  some 
of  those  on  the  African  station;  and 
complaints  were  made  to  the  Government 
by  the  Comroissioneis  from  lime  lo  time 
that  the  lemoTat  of  the  cruisers  would 
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give  a  fresh  impulse  to  the  Slave  Trade' 
and  they  entreattd  that  other  cruisers 
■night  be  sent  to  blockade  the  coast  in  the 
room  of  those  that  had  been  removed. 
In  adverting  to  the  causes  which  had  the 
effect  of  removing  our  cruisers  from  those 
stations,  I  may  advert  tu  the  operations  of 
1 839  and  1840  in  China,  which  compelled 
the  Government  to  remove  a  portion  of 
the  squadron  from  the  coast  of  Africa  ;  in 
the  neat  place,  to  the  disputes  with  New 
Grenada,  which,  for  a  time,  drew  away  a 
portion  of  our  squadron  from  the  West 
Indian  station ;  and,  thirdly,  to  the  necea- 
sily  of  sending  a  squadron  to  the  River 
Plate,  which  look  away  a  portion  of  the 
squadron  on  the  Brazilian  coast.  All  these 
causes  of  the  removal  of  a  poition  of  our 
ships,  show  that  our  system  of  naval  police 
was  not  allowed  a  fair  trial,  and  that  con- 
sequently our  whole  system  has  never  been 
allowed  for  any  considerable  period  to  be 
in  full  operation;  that  it  has  not  been 
tried  and  found  wanting  :  and  I  am  afraid 
that  unleu  the  Government  alter  all  their 
arrangements  of  the  present  system  of 
naval  police,  it  will  not  be  likely  to  be 
effectual  in  accomplishing  the  object  for 
which  it  was  intended.  In  ihe  Papers  on 
ibis  subject  which  have  been  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  during  this  Session, 
and  in  ihe  porlion  marked  Class  A,  there 
is  a  Report  on  our  cruisers  on  the  coast 
of  Africa,  which  is  well  worthy  of  attention, 
as  showing  (he  trial  which  the  system  of 
naval  police  has  had.  The  Report  is  dated 
Sierra  Leone,  3Ut  December.  1843— it  is 
a  curious  paper,  and  one  which  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  near  me  (Sir  C.  Na- 
pier)  says  fully  supports  the  position  which 
he  took  in  this  House  on  the  subject  of 
(he  efficiency  of  those  vessels  for  the  pur- 
pose for  which  they  were  aent  out.  It 
states — 

"To  the  very  inferior  sailing  qualities  of 
severs]  of  our  cruisers  must  be  attributed  the 
escape  of  so  many  slavers,  particularly  from 
the  COBSI  between  Gambia  and  Cape  Coast 
Castle.  Her  Majesty's  steamer  Soudan,  owing 
to  her  ineSiGieut  !iate,  has  lain  at  anchor 
nearly  the  whole  of  iKe  year  1B43,  in  the  river 
Sierra  Leone.  Her  Majesty's  steamer  Albrrl, 
wiioie  sailing  quslities  are  so  bad,  tbnt  with 
both  sails  and  steam  at  their  full  power  cannot 
exceed  five  knots  an  hour,  has  been  cruising  in 
this  quarter,  but  without  succeeding  in  roaking 
a  sinijle  capture.  Had  these  vessels  been  an- 
chored in  the  GalUnas  and  Fongsi,  Ihey  most 
have  prevented  a  large  export  of  slaves  n 
those  two  places,  and  proved  a  great  prolec? 
lion  to  British  traders.'  lOlc 
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Sir,  the  fact  ia,  that  we  have  od  the  AfrJ- 
GHD  ttalioD  Kilei  aad  Racers,  and  Light- 
ningt  and  Comets,  and  various  oiher 
Dames  expreiiive  of  speed — but  which  are 
lesseU  thai,  nevertheless,  cbd  catch  no- 
thing. We  have  Growlers,  and  Ardents, 
and  Thunderers,  and  other  formidable 
tillet,  Ijing  in  the  harbours  of  Sierra 
Leone,  in  ibe  most  profound  Iranquilliiy. 
Unless  we  have  an  ethcienl  naval  police, 
our  syitem  cannot  be  tried — unless  the 
coasts  are  guarded  hy  constables  thai  can 
tun,  iosiead  of  the  old  Charlies,  we  cannot 
expect  to  succeed,  for  the  old  watchmen 
cannot  be  expected  to  succeed,  and  we 
ought,  therefore,  lo  have  recourse  to  the 
new  police.  The  system  has  not  been  fairly 
tried  ;  and  it  ia,  conseqiienily,  moH  unjust 
to  say  it  has  been  found  ineffectual.  It 
is  a  system,  which  consists,  as  I  hare  said, 
in  the  first  place,  of  Treaties  with  Foreign 
Powers,  by  vrbich  they  agree  lo  prevent 
Ibe  Slave  Trade  within  their  dominions; 
secondly,  of  Treaties  provided  for  the  in- 
terception of  the  slave  traders  off  the 
coast  of  Africa  ;  thirdly.  Treaties  with  the 
native  chiefs,  by  which  they  agreed  that 
they  would  not  sell  slaves  ihemaelves,  and 
Ihatlhey  would  permit  us  to  land  and  de- 
stroy the  baracoons  on  their  coast.  But 
here  romea  a  Treaty  by  which  the  Right 
of  Search  in  respect  lo  one  of  the 
greatest  Powers  has  been  entirely  abo'- 
hsbed.  This  has  been  the  resulEofihe  late 
negotiations  which  led  to  the  appoirttmeni 
of  Commissioners  on  both  sides,  who  should 
examine  evidence  respecting  the  practical 
working  of  the  Right  of  Search;  and  who 
were  to  find,  frum  naval  officers,  I  pre- 
sume, whether  the  Right  of  Search,  which 
this  Houoe  has  so  often  addressed  the 
Crown  lo  uphold,  was,  in  the  apprehension 
of  the  officers  examined,  esseiiliully  useful 
for  the  purpose  lo  which  it  whs  intended. 
Sir,  that  Commission  was  appointed,  and 
(hey  did  examine  certain  naval  otEcers,  as 
I  am  infoimed,  both  English  officers  and 
French  officers — I  am  inlormed  such  ofii. 
cer*  were  esamined ;  but  who  they  were,  or 
what  they  said,  1  know  no  more  iban  any 
other  person  who  knows  merely  what  he 
bears  in  the  street,  or  in  any  room  that 
be  may  go  into;  but  T  have  heard,  and  1 
believe  it,  that  those  officers  did  state  that 
they  considered  tlie  Right  of  Search  was 
indispensable  to  render  Ibe  naval  police 
effective;  and  it  was  most  naiural  that 
they  (hould  say  m.  I  cannot  tell  bow  any 
in BD  could  come  tokdiffereatconcluioD; 


and  if  the  Commissioner*  declared  that 
the  Right  of  Search  was  not  necessary  to 
render  the  operations  of  the  naval  police 
of  any  use,  then  1  say  that  the  evidence 
which  has  been  taken  before  them,  to  ssj 
the  least  of  it,  is  in  direct  contradiction 
and  variance  with  the  result  ihey  have 
come  to.  I  do  not  see  why  we  should  not 
be  informed  as  to  what  that  evidence  was. 
I  do  not  see  any  reason  satisfactory  to  Ibe 
flouse  which  the  Government  could  give 
for  refusing  to  furnish  that  evidence ;  and 
whether  they  offer  a  reason  for  refusing  it 
or  not,  it  is  my  intention  to  lake  the  sense 
of  the  House  on  the  matter,  if  they  should 
be  inclined  to  refuse  to  lay  that  evidence 
on  the  Table.  Perhaps  the  Miniaterial 
answer  may  be  given,  that  the  production 
of  that  evidence  would  be  injurious  to  the 
public  service.  I  hope  the  Government 
will  not  give  such  an  answer  as  that;  for  if 
such  an  answer  be  given,  it  will  not,  it 
cannot,  be  believed  by  any  living  man. 
What  does  the  evidence  contain  ?  In  the 
first  place,  it  may  contain  a  description  of 
the  tricks  and  stratagems  of  the  slave 
dealers  by  which  they  avoid  detection  : 
would  it  be  any  harm  to  publish  that  t 
Would  any  man  say  that  the  slave  dealer* 
do  not  know  their  own  tricks,  as  well  as 
the  officers  who  describe  them  ?  Can  we 
give  them  any  information  on  that  bead  T 
Can  any  man  read  the  stalemenia  od  the 
subject  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  not  aee 
that  the  officers  and  surveyors  are  con- 
stantly reporting  new  shifts  and  new 
evasions  on  the  part  of  the  slave  dealers, 
from  time  to  time.  No  possible  inconve- 
nience could  arise  from  laying  before  ut 
that  evidence;  on  the  contrary,  it  would 
be  a  most  useful  publicity.  It  would  add 
nothing  to  the  knowledge  already  pos- 
sessed by  the  slave  traders,  whilst  it  would 
put  the  public  at  large,  and  our  ofScers 
and  merchants,  in  possession  of  the  strata- 
gems of  the  slave  traders,  and  thus  be  an 
assistance  to  those  who  would  he  likely  lo 
■id  our  exertions  in  counteracting  those 
tricks  and  devices.  It  may  be  that  there 
were  certain  sugjesiions"  given  by  oar 
officers  with  respect  to  the  counteraction 
of  the  tricks  and  siraiagems  of  the  slave 
traders;  but  I  deny  that  lading  before  us 
in  the  evidence  any  such  suggestion  could 
be  injurious  to  the  public  service.  Il  may 
be  said  that  the  slave  traders  would  be 
put  upon  their  guard ;  but  I  ask  will  not 
the  slave  traders  in  time  find  out  the 
plaas  for  couateracliog  theii  ■tntagemi 
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li«hei,  DOW  snd  For  ever,  the  mutual  Right 
of  Search  between  En);land  and  France. 
By  BO  doing,  I  say  that  it  givei  up  the 
most  uaeful  arrangement  for  the  accom- 
plishment of  that  purpoK  which  hoih 
Gngland  and  France  profeiaed  to  desire 
to  Bccomplish — namely,  the  aboljlion  of 
Ihe  Slare  Trade.  1  contend  that  that  right 
has  been  given  up,  without  our  having 
obtained,  as  a  sutniitute,  any  equivalent 
whatever.  I  preiume  that  it  will  not  be 
disputed  that  the  Right  of  Search  is  now 
permanently  given  up.  The  Dew  Treaty 
goes  to  this— that  the  Treatiea  of  1831 
and  1832  are  suspended  for  ten  years, 
and  that  in  the  fifth  year  the  two  partlei 
may  concert  together,  and  decide  whether 
these  Treaties  shall  again  be  put  in  force 
or  not ;  that  is  to  say,  that,  at  the  enil  of 
the  fifth  year,  the  parties  may  consider 
whether  or  not  they  will  negotiate  a  new 
Treaty,  because  the  putting  again  In  force 
the  Treaties  of  1831  and  1832  will,  at 
thai  period,  be  exactly  taniamouot  to 
concluding  ihete  Treaties  afiesh.  The 
Conrention  fuilher  goes  on  to  say  that,  if 
at  the  end  often  years,  these  Tieatie*  are 
not  again  put  in  force,  they  will  from 
that  time  be  conaidered  as  abandoned. 
It  is  very  curious  to  nbserve  how,  by  an 
ingenious  arrangement  of  words,  of  sus- 
pension, concert,  and  Heaven  knows  what, 
the  French  negotiator  has  so  conlriied 
that,  at  the  end  of  ten  years,  his  country 
will  be  wound  out  of  all  engagements 
entered  into  by  the  Treaties  of  1831  and 
1832.  lam  bound  to  say  that  the  skill 
Bud  address  of  the  French  negotiator  are 
much  deserving  of  admiraiion.  I  only 
regret  that  the  skill,  the  address,  the  dex- 
terity, and  the  ability  which  he  has  shown, 
were  employed  in  so  bad  a  cause  ;  and  one 
reason  why  I  the  more  regret  this  is,  that 
the  name  of  the  Due  de  Broglie  is  iden- 
titled  with  the  efforts  made  by  the  two 
countries  to  suppress  the  Slave  Trade ;  be< 
cause,  it  was  the  Due  de  Broglie  who 
signed  the  Treaties  which  he  has  been 
now  instiumenial  in  putting  an  end  to. 
At  the  end  of  ten  years,  unless  the  opin- 
ion of  France  is  entirely  changed,  and 
unless  France  comes  back  to  a  desire  to 
engage  in  a  muiual  Right  of  Search, 
France  is  entirely  out  of  all  her  former 
engagements.  I  really  must  say,  that  it 
uch  for  any  msn  to  ask  us  to  be- 


in  the  taiDe  way  iD  which  our  officers  dis- 
covered those  slratagems?  They  would 
clearly  find  them  out  without  having  this 
evidence ;  and  so  far  from  evil  arising 
from  making  those  suggestions  public,  1 
think  it  would  be  a  public  good  if  it  would 
act  as  a  warning  to  the  slave  traders,  by 
showing  them  that  you  vrtie  acquainted 
with  their  shifts,  and  knew  how  to  prevent 
them.  The  third  reason  which  may  be 
assigned  is,  that  portions  of  the  evidence 
might  create  periooal  feelings  amongst  the 
officer*  of  the  British  and  French  Navies. 
It  is  possible,  but  1  think  it  very  unlikely, 
that  officers,  from  a  spirit  of  nationality, 
would  in  their  evidence  as  to  llie  officers 
and  the  naval  proceedings  of  another 
State,  make  statements  which  would  lead 
to  irritation  on  the  part  of  those  to  whom 
they  referred— I  think  it  unlikely  that 
officers,  gentlemen  who  knew  they  spoke 
befoie  the  Commissioners  of  both  nation* 
— that  English  and  French  officers  would 
use  unbecoming  expressioDs,  or  say  any- 
thing calculated  to  give  unnecessary  of- 
fence. If  the  statements  made  were  only 
facts  which  would  show  thai,  directly  or  in- 
direct I  y.any  other  countries  were,connected 
with  the  Slave  Trade — if  they  tended  to 
■how  that,  directly  or  indirectly,  any  Bri- 
tish subject  WIS  concerned  in  the  Slave 
Trade,  they  ought  to  get  every  publicity, 
as  that  publicity,  instead  of  doing  harm, 
would  do  a  great  deal  of  good  ;  I  think 
this  House  has  a  right  to  know  what  were 
the  opiniona  of  the  officers  examtued, 
touching  the  usefulness  of  the  Right  of 
Search,  Here  we  have  a  Treaty  which 
abolishes  the  Right  of  Search;  that 
Treaty  was  preceded  by  the  examination 
of  persons  knowing  the  practical  bearing 
of  the  Right  of  Search,  and  we  have  e 
right  to  know  whether  their  evidence  and 
opinions  bear  out  the  Treaty  or  not.  And, 
although  it  may  not  bear  out  (he  Treaty, 
and  the  Government  may  on  that  accouni 
be  somewhat  reluctant  to  produce  thi: 
evidence  which  may  go  to  their  own  con- 
demnation, still  I  am  sure  that  they  will 
not  shrink  from  the  responsibility  of  iheir 
own  decision,  and  thai  they  will  feel  it  to 
he  their  duty,  on  the  one  hand,  to  give 
up  that  evidence  ;  and  on  the  other  hand, 
to  stale  the  reasons,  if  there  are  good 
ones — though  1  much  fear  there  are  not 
—the  reasons  which,  in  spite  of,  and  not- 
withstanding that  evidence,  led  them  to 
think  it  right  to  take  the  atep  which  they 
hav«  ttkeo.    Tbli  Treaty  rirtually  abo- 


lieve  him  serious  when  he  sayi,  as  is  said 
in  France,  that  this  Right  of  Search  io- 
dicatei  a  desire  od  the  part  of  EDgiaod 
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undue  aulhorii;  on  the  leai,  ihe  compliment  which  the  right  bon.Bi^ 
ronet  hai  tbui  lendeced  me.  Thete  mei- 
■urei,  it  was  mj  djty,  from  the  office 
which  I  then  heltl,  id  be  inttramental  ia 
proposing  and  executing  ;  but  ibe  mea- 
iures  themselTes  were  the  measures  of 
the  GoTernmenl ;  and  the  merit  of  them, 
if  an  J  merit  ia  due  to  them,  ii  due  equally 
lo  every  Member  of  that  Governmeat. 
The  right  hoa.  Baronet  may  tsy  again, 
that  the  irritation  to  which  he  hat  yielded, 
waa  owin^,  he  will  not  aay  to  my  fault,  nor 
will  he  inquire  whether  1  am  to  blime,  or 
where  the  blame  is  to  attach,  1  have  good 
authority  for  saying,  and  so  has  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  no  blame,  arising  from 
these  measures,  can  attach  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  England  of  that  day.  Why,  Sir, 
who  approved  of  these  measures?  Who 
approved  of  the  policy  pursued  by  England 
iticoDtinuing,  with  Austria, Russia, Prussia, 
and  with  Turkey,  atrangemeots  for  eaiab. 
lishing  an  order  of  things  consistent  with 
the  malDtenance  of  the  peace  of  the  world, 
and  with  the  preservaiion  nf  the  balance 
of  power  ID  Europe?  Who  approved  of 
these  measures  ?  The  light  hon.  Baronet 
himself.  His  Colleague,  loo — that  great 
and  illustrious  man,  and  such  1  may  be 
allowed  to  call  him  in  his  lifetime  without 
flattery — the  Duke  of  Wellington,  openly 
declared  his  approval,  in  the  discussion  un 
the  Address  in  1 84 1 ,  oF  these  transactions, 
and  slated  that  he  entirely  approved  of  the 
policy  which  the  Govarnroent  of  that  day 
had  pursued,  and  that  no  one  fault  had 
been  committed  in  carrying  that  policy 
into  eiecuiion.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
vras  not  quite  so  prodigal  in  his  declara- 
tions ;  but,  in  the  ipeecli  which  he  made 
on  the  Address,  and  which  I  looked  over 
this  morning,  there  was  a  studious  avoid- 
ance of  anything  like  blame— there  wai, 
indirectly,  an  aclcaowledgment  ihdt  we 
had  acted  rightly  ;  and  the  only  point  on 
which  he  reserved  his  opinion  was  the 
point  as  to  whether  we  had  sufficiently 
communicated  or  not  with  M.  Guizot  on 
the  13th  and  14th  of  July.  But,  with 
respect  to  the  policy  pursued  by  the  Go- 
vernment, I  maintain  that  it  had  his  ap- 
proval. It  had  the  approval  alio  of  the 
noble  Lord  now  at  the  bead  of  the  Fo- 
reign Department,  the  approval  of  the 
Duke  of  Wellington,  and,  I  believe,  the 
approval  of  the  rest  of  hit  Colleagues, 
If  that  be  so,  ii  it  fair,  by  insinuation, 
by  question,  by  disclaiming  all  intention 
to  inquire— is  it  ftir^  I  say,  to  lead  oihet 


to  exercise  undue  authority  on  the  seas, 
or  that  it  is  an  inattunient  by  which  we 
are  to  enercise  some  advantage  over  the 
commerce  and  over  the  maritime  force  of 
France.  We  were  no  more  desirous  that 
our  merchanimeti  should  be  stopped, 
visited,  searched,  and  overhauled  by 
French  ships,  than  the  French  were  that 
Iheir  merchantmen  should  be  subject  to 
the  same  interruption  by  our  cruisers. 
Inconvenience  must  have  been,  and  wai, 
anticipated  on  bolli  sides,  and  lo  ibat  in- 
convenience we  submitted,  because  we 
deemed  it  conducive  to  the  great  object 
which  humanity  had  in  view.  As  to  its 
being  by  any  possibility  conducive  in  any 
way  to  England's  interest,  as  coniradis- 
tini[uished  from  the  interest  which  sNe 
had  in  promoting  the  main  purpose  which 
she  had  in  view — the  abolishing  of  the 
Slave  Trade — the  assenion  is  so  palpably 
absurd,  that  I  cannot  give  credit,  even 
to  a  slave  trader  himself,  who  may  affirm 
that  we  have  been  acting  upon  such  a 
principle.  Tlie  clamour  to  which  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  yielded,  in 
abolishing  the  Right  of  Search,  is  a 
clamour  arising  from  a  conspiracy  of 
slave  traders,  not  only  in  France,  but 
alio  in  Cuba,  Brazil,  and  elsewhere. 
We  have,  in  the  Papers  of  last  year, 
a  ataleroent  that  the  slave  traders  of 
Cuba  were  raising  a  lubscripiion  to  get 
England  abused  In  the  French  newspa- 
pers. And  abroad,  many  persons  were  en- 
gaged, more  or  less,  in  that  trade;  and 
the  clamour  raised  is  not,  I  think,  a  cla- 
mour aciting  out  of  any  real  national  jea- 
lousy entertained  by  Prance  of  England; 
it  is  not  the  result  of  any  abusive  exercise 
by  us,  of  the  right  which  these  Treaties 
gave  us — it  h  a  clamour  raised  for  inter- 
ested purposes,  and  adopted  by  a  party 
who  made  it  at  one  time  an  instrument 
against  the  Preach  Government,  and 
yielded  to.  through  entire  weajcnes*,  on 
the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Advisers. 
Weakness,  I  ceitsinty  call  ic.  What  is 
the  history  of  the  transaction  ?  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  said,  on  a  former  occasion, 
that  it  was  the  result  of  a  national  irrita- 
tion, occasioned  by  traoiaciions  in  the 
year  1840,  in  which  it  was  my  lot  to  bear 
a  share.  He  has  been  pleased  lo  do  me 
more  honour  than  I  deserve,  by  represent- 
ing these  transaction!  as  mine,  and  en- 
deavouring to  separate  me  from  the  Go- 
vernment of  which  1  bad  the  honour  of 
being  k  Heoiber.    Sir,  I  caonot  accept 
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pfojile  to  siippnge  that  he  thinks  we  were 
10  blame?  lie  8ii}'!>,  he  won't  inquire 
wh«re  the  liUme  rests ;  but,  by  tlius  lie- 
RJIaliDg:,  does  he  not  imply  nn  opinion 
which  lie  dnn  noi  enierlxin  ?  The  policy 
whieh  is  thus  impng^ned  by  implication 
miglil,  and  did,  create  for  a  momenta 
veij  unneceisary  irtitalion  in  (he  pulilic 
mind  of  France.  1  inOKt  deeply  regretted 
that  luch  shoold  hare  been  iti  reiuh. 
But,  neverlheless,  the  object  obtained 
ifDs  so  important,  its  importance  was  so 
great,  in  reference  to  permanent,  pencefol 
relations  belneen  England  and  France, 
that  i  thought  the  lenporary  irritation  in 
France  not  too  dear  a  price  to  pay  for  the 
•olid  and  permanent  ed?Bntege«  of  that 
policy.  That  policy  nan  not  the  cause  of 
the  aliandooment  of  tlic  Right  of  Search, 
becatiie,  after  the  irritation  gpoken  of  had 
Bubstded,  after  the  operntiom  under  the 
Treaty  had  been  completed,  it  was  fre- 
qaently  declared  in  the  French  Chambers 
that,  in  the  coune  of  theie  Iraniaclions, 
we  did  not  gi*e  offence  to  France ;  and 
after  the  Government  of  that  day  had 
gone  out,  end  (heir  more  conciliatory  sue- 
cessora  had  come  into  office,  the  French 
Government  signed  tl>e  additional  Treaty 
of  1841.  When  I  say  thxt  weakness  was 
■hown  by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in 
■ubtnittin^  quietly  to  the  refusal  of  the 
French  Government  to  ratify  the  Treaty 
of  1 841 , 1  am  ready  to  prove  my  assertion. 
When  it  was  found  that  the  Government 
labmiKed  quietly  to  such  a  breach  of  ob- 
ligation, tlie  opposition  io  the  French 
Chambers  urged  (he  French  Government 
to  go  a  step  further,  and  Io  require  the 
abrogation  of  the  Treaties  of  1831  and 
1832.  What  was,  then,  M.  GuieoI's  re- 
ply ?  He  refused,  and  I  will  tell  you 
why.     He  said — 

"  If  I  made  such  a  proposal  to  Entiland, 
it  would  be  one  which  1  have  no  right  to 
make,  and  which  would  be  met  with  a  pe- 
remplory  denial :  to  be  so  met  would  be  a  bu> 
miliation,  and  I  will  not  expose  myself  and 
the  French  Government  to  be  so  humbled  by 
a  Foreign  Government." 
The  Chambers  look  that  answer  for  the 
time,  and  there  is  no  denying  that  it  is  a 
good  one.  In  ihe  course  nf  the  following 
year,  ibe  Chambers  and  the  Government 
found  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  not  so  denying  and  peremptory  as 
M.  Guizot  had  at  first  imagined.  Many 
transactions,  which  I  will  not  detail,  of 
that  year,  showed  him  that,  if  suflicietilly 
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pressed,  it  was  poisibte  to  find  (hera  more 
yielding.  Next  year,  when  be  was  again 
pressed  to  make  the  same  proposal,  as  he 
saw  his  way,  he  determined  Io  do  it.  He 
did  not  then,  as  before,  anticipate  a  pe- 
remptory refusal.  From  that  time  nego- 
lialions  followed,  and  they  have  ended  in 
the  entire  abrogation  of  the  Treaties  of 
1331  and  1833;  and,  as  I  contend,  with- 
out any  equivalent  having  been  given  in 
their  stead.  But  I  shall  be  told  that 
there  is  an  equivalent — (hat  the  equiva- 
lent,  substituted  for  the  mutual  Right  of 
Search,  is  the  employment  of  two  squad- 
rons, of  tweoty-six  vessels  each,  the  on« 
French,  theother  English,  on  a  certain  po  - 
lion oftbewestcoaatuf  Africa.  The  Right 
of  Search  was  more  extensive  than  thij. 
It  eitended  to  wherever  the  Slave  Trade 
was  carried  on,  or  nearly  so.  It  emj 
braced  the  West  Indies — the  coast  of 
Brazil — the  western  coast  of  Africa;  it 
extended  around  the  island  ofMadagascar, 
and  applied,  therefore,  to  a  certain  degree, 
to  the  east  coast  of  Africa  also.  The 
operations  of  the  substitute  are  to  be  limited 
to  one  portion  of  the  west  coast  of  Africa. 
Therefore,  in  territorial  extent,  I  say,  yon 
(the  Ministers)  have  not  got  an  equiva- 
lent for  what  you  have  given  up.  But 
»e  may  be  told  (o  look  at  the  number  of 
vessels  to  be  emptuyed,  and  find  in  that 
an  equivalent.  T-.e  two  countries  arc  to 
have  twenty-'ix  vessels  a  piece,  making 
fifty-two  in  ull.  Now,  1  called  for  a  re- 
turn to  show  what  was  the  number  of 
vessels  which,  in  each  half  year  foir  some 
time  pait,  were  armed  with  warrants  for 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade— of 
French  vessels  armed  with  English  war- 
rants; and  English  vessels  armed  with 
French  warrants;  and  it  leemi,  taking 
an  average  of  the  number  of  warrants 
outstanding  from  the  1st  of  January  to 
the  Istof  July,  from  1840  to  1845,  that  ia 
to  say,  for  (en  haU  years,  that  there  were 
lif(y-(wo  French  vessels  in  possession  of 
English  warrants,  and  fiTty-four  English 
vessels  Id  possession  of  French  warrants. 
["  Hear !"]  The  right  hon.  Baronet  may 
say  that  some  of  them  belonged  to  vessels 
which  had  just  returned,  and  which  had 
not  yet  given  up  the  warrants.  I  will, 
therefore,  make  an  abatement  of  some  of 
them.  There  is  room  to  do  so,  because 
whereas  by  the  present  Treaty  there  are 
fifty-two  vessels  to  be  employed,  106  war- 
rgnts  were  outstanding  under  (he  former 
arrangement.  That  is,  double  the  number 
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the  preient  Treaty;  so  that  if  I  gire  hi 
btir,  which  it  roucfa  more  than  a  proper 
allowance,  atill  the  remit  will  be  that 
haft  not  ^ioed  by  the  new  arrangement 
any  addiiioaal  force  for  the  purpois 
Tiew.  But  the  fifty-two  veiaela  now  to 
be  employed,  will  not  be  worth  fifty-two 
Tineia  nndet  the  old  plan.  Tbeie  fifty- 
two  Kiaal*  will  be  mutoally  powerleai,  to 
a  certain  extent,  with  regard  to  the  £o^ 
liih  and  French  fiagi,  only  one-half  of 
thembeinginvealed  with  anypower.  Your 
French  craiier  cannot  eaamioe  anything 
but  French  ahipt,  except,  perhaps,  Iboae 
of  Daamark  and  Sweden  :  it  ii  perfeetly 

Kwerleia  with  regard  to  England.  .Spain, 
vtugal,  and  Draiil,  None  of  theie  four 
flag*  will  it  be  able  to  nop,  even  if  it  finda 
the  ehip  crowded  and  crammed  with 
alavea.  The  French  have  no  Treaty  wiih 
Braiil,  Spain,  and  Fortugal ;  and  I  ahonld 
like  to  know  whether  the  French  Govern- 
ment,  after  having  got  ui  (o  abrogate  the 
Right  oE  Search,  will  now  go  and  propose 
entering  into  such  a  Treaty  with  Spain, 
Portugal,  or  Brazil  ?  If  they  do  not,  their 
cruiaera  are  of  no  u>e,  except  for  the 
French  flag.  What,  then,  will  happen? 
Slaren,  a*  is  stated  in  the  Papers  on  the 
Table,  are  in  the  habit  of  providing  them- 
eelveswith  theflagaand  papers  of  difierent 
eonntries.  These  flags  and  paper*  may 
be  had  for  a  few  dollars,  in  various  pans 
of  the  world.  What  then,  I  repeat,  will 
happen?  A  slaver  coraca  out  of  a  river 
or  a  bay  on  the  coast  of  Africa 
meers  a  French  cruiser,  and  thereupon 
hoists  the  English  flag— the  cruiser  sends 
a  boat  to  board  and  examine  her;  an 
Englishman  is  on  board,  who  acts  a»  cap- 
tain, and  produces  the  papers.  They  are, 
apparently,  in  perfect  order — there  may  be 
slaves  on  board,  but  the  French  cruiser 
can  do  nothing — the  officer  wishes  the 
captain  good  morning,  and  a  fine  paiaage, 
and  goes  back  to  his  cruiser,  and  the 
slaver  proceeds  on  her  voyage.  She  next 
conei  in  contact  with  a  British  crniier.  By 
that  time  she  has  hauled  down  her 
coloura,  which  she  does  not  show  again 
until  a  shoi  ii  fired  ahead  of  her.  Under 
these  circumstances,  when  that  compli- 
ment ia  paid  her,  she  hoists  the  French 
flag.  An  English  officer  goes  on  board, 
and,  with  all  that  politeness  which  be  ia 
properly  instructed  to  ase,  requests  ihe 
captaiu  to  show  his  papers;  and— like  the 


glass  of  ratafia  or  brandy,  aa  may  be 
desired  —  this  time  a  Frescbman  makes 
his  appearance,  as  captain,  and  French 
pspers  are  produced.  The  ahip,  for  the 
time,  is  French.  There  are  slaves  oo 
board ;  but  the  Bogliih  officer,  in  his  torn, 
wishes  the  captain  good  morning  and  a 
fine  passage,  relnrns  to  his  ship,  and 
away  goes  the  slaver  unmolested  as  be- 
fore. She  then  arrives  upon  the  coaai 
of  Brazil,  and  acta  the  same  part.  If  she 
chances  lo  meet  one  of  the  French  cruiien 
ahe  is  again  a  Brazilian,  a  Potlnguesc,  a 
Spanish,  or  an  £aglisb  ship,  just  aa  she 
pleases,  for  she  bas  her  choice.  She  can- 
not, therefore,  be  molested,  and  in  she 
goea  and  lands  her  cargo.  1  say,  then, 
that  even  within  that  portion  of  tlie  coast 
of  Africa  to  which  your  new  Treaty  ia 
limited,  that  Treaty  is  inetBcient  aa  com- 
pared with  the  aystem  which  was  previ- 
ously adopted,  and  which  is  now  given  up ; 
and,  unless  your  cruiiers  can  go  about 
chained  together,  like  the  Siemaie  twins, 
hunting  in  coitplai,  it  is  impossible  ihat, 
under  the  new  syalem,  many  ships  will 
under  the  former  ar- 
rangement, muat  necessarily  have  been 
ptured.  But  then,  why,  1  should  like 
to  know,  if  the  French  Government  is  as 
sincere  aa  it  professea  to  be,  are  its  en- 
gagemenia  limited  to  the  west  coast  of 
Africa?  Why  are  ihey  not  extended  to 
the  West  Indiea?  Wliy  not  to  the  coast 
of  Brazil  ?  Is  it  that  the  late  alliance  be- 
tween the  royal  fainijiei  of  France  and 
Brazil  has  rendered  more  deference  de- 
sirable on  the  part  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment towards  the  Government  of  Brsiil  ? 
Is  that  ihe  reason  why  the  Brazilian  coast 
is  not  included  in  the  recent  arrange- 
ments ?  Why,  again,  do  theie  engage- 
ments not  extend  to  the  east  coast  of 
Africa?  There  are  upwards  of?,000  miles 
on  ihe  west  coast,  along  which  the  Slave 
Trade  is  carried  on;  but  (here  are  also 
about  1 ,700  miles  on  the  east  coast  along 
which  ihe  same  trade  is  now  carried  on  ; 
and  I  lay  my  life  that  if  the  Treaty  be 
luccessful  as  to  that  part  of  the  coast  lo 
which  it  appliea— if  you  drive  the  Slave 
Trade  altogether  from  the  2,000  miles  on 
'  e  west  coast,  which  1  do  oot  think  you 
ill,  though  I  hope  you  may,  you  will 
only  drive  it  to  the  east  coast,  where  it 
will  Sourish  along  the  extent  lo  which  1 
have  alluded;  thus  succeeding  in  merely 
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by  which  itc  hoiron  will  ba  mnltipliad,  the 
voyag*  will  be  lengtbaned,  ind  the  lufier- 
ings  of  the  capuve  itavet  greatly  in- 
creaied.  Why  da  I  lay  (bii?  Because 
w«  hnre  evidence  no*,  ihat  the  Slate  Trade 
is,  and  in  former  years  ha«  been,  to  a  ^at 
eitf  nt,  carried  on  along  the  eait  coait  of 
Africa.  I  iiy  it,  aaoreover,  beoante  it  ap- 
pears from  iheae  Papert,  at  I  have  already 
atated,  that  the  French  Government  have 
lately  concloded  a  Treaty  with  ihe  Imautn 
of  Muscat,  by  which  tbey  are  to  be  en- 
abled to  engage,  a>  it  i>  taid,  free  la- 
bourera,  but  really  to  hire  slavei  to  carry 
la  the  island  of  Bonrbon  for  the  purpose 
of  cultivating  the  soil  there.  It  is  taid 
that  these  slareiare  to  be  employed  ai  free 
laboorert  in  a  Colony  in  which  slavery  ex- 
itlt  by  law.  It  it  alto  sard,  that  after  a 
certain  period  of  lime,  ihey  are  to  return 
to  their  native  country,  and  to  carry  baclc 
with  ihem  the  earnings  of  their  labour,  tod 
the  benefits  of  the  civilization  and  the 
luionledgewhichthey  hBveact;uired.  This 
pretence  is,  fortunaiely,  too  palpable  to  de- 
ceive any  men.  Free  negroes  you  may 
caltthem;  but  nhea  they  are  carried  to 
a  slave  Colony,  ihey  will  be  as  much  slaves 
at  any  of  the  alavea  exiili[»g  there  before : 
bylaw,  they  will  bejuii  ai  much  slaves  at 
those  already  in  the  Colony,  at  much 
slavct— and  more  1  cannot  lay— at  the 
unhappy  Emaneipadoa  in  Caba  and 
Braiiil.  As  to  their  going  back  again 
to  their  native  country,  it  is  possible, 
for  aught  1  know,  that  their  spirits,  when 
they  are  once  freed  by  the  merciful  baud 
of  death  from  their  tufferings,  may  be 
permitted,  in  passing  to  their  future  des- 
tiny, to  cast  a  patting  glance  at  the  place 
of  their  birth— at  what  was  once  their 
borne ;  but  as  to  the  idea  that  in  the 
body  they  are  ever  to  go  back  abve  to 
their  native  country,  the  notion  is  too 
absurd  for  the  most  credulous  to  believe 
it.  I  afaould  like,  now,  to  know  how 
you  are  to  reconcile  tbst  Treaty  of  the 
French  Government  with  ibe  Imauni  of 
Hnacat,  with  the  Treaty  which  we  hare 
entered  into  with  the  tame  personage,  by 
which  he  bound  himself  not  to  permit  his 
subjects  to  deal,  within  certain  hmils,  in 
■laves  with  any  Christian  Power?  1  hold 
that  those  two  Treaties  are  compleiely  at 
variance.  I  am  lure  Her  Mnjesty's  Go- 
verittnenl  will  not  take  their  stand  on  the 
quibble  (hat  the  negroes  to  be  imported 
into  the  Freiteh  Colontea  are  to  be  en- 
gaged u  free  labonrtn.    The  men  sU- 


polalton  that  the  French  are  to  hire  slaves, 
inlimaiei  that  those  negroes  will  still 
retain  Ihe  character  of  slaves  after  they 
have  reached  the  Isle  of  Bourbon.  Bui 
does  the  House  know  what  is  the  charac- 
tar  of  the  Slave  Trade  which  thii  Treaty 
of  ihe  French  with  ihe  Imaum  of  Muscat 
is  calculated  to  encourage  !  The  French 
willbny  their  slaves  at  the  Island  of  Zanzi- 
bar; and  the  slaves  are  takeiT  to  that 
island  in  small  consting  veiselt.  We  have 
heard  a  great  deal  of  ihe  horrors  of  the 
middle  passage;  we  hare  beard  of  the 
sufleringt  of  tlie  negroes  carried  from 
Africa  to  America,  and  of  the  horrible 
lortnres  they  endure  in  the  slave  ships ; 
but  does  the  House  know  what  are  the 
sufferings  of  those  wretched  negroes  who 
are  carried  to  Ihe  slave  market  at  Zanzi- 
bar? Sir  T.  F.  Btixton  lellt  us  that  ihe 
Arab  do WR,  or  vessels,  which  carry  these 
slaves  coastwise  lo  Zanzibar,  are 

"  Lsrge  unwieldy  boal),  without  a  deck.  In 
these  leiD|inriry  platformi  are  erected,  leav- 
I  nnrrow  passage  in  the  centre.  The  ne- 
groes are  then  slowed  in  bulk,  the  first  tier 
being  laid  along  the  floor  of  the  vessel,  Ino 
adults,  siila  bj  side,  with  a  boy  or  giil  resliog 
between  and  anon  them,  until  the  tier  is  com- 
plete. Over  tliem  the  first  plaiform  is  laid, 
separated— " 

We  have  often  heard  of  ibe  interval  be- 
tween decks  in  slave  ships,  being  small; 
but  what  will  the  House  think  of  this  me- 
thod of  stowing  human  beings  P 

"  Over  them  (Sir  T.'  Buxton  proceeds]  the 
first  plaironn  is  laid  separated  but  sn  inch  or 
two  frDm  their  bodies,  when  ihe  second  tier 
ii  stowed  in  the  same  manner,  and  la  on, 
until  they  reacli  the  gunwale  of  the  vessel. 
They  calcnUte  that  the  voyage  will  not  ex- 
ceed twenl^-fcur,  or,  at  the  farthest,  forty- 
eight  boura." 

Such  was  the  description  ;  and  let  the 
House  conceive  the  infferings,  even  for 
twenty-four  hours,  of  human  beings, 
placed  in  a  hot  climate  in  ilus  position? 
But  the  descriplioc  proceeds: — 

"  It  often  happens  Ihat  a  calm,  or  unex- 
pected knd-breeie,  delays  their  progress ;  in 
this  case  n  few  hours  are  saHReient  to  decide 
the  fate  of  the  cargo ;  those  of  the  lower  por. 
[ion  of  Ihe  cargo  that  die  cannot  be  removed 
They  remain  unlil  Ihe  upper  part  are  dead  and 
thrown  over,  and,  from  a  carifa  of  froiD  200  lo 
lo  400  stowed  in  this  way,  il  has  been  known 
that  not  a  dozen,  at  the  expiiaiion  of  ten  days, 
liave  reached  Zannbar." 

This  is  Ihe  trade  which  the  Trealy-of  the 
Frtnch  GoTtrament  wilh  th«  ImaamiAIC 
G2  '^ 
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Mofcat  ii  aboot  to  encoaraga  and  iDcrease. 
Thii  is  the  trade  whici)  a  GoverDment 
proreMing  to  co-opetate  with  ua  Id  an 
anxioua  dnire  to  aupprui  the  SU*e  Trade, 
will,  by  that  Treaty,  encourage  aod  pro- 
inole  on  the  eastera  coast  of  Arrica.  I 
need  not  ask  yon  why  it  was  that  the 
French  Governnieni  did  not  extend  the 
operations  of  their  luppressive  squadron 
lo  that  coasi.  By  the  slipulatioDs  of  the 
Treaty  we  concluded  with  the  In 
Moscat,  he  bound  himself  not  to  permit 
his  subjects  to  sell  slaves  to  any  Christian 
Power;  and  weoblaiaed  additional  powers 
for  searching  his  vessels  found  at  i 
engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade.  In  one  of 
his  letieia,  contained  in  the  Papers  laid 
before  the  House,  ihe  Imaum  says — 
"  I  agree  to  that ;  I  malce  a  great  saci 
orreveDoe  by  coosenlinf  to  abolish  the  Slive 
Trade  with  the  countries  bordering  on  ihf 
Red  Sea  ;  but  do  not  ask  me  lo  give  up  tin 
Slave  Trade  that  comei  coastwise  along  ibi 

That  is,  the  Slave  Trade  of  which  I  have 
just  read  »    desctiptioD.      The    Imaum 
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says- 

"  To  give  up  that  trade  weald  be  more  than, 
wiih  mj  pecuniary  losses,  I  coold  beat;  and 
I  pray  yon  not  to  press  the  request," 
There  is  in  the  Papers  laid  on  the  Table 
last  year  a  very  curious  and  di»erting 
letter  from  the  Imaui 
coinmuainalion  from  Lord  Leveson,  presi- 
ing  him  to  abandon  the  Slave  Trade,  in 
which  ihe  Imaum  says,  "  It  ia  the  angel 
of  death  that  has  appeared  to  me ;  but  I 
submit  lo  my  fate.  It  it  the  will  of  God, 
and  I  have  no  choice."  [Sir  R.  Peel: 
Will  you  show  me  that  in  the  Papers?] 
Here  it  is,  [said  the  noble  Lord,  handing 
the  Papers  over  lo  the  tight  hon.  Baronet, 
pointing  out  the  passage  to  which  he  re- 
ferred :]_  The  Imaum  sent  over  to  this 
couatiy  a  Minister,  wbo  was  most  kindly 
received  by  the  present  Government ; 
and,  in  a  subseqaent  communication,  the 
Imaum  says  that  the  manner  in  which 
the  representations  of  thai  Minister 
were  received,  bad  greatly  relieved  his 
mind,  and  had  brought  hjm  to  life 
again.  The  Imaum,  in  answer  to  the 
application  to  abandon  the  Slave  Trade 
altogciher,  expresses  his  readiness  to  give 
up — though  at  a  great  pecuniary  sacrifice 
—bis  Slave  Trade  to  the  Red  Sea  and 
Eijypt;  bat  he  begs  and  entreats  that  he 
may  not  be  compelled  lo  give  up  the  Slave 
Trade  along  the  coast,   fiom  which 'be 


'  derives  a  large  poKion  of  his  revenne, 
HisrequestwasGomplied  wiib:lMilbe  WAS 
toid — and  it  appean  in  these  Papers-— thai 
it  would  look  belter  if  that  exception  in 
favour  of  hia  coastwise  Slave  Trade  were 
to  appear  to  be  a  reservation  made  by 
him,  rather  than  by  the  direct  lanctioB 
and  permisaion  ofihe  British  Government. 
I  quite  agree  in  that  opinion;  allhouglt, 
after  all,  there  is  but  little  difference  be- 
tween the  ciiea  ;  but  1  really  do  wonder 
how  it  happened  tbat  with  these  Paper* 
before  them,  and  with  the  statementa  I 
have  read,  of  which  ihey  might  have  a 
knowledge,  [Jer  Majesty's  Government 
shontd  have  thought  it  right  not  to  persitt 
in  requiringthe  abandonment  of  this  coast- 
ing Slave  Trade.  1  cannot  imagine  how 
it  happened  that  they  did  not  ioaist  tbat 
the  Imaum  shooid,  at  all  events,  make 
certain  regulation!  for  the  conduct  of  this 
Slave  Trade.  Why  did  they  not  insist 
that  he  should  make  a  lav,  filing  the 
number  of  negroes  lo  be  conveyed  by  a 
veaiel,  in  proportioD  to  ii*  tannage,  ao  » 
to  mitigate,  in  some  degree,  (he  horribia 
atrocitie*  of  the  trade  a*  it  is  now  car- 
ried on?  Soch  a  regulation  wonid  have 
been  for  the  interest  even  of  the  Imaum 
himself;  for  his  revenue  arises  not  from 
the  dead  bodies  which  are  throwD  over- 
board, but  from  the  slavea  wbo  are  safely 
landed.    Sir  T.  Buxton  aayi  ■.~~ 

"  On  (he  arriral  of  the  vessels  at  Zanzibar, 
the  cargoe*  are  landed  ;  those  that  can  walk  up 
the  beach  are  armnfted  for  ''"e  inspeciiou  of  Iha 
Imium's  Officer,  and  the  payuent  of  duties — 
ibose  that  are  weak  or  maimed  by  the  voyafia 
ace  left  for  tbe  coming  tide  lo  relieve  their 
miseries." 

The  Imaom  derived  his  revenue  from  the 
able-bodied  slaves  who  can  walk  np  Ihe 
beach,  and  net  from  those  who  are  thrown 
overboard  on  the  passage,  or  who  are  left 
on  ihe  beach  to  be  iwept  away  by  the 
coming  tide.  I  think  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  beenguilty  of  great  neg- 
lect in  this  matter,  in  not  requiring  some 
decent  regulation  of  the  trade,  if  they 
thought  proper  to  abstain  from  pressing 
the  Iraaum  to  give  it  op  altogether.  1  say, 
then,  that  this  Treaty  omits  to  provide  any 
precautions  for  the  soppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade  on  the  eastern  coast  of  Africa,  on 
•osst  of  Brazil,  or  in  the  West  Indies  ; 
and  that    it  is  deficient  in   its  provisions 

:h  reference  to  the  western  coast  of 
Africa,  to  which  only  it  is  intended  lo  ap- 
ply.   But  this  Treaty  cooleroplalet  opera- 
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liont  bj  laod  ;  il  provides  that  Trcatiea  i  land,  and  of  His  Majesty  ihe  King  of  the 


liiatlbe  made  with  the  chiefa,  and  that, 
if  It  ibaald  be  necetaary,  ojKrations  are  lo 
be  carried  on  un  shore  for  ilie  purpoie  ot 
enfbideg  those  Treaties.  To  show  Her 
Majeilir'a  Government  tljat  I  am  not  now 
■peaking  io  any  apiril  of  party  feeling,  I 
will  tay  that  I  am  glad  to  aee  these  por- 
lioDtof  the  Treaty — and  for  two  reason*. 
Il  the  first  place,  becaute  they  contem- 
plate a  reneital  of  thoie  operaiioni  by  land 
for  the  destruction  of  the  baracoons,   end 


French,  having  reipecttvel;  Ihc  command  of 
the  squudrons  of  Great  Britain  and  France,  lo 
be  employed  in  carryioj  ool  this  Convenlion, 
sliall  concert  together  u  to  ilie  best  means  of 
watching  strictly  the  parts  of  the  African  coast 
before  described,  by  selecting  and  defining  the 
ttations,  and  committing  l^e  c^ire  thereof  lo 
English  and  French  cruisers,  jointly  or  sepa- 
rately, as  may  be  deemed  expedient ;  provided 
always,  thai  in  cass  of  a  station  being  especi- 
ally committed  to  the  charge  of  cruisers  of 
either  nation,  the  ciuisera  of  the  other  nation 
may  at  any  time  enter  the  same  for  the  pur- 


!  lo  dra 


a  distinction 


oftboie  endeavours  lo  engage  chiefs  by  |  pos?  of  exercising  the  rights  respectively  be- 
Treaty  lo  give  up  the  Slave  Trade  which  |  Inngiog  to  them,  (br  the  suppicssiou  of  the 
«e  made  in  1841  — tnensures  which,  as;  Slave  Trade." 
I  think,  are  emiaently  conducive  tu  check-  i 
iagiheSlave  Trade;  but  I  think  that  these 
provisions  will  have  another  effect  most  ad- 
TiDlageous  to  England  and  France,  and 
moat  likely  to  promote  a  permanent  good 
nndetstaDdlng  between  the  two  countries. 
Great  complainiR  have  recently  been  tnade 
of  tome  proceedings  of  the  French  Go- 
vernment In  mtiliiplying  their  setilementa 
on  the  coast  of  Africa,  and,  where  lliose 
KltlemeQU  are  eitabliihed,  of  excluding, 
as  It  is  conceived,  British  commerce.  I'he 
Fiench  people  eolertain  a  similar  jealousy 
of  ihe  multiplication  of  our  settlements.  I 
consider  this  Treaty  as  binding  both  coun- 
liica  to  abstain  from  makiDg  any  furthi 


This  seen 
between  t 

seems  by  this,  that  when  there  is  a  cruiser 
of  one  nation  stationed  at  the  mouth  of  a 
river,  or  in  the  bight  of  a  bay,  that  no 
merchantmen  of  the  other  country  can 
come  in,  for  the  purposes  of  its  legitimate 
trade;  because  it  is  said,  that  when  the 
cruiser  of  one  nation  takes  Its  station.  It 
may  be  lawful  for  the  cruiser  of  the  other 
nation  to  enter  llie  same,  "  for  the  pur- 
pose of  exercising  the  rights  respectively 
belonging  to  them,  tor  the  suppression  of 
the  Slave  Trade."  Why  put  in  that  at 
all  ?  Is  it  meant  that  the  cruisers  should 
establish  a  belligerent  blockade?  It 


«™.  ,«■«..-...  ..».-  „...„^  ....J  .     establish  a  belligerent  blockade?  It  is  not 

KltlemeDta  od  any  part  of  the  coast  of  ^  ^^^^  ^^^^  ^^^^^  "^^  ^^,^j^i       ^^^  ^^^^^ .  -^ 
Africa  included  ...  the Jinaits  prescribed  by  ,  ^^^^  ^^^  „otemplate  hosUle  operations. 
It  is  part  of  a  general  system   that  is 


«  Treaty  —  fifteen  degrees 
siileen  degrees  loulb.  The  Convenlion 
provide!  that  Treaties  shall  be  made  with 
the  native  chiefs,  and  that  those  Treaties 
tball  be  excluiively  confined  to  the  aup- 
preuioD  of  the  Slave  Trade;  thi 


be  in  operation  ;  and  yet  yoi 


that 
when  the  cruisers  of  one  nation  are  watch- 
g  the  Slave  Trade,  that  you  stand  in 
:h  a  position  as  to   require   a   special 


T».„c.,.h™co„.l.d.d  bynoffi^rof   ^.'i.,,,  „f  „„/„„;„„  ,/,„,„  .^  „„, 
mb.,  couBlr,,  mM  b.  .ppro.ed  bj  Iho      .^  ,|,„^  ,,,,  ^,_,.,^^,  „,  ,1,^  ^,1,^, 
K<p.eHnt.l,.e  ot  iho  oth.,  Po».r;  ..d  !  i',„i„„,j.    ,,            ,  ,„         ,,,„  „, 
U»l  no  opeiiliou  on  lud  .re  10  be  on-  j.„  „,,.  .  T„iii,i.„,  „„ „, 

:pl  I ',       . 


f,       ■  ,1  you  I'Hu  ijiii:  a   tufficient  esplanallon  li 

-^    ^  ,^      "^    .    '*''J'"Pf 'that  Aclicle.lbalbjimplicaiionmerchaol- 

.«h  Ibe  conienl  of  boih  pailiee.  No.,  I ,  ^^^  ,^^  ,,^^|„j,j  f„„'',„,„j  ,t,  ,.„ 
Iknk,  .0,  compact  wh.cl,  lend,  lo  leave ,  _^^,^  ,  ^,^;,^, ,,  sl.iinned.  I  hope  Ih.t 
■bu  put  of  lb.  coa.1  of  Africa  inl.cl,  and  |  ,|_^  ^^^  ^^^  Genlleman  .ill  be  ible  lo 
pt..ent  eilber  pan,  froo  ennioacbing  lo  ,  ,^^  „^^  ,  „,„  ^^^  ,,  ,„  ^^ 
Ibe  dnlnnienl  o,  eicln.ion  of  the  olh.r, ;  j^JI^^,,,,,,  ,„,,^^l„,.  .„j  ,,,„  n,  „. 
.a.1  lend  in  beneHl  ibe  nnnimerce  of  bolh  ,  ',^1,  i  j,^  ,,,',.,„  .  ,„,  ,^.^|, 
»alion.,.ndlo  pre.enloccnnence.-.i,ch  i  ,  ^^^^^  '^^^  "^^  ^  ;„„,„„,  f.ci. 
■.  tho«,  in  Ike  r,.e,  Gaboon—bicb  misht ;  ,^  ,,„  „,;„,i,|   '^.j^,    ,'„j  ,„j 

lead  10  dialn.b  ihe  hamonj  eji.l.nB  be-    „,„  ,,„,,        „„  ,q„i,.ie„i  in 

ineo  ih,  l.o  comln...  Bat  ih.ie  .>  one    „,„  ^,  n,„    »,  „    !■  J  ,,,,1,  ,  ,,„,  ,„ 
nipnla.ion  of  lie  Con.enlion  .hieh  I  real-    ^^,^^y^  ,„  „,^  ,„„  ,„  „,,;,,,  ,,,1,  t„.i,   ' 
I.  do   ,m  ondemand.     Il    ■>   .aid  in    ^p'^,,,,     ^  j,  „„  ,,„,  ,  „,y  „„^|,  „. 
Article  J—  I       J  ,g  ^gg_    .piig  preamble  alaie.— 

"  The  Officer,  of  Her  Migesly  die  Queen  of    " 
IkeUniledKingdomofGreatUtitainaDilIre-       "Uer  Mnje.ty  Ihe  Queen  of  Ibe  Untied 
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Kingdom  of  Ureal  Britain  and  Ireland,  >nd 
His  lU^ijesty  tlieKing  of  the  I'rencb,  consider- 
in^  lliat  the  Coovenlioni  of  llie  30ll>  Noveoi- 
ber,  1831,  ani)  the  S'Jnd  iMarch,  1633,  have 
effecied  their  object  in  preventing  the  use  of 
the  £ti|tli9li  and  Frencli  Saga  in  carrj^iog  on  the 
Slave  Trade;  hut  that  this  odiou*  traffic  tti  1 1 
exisU,  and  thai  the  said  Conventions  are  in- 
sufficient to  ensure  iU  complete  suppression." 
Is  it  meant  ihea — has  a  British  Plenipo- 
tentiary been  found  to  put  this  upon 
record— that  the  British  Aug  has  been 
used  for  the  purposes  of  slavery — that 
such  a  practice  prevailed,  and  that  it  was 
put  an  end  to  by  the  Treaty  of  1831,  and 
by  the  action  of  French  cruiaers?  I  say, 
Sir,  it  is  a  foul  calumny  on  the  British  na- 
tion. The  Biitish  Slave  Trade  was  put  an 
end  to  by  the  laws  of  England  long  before 
your  Treaty  of  1 831  or  1833.  The  Slave 
Trade  of  Prance  nas  put  an  end  to  by  the 
Treaties  of  1831  and  1833.  If  it  were 
thought  uncivil  lo  France  to  record  that 
fact  in  the  Treaty — if  it  were  thought  un- 
handsome to  remind  France  how  recently 
she  had  ceased  lo  take  part  in  the  traffic, 
then  you  should  have  omitted  all  mention 
of  the    subject  —  you  should  have  sup- 

fressed  it  altogether;  btit  never  would 
have  put  my  hand  lo  en  implied  false- 
hood nbich  casts  dishonour  on  my  coun- 
try— never  consented  lo  that,  which,  by 
iuiplicatioa,  would  aSirm  that  the  Slave 
Trade  had  been  carried  on  ao  lately  by 
this  country,  as  in  1831  and  1833.  and 
■  hat  the  Treaty  with  France  had  prevent- 
ed the  abuse  of  the  English  flag.  I  say, 
that  it  was  unworthy  of  a  British  Minister 
— of  a  British  Plenipotentiary,  wlieiher  a 
Minister  in  or  out  of  office,  to  have  given 
his  signature  to  such  a  statement — and 
nothing  more  astonishes  me,  than  that  this 
should  be  done  by  one  of  the  persona  who 
has  put  his  name  to  such  a  falsehood — 
falsehood  by  implication ->  and  a  calum- 
nious imputaiioD  upon  his  country.  Then 
there  is  Article  9.  What  does  Article  9 
aay?    It  says— 

''  Her  Alajesiy  the  Queen  o(  the  United 
Kingom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and  His 
Majesty  the  King  of  the  French,  muiually  en- 
sage  to  continue  the  prohibition  for  ever  of  all 
Slave  Trade  in  the  Colonies  which  tbey  pos- 
sesa,  or  nay  hereafter  poMcis ;  and  also  lo 
prevent,  ss  far  as  the  laws  of  each  country 
>itialt  permit,  their  respective  subjects  from  be- 
ins  engaged,  directly  or  indirectly,  in  this 
iratfic." 


H,m 


niia 


any  man  rend  tlmi  Article,  and 

'  thut  ilavLi'v  aill  <  xislcd  in  the 


British  Colonies?  because  to  say  tbat  ynn 
will  prevent  the  Slave  Trade  in  Coloniet 
where  no  such  thing  aa  slavery  esiats,  is  a 
gross  and  palpable  absurdity.  WImI  is 
the  meaning  tif  that  i  The  meaning  of 
that  is,  that  there  is  such  a  dispoHtisii  ia 
the  British  Parliament  and  Brkisli  natia> 
to  re-enact  slavery,  and  to  legalise  Ike 
Slave  Trade,  that  it  was  neeessarj  for  the 
Crowu  to  interfere,  and  enter  into  aa 
engagement  with  France,  declaring  that 
the  powers  of  the  Crown  should  he  exer- 
cised, and  the  honour  of  the  Crown  pledged 
to  prevent  the  Parliament  and  the  country 
from  pursuing  so  disgraceful  a  course- 
This,  Isay,  is  an  insult  to  Parliament,  and 
an  insult  to  the  people  of  England.  And 
if  the  former  passage  is  a  gross  calumny  on 
the  country,  I  say  that  this  is  a  childish 
insult  to  Parliament ;  and  never  would  1 
have  put  my  hand  lo  thue  two  paaaages. 
I  must  express  mv  astonishment  that  the 
Government  should  have  permitted  their 
Plenipotentiary  to  put  his  hand  to  two  such 
passages  as  these.  These  arc  my  oLjecttoni 
to  this  Treaty ;  and  I  think  ft  shows  on 
the  part  of  the  Government  indifference  to 
the  subject  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  a  wealb- 
ness  in  dealing  with  Foreign  Powers,  un- 
worthy of  the  Government  of  this  country. 
Nor  are  these  two  defects  eonRned  to  thii 
Treaty.  I  read,  vith  some  pain,  and,  1  may 
add,  1  realty  felt  some  difficulty  and  reluc- 
tance in  going  through  those  Papers— the 
Slave  Trade  Correspondence  of  last  year 
which  has  beeu  laid  on  the  Table.  In 
many  parts  of  it  I  was  tempted  to  threw 
the  book  away  in  which  it  was  oontained. 
I  must  remark  that  they  were  semewhat  de- 
layed in  their  appearance;  andlthink  tfaer 
might  as  well  have  been  prodneed  earlier, 
and  at  the  same  time,  perhaps,  len  balky 
in  form.  In  the  &nt  {dace,  I  maj  aay, 
that  according  to  the  time  they  have  faaoi 
produced,  the  despatches  dated  last  Jaauar* 
will,  according  to  the  mode  adopted  with 
respect  to  them,  not  be  lud  before  Pariik- 
ment  before  the  month  of  June  next  ytu. 
I  think  tbej  might  be  produced  newer  the 
time  at  which  they  were  written ;  aitd  I 
may  also  observe  that  whole  passages  an 
taken  up  with  letters  that  are  on  matten 
nf  form,  such  as  returns  relative  to  ships' 
warmnts.  I  think  shorter  cntiiet  of  tbem 
might  have  been  made;  for  the  bulk  of  the 
volume  is  calculated  to  discourage  penon* 
from  reading  it.  I  say,  that  these  are  of  a 
nature  to  deter  persons  from  reading  the 
c.jri'csp<iiidpncc ;  but  to  iiny  cne  who  lia* 
read  it,  there  uppiars  a  grcnt  indifil'tciuru 
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on  the  pirt  of  the  Gaverninent,  and  even  a 
great  apathy.  I  think  that  they  prove  the 
niMi  eritineouf  concessionK  made,  and  the 
lowatt  toDa  adopted  in  dealing  nilh  every 
Foreign  Power  with  wliich  ibo  Govern- 
Bent  ifl  brought  into  contact.  I  am  not 
going  to  we»iy  the  Houie  with  raaojr  de- 
tailt ;  but  the  instance  of  one  oi:  tno  exam- 

flei  will  be  lufficient  to  demonstrate  what 
mean.  We  have,  by  I'realy,  Consuls 
and  Commissioners  In  almost  every  slave- 
dealing  oDuntry.  We  have  for  insUnce,  a 
Consul  at  the  Havanna,  and  a  Slave  Trade 
CDtnmissioner.  Our  Consuls  General,  in 
many  narts  of  the  world,  are  our  sole  Min- 
isterial Representatives.  Be  he  whom  he 
nay,  every  Consul  is  entitled  to  make  to 
(he  Biithcrities  nu  the  spot,  and  he  is  there 
to  make,  by  virtue  of  his  power,  represen- 
tations for  tbe  protection  of  British  subjects 
and  British  trade,  and  to  tuke  care  that 
the  rights  of  this  country  are  not  violated. 
Then  there  arc  our  Slave  Trade  Commis- 
noners;  tliey  are  intrusted  not  merely  to 
adjudicate  upon  the  caiits  that  may  come 
b^ore  them,  but  to  make  representations  of 
all  iufractions  of  Treaties  that  may  come 
to  their  knowledge.  They  were  ordered 
to  do  that  by  myself;  they  were  ordered  to 
do  that  by  my  successor.  Tbe  Consul 
General  at  the  Havanna,  and  the  Slave 
Trade  Commisiioners  were  continually,  it 
appears,  obtaining  knowledge  of  contra- 
veotioni  of  the  Slave  Treaties — of  the 
landing  of  negroes — of  the  sale  of  slaves, 
of  the  arrival  of  negroes— of  the  detention 
of  British  subjects,  who  were  not  slaves — 
of  the  ill  treatment  of  tbe  Entancipadot — 
of  tboae  entitled  to  their  freedom,  but 
treated  as  slaves.  They  were  in  tbe  habit 
of  making  oommunications  to  the  Gover- 
nors of  Cuba  to  this  effect ;  and  good  Go> 
vernon  were  obliged  to  them  for  the  infor- 
mation, and  acted  on  it ;  and  bad  Qover- 
&or8,  who  were  the  most  numerous,  were 
in  the  bahit  of  thanking  them  too,  but 
telling  them  that  theirs  was  inaccurate  in- 
formation, and  they  might  set  their  minds 
at  ease  on  the  subject;  but  still  they  always 
treated  the  Consuls  civilly.  Lately,  how- 
ever, there  came  General  O'Donnell,  a 
gentleman  who  thought  that  tbe  Govem- 
tnent  of  Cuba  ought  to  contribute  to  the 
rapid  accumulation  of  his  fortune,  and  he 
therefore  detencioed  to  go  at  once  bead 
over  heels  into  tbe  corrupt  practices  of  his 
predecessors  He  took  slaves  without  stint ; 
he  took  so  many  dollar!  a-bead  for  the  value 
of  the  i^ves  which  were  imparted  in  vin- 
lotiou  of  tbe  Treaties;  and  he  refuted  lo 


be  troubled  on  tbe  subject.  I  find  tbat 
these  representations  of  the  Consul  General 
and  of  the  Slave  Trade  CommissioDen 
were  very  irksome;  and  it  is  very  probable 
that  for  all  these  there  was  a  litbograpbed 
answer;  butstill  these  representations  were 
constant — they  made  a  noise.  General 
O'Donnell  looked  into  the  old  Records, 
and  he  found  an  obsolete  Proclamation  of 
1760,  by  which  it  was  declared  tbat  the 
Consuls  General  in  Spanish  Colonies 
should  only  act  in  their  commercia],  and 
not  in  their  diplomatic  oapadty ;  and  being 
for  asCrict  adherence  to  Treaties,  he  thought 
that  the  Comroisuonere  who  had  to  adju- 
dicate should  confine  tbcmselvc*  solely  to 
their  judicial  duties — that  they  had  not  to 
inquire  as  to  negroes  landed,  as  to  shipa 
ening  to  Africa,  and  returning  from  it. 
He  told  them,  therefore,  tbat  he  was  very 
sorry ;  hut  they  bad  better  not  write  to 
him,  because  they  had  no  tight  to  interfere 
in  these  matters.  They  wonted  only  to 
perform  their  duty;  and  how  necessary  it 
was  for  them  to  do  so,  is  proved  hy  the 
case  of  the  unfortunate  Consul  at  St.  Jago 
de  Cube,  who,  in  writing  to  the  Foreign 
Office  for  inttructiuns,  received  a  severe 
reprimand — there  was  conveyed  to  him 
"  the  censure,"  for  that  was  tbe  word  em- 
ployed, "  tbe  censure  nf  Her  Majesty's 
Government,"  for  even  doubting  on  this 
suhjeci,  and  for  not  having  made  at  once 
representations  to  the  Governor  of  tbe 
province.  Tbe  Consul  General,  and  tbe 
officers  of  the  Mixed  Commission,  did  make 
such  communications.  At  last  the  Go- 
vernor, finding  these  communications  con- 
stantly coming  to  him,  very  civilly  returned 
the  letters.  On  the  next  occasion  they 
wrote,  and  the  letters  were  again  returned  ; 
and  NO  it  goct  on— the  unfortunate  Consul 
and  Commissioner  are  placed  in  a  situation 
most  repugnant  to  their  feelings.  They 
are  subjected  to  degradation.  They  b^ 
to  be  restored  to  that  footing  on  which 
they  ought  to  stand.  At  once  our  Govern- 
ment takea  the  matter  up.  It  writes  a 
strong  letter  to  Madrid,  and  desires  that 
orden  may  be  given  to  the  Governor  of 
Cnbo,  not  only  to  receive  these  letters,  but 
to  act  on  them.  The  Government  at 
Madrid  seems  to  have  a  great  respect  for 
its  Cuba  Governor.  In  answer  to  the 
peremptory  demand  that  orders  should  be 
given  to  the  Spanish  Governor,  the  Govenf 
ment  of  Madrid  says  tbat  it  will  give  no 
such  orders — that  by  an  old  custom  of 
Spain,  Cunsu's  hare  no  such  right  in  ita 
Culonietas  t'jat  cUntd  fur  England— i( 
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Mji  that  Gortmor  O'Donnell  has  acted 
perfectlj  rigbt — and  then,  mixing  vith  thii 
declatation  some  nndvil  language  to  Eng- 
land, it  comes  at  tait  to  this  result,  that 
when  the  Consul  General,  or  the  Member 
of  the  Mixed  Commission,  should  find  out 
that  n^roes  had  been  landed  at  Matanns, 
within  a  very  short  diuancc  of  where  thej 
were  placed,  and  where  the  negroes  are 
■old,  instead  of  telling  that  to  the  Governor, 
and  so  having  an  immediate  inquiry,  the 
Consul  General  should  write  to  London; 
that  the  Foreign  Office  ihould  then  write 
to  Madrid ;  and  then  those  in  Madrid  should 
write  to  Cuba ;  and  then,  upon  the  letter 
at  last  getting  back  to  Cuba,  he  might  at 
once  say—"  Oh .'  this  is  false — this  hap- 
pened a  year  ago — it  is  impossible  any  such 
thing  can  have  happened— there  can  be  no 
ground  for  making  such  a  chai^"  To 
such  a  proposition  as  that  there  was  s  ready 
answer,  if  any  answen  were  given  to  the 
Spanish  GoremmeDt;  but  no  reply  appears 
from  these  Papers.  I  presume,  then,  that 
the  Government  acquiesced  in  this  refusal ; 
that  they  have  assented  to  that  for  the 
Delect  of  which  the  Consul  at  St>  Jago  de 
Cuba  was  censured.  I  presume,  then,  that 
the  Government  has  submitted  to  that 
great  alteration  in  the  international  usages 
of  Europe.  And  as  it  is  proper  that  the 
Consul .  General  and  the  Member  of  the 
Mixed  Commission  should  not  malce  com- 
munications of  this  kind — if  that  is  the 
notion,  then  at  least  it  is  the  bounden  duty 
of  the  Government  to  tell  the  Consul  Ge- 
neral and  the  Mixed  Commissioner  to  with- 
draw by  a  formal  order  from  displeasing  Ge- 
tieral  O'Donnell.  There  is  nothing,  indeed) 
said  of  it  in  this  book;  and,  for  aught  we 
know,  they  are  still  going  on  sending,  week 
after  week,  letters  to  the  Governor  General, 
who  civilly  answers  them  that  he  can  re- 
ceive no  communication  from  them;  and 
thus  are  they  both  lel^,  exciting  contempt 
for  the ii  position,  suffering  indignities,  and 
becoming  the  laughing-stock  of  the  whole 
island.  This  is  one  thing  that  appears  by  this 
book.  The  Government  abandons  its  first 
demand,  and  its  servants  are  lefl  to  submit 
themselves  to  the  goodivill  and  pleasure  of 
the  Government  of  Spain.  Passing  from 
CubatDSurinam,agreat  number  of  British- 
bom  subjects  have,  at  dilTcrent  periods, 
been  carried  into  Surinam,  and  detained 
there  in  slavery,  contrary  to  the  existing 
law.  Their  number  is  stated  to  amount 
to  five  or  six  thousand.  I  have  stated  be- 
fore that  these  persons  were  entitled  to 
their  freedom.    The  Queen's  Advocate  says 


the  contrary.  I  «ay  that  his  opinion  ia 
wrong.  It  may  appear  to  be  presumptuous 
in  me  to  difl^r  from  any  one  who  has  de- 
voted himself  to  the  study  ot  the  law ;  but 
I  say  bis  opinion  is  bad  in  law,  as  mucli  au 
as  it  is  bad  in  theory  and  essentially  unjust. 
These  negroes  were  illegally  carried  out  c^ 
a  British  Ctdony  to  the  Gi^oy  of  a  Foreign 
Power.  If  they  had  remained,  as  by  law 
they  were  entitled  to  remaiu  iu  a  British 
Colony,  they  would  at  this  moment  be  in 
the  possession  of  their  freedom.  I  say  it  ia 
not  just  that  British  subjects  should  suffer 
from  an  act  in  which  they  had  no  share 
whatever,  and  of  which  they  were  the  un- 
willing and  unfortunate  victims.  A  demand 
was  made  as  to  an  inquiry  into  cases  of  this 
sort.  Our  Commissioner  at  Surinam  made 
an  application  to  the  Dutch  Governor. 
This  gentleman,  Mr.  EUas,  appears  to  have 
been  more  civil  and  less  money-making 
than  General  O'Donnell.  He,  too,  thought 
applications  irksome;  perhaps  he  had  heard 
of  what  had  occurred  at  Cuba.  He  did  not 
return  the  letters.  He  first  wrote  an  answer 
to  say  he  would  take  no  notice  of  them,  and 
the  Commissioners'  Judges  penevering  in 
writing  letters,  they  were  left  unanswer- 
ed. The  Commissioners  complained  of 
the  great  indignity  that  was  put  upon 
them.  They  wrote  to  the  Government  at 
home  for  support  in  the  performance  of  the 
duties  imposed  upon  them.  On  this  our 
Government  wrote  to  the  Government  at 
the  Hague  to  demand  definite  instructions. 
1'he  urgent  demand  subsequently  declined 
into  an  earnest  hope,  and  our  Government 
went  on  hoping  through  a  whole  year, 
during  which  it  was  unable  to  extract  even 
a  verbal  answer.  In  Cuba  our  letters  are 
sent  back  unanswered,  and  the  Government 
at  Madrid  refuses  to  give  orders  to  its  Go^ 
veinor  to  attend  to  them ;  in  Surinam,  our 
letter!  are  received  in  silence,  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  Hague  treats  Downing  Street 
in  the  same  way.  Indeed,  these  negotia- 
tions with  Spain  prove,  that  bo  long  as  Go- 
vernor O'Donnell  remains  it  Cuba,  all 
chance  of  a  fair  and  faithful  execution  of 
Treaties  is  hopeless.  At  the  present  mo- 
ment the  evil  is  undeniable ;  and  for  that 
very  reason  it  appears  that  General  O'Don- 
nell has  been  continued  at  Cuba,  and,  I 
believe,  is  likely  to  remain  there.  I  need 
not  trouble  the  House  to  go  further  to 
show  the  feebleness  in  remonstrance,  and 
the  want  of  vigour  that  has  been  displayed 
in  making  representations,  in  the  submis- 
sion to  the  unjust  decisions  of  the  French 
Gorenuaent,  and  the  apathetic  indifierence 
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to  tbcKe  great  matters  which  have  so  long 
engaged  the  attention,  and  excited  tliu 
wishes  uf  Parliament  and  the  ciiunlry. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  probablv 
tell  me,  "If  you  think  so  ill  of  the  Go', 
vernment,  if  you  consider  it  so  little  ir 
earnest  in  the  performance  of  its  duty,  why 
not  taLe  the  seoio  of  the  House  on  the 
subject?"  I  know.  Sir,  very  well  that 
the  Government  has  a  majority  of  100 
when  th«  House  is  full,  and  a  proportion- 
ate majority  when  the  House  is  le»  full. 
I  perfectly  well  knnv  if  i  were  to  propose 
a  Resolution,  that  it  would  be  negatived 
by  a  large  majority.  I  do  not  see  that  it 
ia  necessary  for  me  to  please  the  Govern- 
ment by  moving  a  Resolution  for  the  pur- 
poHe  of  its  being  negatived.  I  do  not,  Sir, 
address  these  matters  to  this  House.  I 
know  full  well  that  no  arguments  of  mine 
could  change  the  opinions  of  a  majority  of 
this  House  on  a  question  involving  the 
ctmduct  of  the  Government.  Sii,  I  ad~ 
dress  myself  to  the  people  of  this  country 
—1  now  address  myself  to  the  nation.  I 
am  quite  sure  that  the  feelings  of  this 
country  are  the  same  now  that  they  long 
have  been  on  this  subject  of  the  Slave 
Trade.  I  am  quite  sure  that  there  is  no 
abatement  in  tlieir  zeal,  no  diminution  in 
the  derires  of  the  people  to  put  it  down. 
I  would  beg,  if  it  were  not  so— I  would 
beg  of  the  people  of  this  country  to  consi- 
der the  lessons  that  history  teaches.  I  am 
quite  sure  that  if  you  look  to  the  actions 
and  fate  of  individual  men,  that  you  will 
sometimes  find  that  evil  does  not  meet 
.  wilh  its  appropriate  punishment  here.  It 
is,  however,  the  exception  :— 

"  lUii)  sniecedenlem  scelestum 
Deseruii  pede  pens  claudo." 

But,  though  there  may  be  exceptions  as  to 
this  rule,  and  in  another  state  of  being  in- 
dividuals are  made  accountable  for  their 
deeds  on  this  earth,  with  nations  it  b  dif- 
feient.  The  life  of  nations  is  mixed  up 
with  the  amngemenls  and  dispositions  of 
this  world ;  and  history  teaches  us  that  the 
crimes  of  nations  never  fail  to  meet  with 
their  appropriate  punishment.  The  super- 
ficial, when  they  read  of  the  worst  state 
of  a  nation — of  tyranny  within,  of  invasion 
from  without— dTmuKleni,  of  massacre,  of! 
the  devastation  of  towns,  of  the  deiCruction 
of  villages,  of  all  these  horrors  accumulated 
upon  each  other — may  ascribe  these  to  im- 
mediately preceding  circumstances;  and  in 
their  shallow  views,  may  seek  to  connect 
tben  as  cause  nod  effect;  but  the  more 


phibaophic  will  look  at  these  things  in  an- 
other aspect — will  trace  out  in  the  calani- 
I  ties  that  befall  a  nation,  the  punishment  uf 
I  its  former  oQ'ences,  and  the  just  visitation 
I  uf  its  former  crimes.  I  do  not  ask  of  thu 
I  people  of  this  country  to  suppose  that  it  is 
permitted  to  them  to  open  a  species  of 
debtor  and  creditor  account  on  these  mat- 
ters, for  ihe  good  ihey  have  done,  and  the 
evil  they  have  permitted ;  but  I  say  this, 
that  as  men,  they  have  duties  to  perform ; 
that  those  duties  do  not  consist  in  merely 
abstaining  from  evil,  hut  in  doing  as  much 
good  as  they  can;  and  that  from  those  who 
have  great  power,  and  are  possessed  of 
great  influence,  the  more  is  to  be  expected 
as  to  the  good  within  their  power  to 
achieve.  This  country  stands  in  a  pre- 
eminent position  ;  and  great,  therefore,  is 
its  rcaponsibility  on  this  subject.  This 
country  has  great  power  and  political  in- 
fluence for  the  accomplishment  of  this  great 
object.  We  not  only  possess  great  means, 
hut  we  are  invested  wilh  great  rights, 
which  we  have  acquired  by  Treaties ;  great 
rights,  which  we  are  bound  to  enforce  to 
put  an  end  to  this  monstcous  and  calami- 
tous traffic.  I  say,  that  the  people  of  this 
country  will  not  perform  the  duties  that 
belong  to  them  as  responsible  men,  if  they 
do  not  urge  upon  the  Government — if  urg- 
ing it  requires— and  if  they  do  not  encour- 
age the  Government— if  encouragement  be 
wanting — to  enforce  all  the  means  that  ex- 
ist, and  to  exert  all  the  legislative  powers 
and  influence  of  thb  country,  to  compel 
the  enforcement  of  those  rights ;  the  rights 
that  by  Treaty  have  been  acquired  fur  the 
purpose  of  extinguishing  this  diabolical 
crime.  The  Government  should  be  sup- 
ported heartily,  if  it  require  support,  and 
it  should  be  urged,  if  it  require  pressure, 
by  the  people  of  this  country,  to  take  those 
steps,  which  it  can  do  without  any  danger 
to  peace,  and  without  any  peril  of  failure, 
which  it  is  authorized  to  take,  and  has  the 
power  to  take,  and  it  is  its  duty  to  take, 
to  put  an  end  to  this  abominable  and  ac- 
cursed Slave  Trade. 

Sir  R.  Peel;  Sir,  towards  the  dose  of 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  gave  us 
J  the  very  unnecessary  information,  that  it 
'  was  not  bis  intention  to  propose  any  Reso- 
lution by  which  the  opinion  of  the  House 
!  would  be  taken  as  to  the  policy  of  the  laic 
j  Treaty  with  France  on  the  subject  of  the 
^  Slave  Trade.  Sir,  I  greatly  doubt  the 
.  soundness  of  the  policy  of  the  noble  Lord. 
I  If  he  has  a  strong  opinion  upon  the  sub- 
ject, I  think  be  ought  to  have  dJaregarded 
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the  piobatnllt*  of  hii  being  in  «  minority. 
It  ia  not  a  quettion  whether  the  Reaolution 
ii  to  give  me  a  triumph  or  not ;  but  I  think 
it  wag  a  more  oorrect  courae,  which  men 
who  have  stood  in  the  potitlon  of  the  noble 
Lord  have  taken,  who,  onlertaining  itrong 
feelings  on  a  quettion,  have  disr^rded 
the  probBbilitjr  of  their  being  in  a  mino- 
rity ;  but,  for  the  pur))09e  of  producing  an 
effect  upon  public  opinion,  they  have  re- 
corded their  opiniona,  and  liare  not  eon- 
tented  tbemaelveB  with  Motions  for  the 
names  of  witneuei,  or  the  eridence  taken 
in  a  case.  That  is  not  the  course  of  men 
who  have  strong  feelings  upon  a  subject ; 
and  B)  the  nobla  Lord  was  discourteous 
enough  to  inform  me,  in  the  rouree  of  his 
speech,  that  whatever  I  might  say,  he 
would  not  give  credit  to  it,  I  am  justified 
in  informing  the  noble  Lord  thai  1  do  not 
believe  the  reasons  he  has  given  for  not 
bringing  forward  hi*  Hesolution.  I  believe 
it  was  not  the  knowledge  of  the  small  mi' 
nority  that  deterred  the  noble  Lord — it  was 
because  he  knew  that  on  this  question 
man;  of  those  who  concur  with  him  in 
general  politics  would  be  sure  not  to  agree 
with  him  in  his  condemnation  of  the  Con- 
vention lately  signed  between  this  country 
and  France.  I  believe  it  will  be  found 
that  many  are  of  opinion  that  we  have 
made  no  compromise  of  the  honour,  no  ss- 
eriRet  of  the  interests  of  this  country  ;  that 
we  have  done  that  which  I  shall  attempt  to 
show,  if  our  object  is  to  suppress  the  Slave 
Trade,  will  be  a  better  instrument  fbr  the 
purpose  than  the  Convention  signed  by  the 
noUe  Lord.  I  shall  not  adopt  an  apolt^tic 
tone.  1  shall  not  say  that  in  the  circum- 
stances of  the  public  feeling  of  France,  wc 
were  obliged  to  lacririce  this  and  that  minor 
ptrint.  1  shall  demonstrate  that  the  Can- 
vcntion  which  has  been  recently  siened, 
presents  a  better  prospect  of'  cordial  co- 
operation of  the  second  great  maritime 
Power  in  Europe  with  us  in  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  Slave  Trade,  than  if  we  had 
refused  to  agree  to  this  Commission,  and 
reaied  on  the  Treaty  of  1834,  I  rest  my 
defence  of  this  Commission  not  on  the  def- 
erence that  was  due  to  the  excited  state  of 
public  feeling  in  Prance.  I  consider  it  a 
cause  of  coni^ratulation  that  we  have  sub- 
stituted an  efficient  instrument  for  one  that, 
in  the  present  state  of  feeling  in  France, 
never  could  have  been  made  cmi:ient  at  all. 
I  L-onaider  it  no  matter  of  apology  but  of 
congratulation,  that  we  have  now  a  Iwtter 
pru«|>ect  of  suppressing  this  udioUH  tmffic 
than  any  that  has  opened  upon  this  coun- 


try of  late  years.  Allow  me.  Sir,  bcCire  I 
come  to  that  which  is  really  the  asbject 
matt«r  of  contraveray  between  the  nobk 
Lord  and  myself— allow  me  t«  ttUe  a 
what  respect  I  agree  with  him.  I  agnt 
with  him,  in  thinking  that  it  would  be 
unfortunate  if  this  country  were  to  idai 
in  its  efforts  for  the  aupprMnon  of  tkc 
Slave  Trade.  It  would  be  difficult  to  cal- 
culate the  results  of  a  total  forimuwoce  ae 
the  part  of  this  country,  and,  of  cnarse,  ea 
the  part  of  every  other,  from  making  vig- 
orous efforts  for  the  supprenion  of  the 
Slave  Ttade  on  the  coast  of  Africa.  I 
believe  that  the  trade  vrould  be  inoraaied 
in  a  very  great  degree :  and  when  we  knk 
at  the  success  which  onr  former  eflbrts  have 
achieved,  we  ought  not  alone  to  look  at  the 
good  we  have  accomplished ;  but  we  ought 
to  bear  in  tnind  the  extent  of  the  evila  and 
the  calamities  we  have  prevented.  I  mi 
not  sure  if  1  concur  with  the  noble  LonI 
in  thinking  that  the  suppressioD  of  the 
Slave  Trade  would  lead  to  the  tupprenioa 
of  the  atatus  of  slavery.  1  agree  with  the 
noble  Lord  in  thinking  that  the  suppno- 
sion  of  the  Slave  Trade  would  have  ■  ma- 
terial etfect  on  the  amelioration  of  tk 
condition  of  the  slave.  If  we  could  imprai 
upon  the  mind  of  the  slavehold^n  the 
knowledge  that  they  would  not  have  the 
means  of  increasing  the  number  a(  thtir 
slaves  by  foreign  supply,  then,  not  bom 
humane  motives,  but  from  the  sordid  mo- 
tives by  which  slaveholders  are  actuated, 
ther  would  provide  better  treatment  m 
leoK  for  their  female  slaves,  and  poassUy 
an  amolioration  in  the  conditim  of  slaves 
in  general.  I  wish  to  remind  the  House, 
that  though  the  United  Statea  have  sup- 
pressed the  Slave  Trade,  yet  slavery  is  soil 
in  existence  in  that  country ;  and  I  do  not 
believe  that  the  extinction  of  the  state  of 
slavery  in  the  United  States  will  ever  oriae 
from  the  mere  supprestdon  of  the  Slave 
Trade.  It  may,  and  1  believe  must  in. 
crease  the  attention  of  slavehuldera  to  tbe 
breeding  of  slaves ;  but  the  mere  suppres- 
sion of  the  Slave  Trade  will  not  destiny 
slavery.  1  look  to  the  extinction  of  the 
BlaluB  of  slavery  in  the  United  Slates  with 
confidence,  from  tbe  contact  which  the 
slaves  are  brought  into  with  freedom,  in 
tiie  degree  of  ilfumination  M>d  knowledge 
which  they  must  thence  derive :  but,  abtrre 
all,  I  can  never  believe  that  our  example, 
and  ttie  condition  of  the  free  labourars  in 
the  ^V'cst  Indies,  which  must  become  known 
to  ihem  from  the  incroasing  inlorcourw 
which  is  sure  to  take  ptate  between  tbosa 
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two  parts  of  the  world,  our  Colonial  posMi- 
sioDs  and  the  United  States— I  can  aardly 
believe  that,  with  such  an  interconrte  ai 
this,  slavery  can  stand  aa  one  (jf  the  per- 
nuuieDt  iDititutioDi  of  the  United  Statei. 
1  r^ret  to  hear  the  tone  and  temper  with 
which  the  noble  Lord  apoke  of  Portugal. 
I  belieTe  that  Portugal  ii  now  sealoui  and 
cordial  in  co>operating  with  us  for  the 
Buppresdon  of  the  Slave  Trade.  The  mere 
otMervance  of  the  Treaties  might  be  all 
that  we  could  require ;  but  it  must  be  ob- 
viout  that  much  of  the  success  of  those 
Treaties  dependa  upun  the  cordiality  with 
which  they  arc  gone  into ;  and  from  the 
recent  experience  we  have  had  of  the  con- 
duct of  Pottngel,  I  think  it  is  scarcely  right 
of  the  noblo  Lord  to  say  diat  all  their  cor- 
diality is  owing  to  compulsion.  I  think 
that  by  the  removal  of  governors  who  were 
unfavourable  to  the  due  execution  of  the 
Treaty— by  the  prnnotion  of  naval  officers 
who  had  shown  a  desire  to  carry  out  the 
Treaty— Portugal  has  shown  a  desire 
cordially  and  freely  to  concur  with  us. 
I  trust  the  House  will  feel  that  the  position 
in  which  I  stand  in  replying  to  the  noble 
Lord,  without  having  bad  any  precise 
notice  of  the  olject  of  hia  Motbn,  is  one  of 
some  difficulty  ;  beeause  the  conretpondence 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  has  referred  was 
not  iminediately  eondueted  by  myself.  Of 
course  upon  all  material  pointa  connected 
with  the  Slave  Trade,  I  may  be  presumed 
to  be  informed;  but  the  noUe  Lord  has 
ranged  through  several  volumes  of  the 
correspondence,  going  from  one  year  to 
another,  which  makes  it  difficult  for  a  per- 
son who  did  not  himself  conduct  the  cor- 
respondence, to  answer  him  upon  every 
point.  The  noble  Lord  hait  referred  again 
—for  I  shall  dispose  of  these  matters  be- 
fore 1  come  to  the  main  point — the  noble 
Loid  has  referred  again  to  the  negroes  in 
Surinam.  The  noble  Lord,  with  his  usual 
complacency,  and,  perhaps,  with  a  juatifi' 
aUe  confidence  in  bis  own  opinion,  tna 
"  it  is  true  that  the  Queen's  Advocate  has 
given  a  legal  opinion,  but  I  will  venture  to 
say  that  Jt  is  wrong  in  point  of  law."  Now, 
without  wiiihii^  to  undervalue  the  legal 
skill  of  the  nobte  Lord,  it  is  clear  that  the 
Queen's  Advocate  is  the  person  whom  we 
ought  to  consult.  [Viscount  PalvKrtton  .■ 
The  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown.]  The 
noble  Lord  lays,  as  both  have  been  emu 
suited,  that  the  law  both  nf  the  Law  Offi- 
rers  and  of  the  Queen's  Advocate,  is  wronft. 
The  noble  Lord  must  excuse  me  if,  with 
all  due  deference  to  him,  I,  ui  a  general 


rule,  prefer  the  opinion  of  the  Queen's  Ad- 
vocate upon  qu&xtioni  of  international  taw 
to  that  of  the  noble  Lord.  I  etated  this 
ibe  other  night  when  the  subject  was  befoM 
mentioned  ;  and  1  added,  that  as  the  noble 
Lord  bad  slated  that  a  number  of  slaves 
in  Surinam  wero  entitled  to  their  freedom 
as  British  subjects,  I  was  determined  that 
no  opinion  of  the  Queen's  Advocate,  or  of 
any  other  officer  of  the  Crown,  should  pre- 
judice the  Government  as  lo  the  course 
they  would  ultimately  take;  but  I  would 
take  care  that  the  grounds  of  the  noble 
Lord's  opinion  sliould  be  well  conddered 
before  any  final  resolve  was  come  to; 
and,  if  oil  mature  consideration.  Her 
Majesty's  Government  saw  cause  to  believe 
■hat  an  erroneous  opinion  bad  been  given, 
1  was  determined  that  no  person  should 
continue  to  be  deprived  of  that  liberty  to 
which  he  was  entitled  for  the  sake  of  a  con- 
sistent adherence  to  such  opinion.  That 
promise  i  have  fulfilled,  and  I  h«ve  directed 
that  that  opinion  shall  be  reconsidered ;  for 
1  agree  that  the  liberty  of  man,  whether 
Uack  or  white,  is  far  too  serious  a  question 
to  be  made  dependent  upon  anything  like 
Ministerial  consistency ;  and  I  say  again, 
that  if  any  opinion  that  has  been  given  to 
the  Government,  and  upon  which  the  Go- 
vernment basacted,  disentitling  any  man  to 
that  liberty  which  he  is  entitM  to  claim  ; 
so  far  from  thinking  it  any  shame  to  retract 
that  opinion.  I  shall  be  proud  to  acknow- 
ledge the  error,  and  to  restore  the  man  so 
unjustly  detained  in  slavery  to  freedom. 
So  much  as  to  the  case  of  the  n^roea  of 
Surinam.  Then,  as  to  that  of  the  Imanra 
of  Muscat,  and  the  relations  of  France  with 
that  Potentate.  I  do  not  deny  the  right  of 
the  noble  Lord  to  introduce  this  subject, 
neither  do  I  lay  that  it  is  not  important. 
The  noble  Lord  said,  at  the  beginning  of 
his  speech,  that  a  Treaty  was  lately  entered 
into  between  France  and  the  Imaum  of 
Muscat,  which  enabled  France  to  take  the 
subjects  of  the  Imaum,  and  consign  tbem 
to  slavery  ;  and  he  charitably  supposes  that 
the  reason  why  France  has  not  extended 
the  operation  of  the  Convention  recently 
entered  into  with  England  to  the  eastern 
coast  of  Africa)  was  to  enable  her  to  carry 
on  this  traffic.  Of  course  it  is  free  to  the 
noble  Lord  to  speak  of  France  in  what 
terms  he  pleases ;  but  he  will  permit  me  to 
say,  that  I  do  tiol  think  it  conduces  to  the 
maintenance  of  amicable  relations  between 
this  country  and  France,  that  he  should 
seize  upon  every  opportunity  tu  speak  of 
that   country  in  such  disparaging  teimti;  ^ 
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and  in  making  (lie  statement  I  am  tiow 
alluding  to  )(,  would  have  been  no  more 
than  fair  if  the  noble  Lord  had  <iiiQti:J  the 
whole  of  the  document  on  which  he  kbvs  it 
is  founded.  The  noble  Lord  referred  to  a 
letter  written  by  the  Commissioner  at  the 
Capi  of  Good  Hope,  to  show  that  France 
had  made  a  Treaty  with  the  Imaum  of 
Muscat,  to  enable  ber  to  carry  away  the 
subjects  of  that  Potontate,  and  ploce  them 
in  a  state  of  slavery  in  the  island  of  Bour- 
bon.  [An  bon.  Member :  In  the  same 
stale  as  the  flill  Coolies.]  But  tbe  Hill 
Coolies  we  do  not  admit  to  be  in  a  state  of 
positive  slavery.  Great  care  is  taken  for 
their  protection,  and  unless  precautiima 
were  taken,  there  would  be  great  danger  of 
abuse.  But  what  is  the  statement  in  the 
letter  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has  referred  ? 
It  is  to  the  effect  that— 

"  They  had  learoed  that  slaves  were  brought 
10  the  island  of  Bourbon,  but  that  (here  were 
no  exports  of  slaves ;  but  they  bail  heard  of  a 
French  ship  of  war,  [he  connnaDder  of  which 
had  concluded  a  Treaty  wiUi  the  Imaum  of 
Muscat,  for  the  purpose  of  irausporliug  tbe 
subject*  of  the  Utter  ai  labourers  into  Bour- 

I  infer  the  noble  Lord  supposes  that  to 
mean  to  place  them  in  a  state  of  slavery. 
I  do  not  mean  to  say  that  full  inquiry 
ought  nut  to  be  made  whether  that  arrange- 
ment is  altogether  compatible  with  our 
Treaties  with  the  Imaum  of  Muscat ;  but  1 
think  it  was  only  proper  that  tbe  noble 
Lord  should  have  read  the  whole  of  it, 
wheo  he  quoted  it  to  show  that  France  was 
dooming  tbe  persons  so  transported  from 
the  territories  of  the  Imaum,  to  slavery. 
The  concluding  portion  of  the  extract 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  omitted  to  read 
was  this — I  do  not  mean  to  say  there 
might  not  be  more  opportunities  for  abuse 
in  this  airangement  than  in  that  under 
which  Hill  Coolies  are  imported  into 
Colonies,  nor  do  1  mean  to  say  that  the 
transaction  is  one  that  can  be  justified; 
but  what  I  say  is,  that  the  noble  Lord,  in 
making  the  charge,  should  have  read  the 
whole  of  the  document.     Tbe  letter  says- 

"  Unfortunately,  I  have  not  been  able 
procure  a  copy  of  tbe  instrument,  but  I  believe 
it  contains  llipulalions  which  take  away  all 
pretcDCe  for  supposing  that  it  invoives  any 
infraction  of  the  Treaty  entered  into  between 
England  and  the  Imaum  of  Muscat." 
The  noble  Lord  read  the  first  part  of  the 
letter,  but  he  altogether  overlooked  tbi 
jiassage  which  stated  that  there  were  con' 
ditioos  iDKited  which  took  away  all  pre* 
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My  informant  stales,  that  under  the  con- 
dition of  this  Treaty  il  is  probable  that  the 
Inion  of  the  labourers  so  hired  will  be  roa- 
illy  improved,  as  they  are  to  be  sent  back 
r  a  time  with  the  money  they  may  have 
led,  and  perhaps  with  the  knowledge  of 
e  trade,  and  wiib  habits  of  industry  and 
civilization  which  will  be  of  great  advaniage  to 
afterwards." 

QViscount  Palmcriton :  I  read  that,  and 
made  a  comment  on  it.]  I  beg  the  noble 
Lord's  pardon.  This  part  of  the  letter 
the  noble  Lord  did  not  advert  to,  but 
he  referred  to  the  letter  generally,  and 
accused  us  of  remissness,  because  we  hod 
not  iitsisted  on  the  observance  of  our 
Treaties  with  the  Imaum  of  Muscat.  I 
am  bound  to  aay  it  is  one  evil  —  com- 
pensated for  by  a  superior  amount  of 
good  no  doubt — but  it  b  one  evil  of  the 
position  in  which  we  stand  in  our  rdations 
with  other  countries  in  regard  to  the  sup- 
presuon  of  the  Slave  Trade,  that  it  is  con- 
tinually liable  to  involve  us  in  angry  cor- 
respondence with  those  countries.  The 
noble  Lord  says  we  have  shovo  lameness 
in  our  remonstrances.  This  is  one  of  them, 
and  as  a  specimen  of  that  tame  submiosimi 
to  Spain,  and  that  unwillingness  to  offend 
her  feelings,  which  the  noble  Lord  says 
characterizes  the  policy  of  the  pieacnt  Go- 
vernment. Lord  Aberdeen  writes  to  Mr. 
fiulwer,  the  British  Minister  at  Madrid) 
thus: — 

The  bribes  which  the  authorities  of  Cuba 
have  for  many  years  received  for  upholding 
the  Slave  Trade  of  that  island  have  been  well 
known,  and  have  been  pointed  out  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Spain,  and  they  have  been  often 
urged  to  put  a  slop  to  ibcse  iniquities,  Tlie 
precise  sum  given  for  each  slave,  the  officers 
among  whom  il  was  divided,  and  the  propor- 
tion in  which  it  was  shared,  were  notorious. 
The  Spanish  Government  have  not  been  able 
10  deny  those  facta,  although  they  have  as- 
serted that  it  bos  not  been  from  any  neglect 
of  duty  on  tbe  part  of  the  autliotiiies  that 
ihc  Slave  Trade  was  kept  up.  But  it  has  been 
proved,  that  when  (he  Government  of  ller 
Cailiolic  Majesty  appointed  a  person  of  bouout 
and  integriiy  (o  be  GoYernor  of  Cuba,  and  one 
nho  undertook  (he  high  fuuctioos  entrusted  (o 
him  with  other  views  than  those  of  enriching 
himself  and  his  associates  by  a  corrupt  con- 
nivance at  tbe  crimes  which  he  was  appointed 
to  repress,  that  trade  speedily  declined,  and 
indeed  had  almost  ceased  to  exist.  A  change, 
however,  was  made  In  (he  government  of  the 
island,  and  the  iniquitous  traffic  is  again  in 
full  vigour,  notoriouily  encouraged,  and  almost 
opDnly  defended,  by  the  man  to  whom  tier 
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Cftlholic  Majefty's  Governmcnl  have  conRded 
ihc  inlereslsand  honour  of  ihe  Colony,  and 
the  duty  of  waldiing  over  llie  rarlliful  dts- 
charge  of  an  engagement  sQlemTtlyenlered  inro 
by  the  Crown  of  Spain,  It  is  for  the  Spanish 
(lOvenimenL  vione  to  consider  what  maybe 
the  coD3e(]uences  of  a.  peneverancc  in  such 
conduct  on  ihepart  of  its  Colonial  authorilicR, 
so  far  ai  the  welfare  of  Ihe  Colony  is  concerned. 
Were  it  the  sole  object  of  Uer  Majesty's  Go. 
veToment  to  sec  the  liberation  of  the  slaies  in 
Cuba  accomptished,  no  mutter  by  what  means, 
or  at  what  cost  of  blond  and  social  order,  ihey 
could  hardly  wish  a  more  certain  course  to  be 
pursued  than  thai  which,  during  the  past  year, 
the  OovernmeDt  at  Madrid  hare  permitted, 
if  not  tanctioned,  in  those  officers.  It  is, 
however,  the  earnest  prayer  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  that  the  fearful  caiaslroplje  with 
which  Cuba  is  threatened  may  yet  be  averted. 
But  whatever  measures  with  this  view  the 
Spanish  Government  may  in  its  prudence 
adopt,  the  Aagranl  violations  of  the  Treaties 
with  Great  Britain  which  ate  almost  daily  per> 
petraied  in  Cuba,  and  the  equivocutiona  and 
false  statements  with  which  the  remonstrances 
of  Her  Majesty's  servants  have  been  met  by 
the  Representatives  of  the  Spanish  Crown, 
give  Uer  Majesty's  Government  the  right  to 
require  thai  effectual  means  shall  be  taken  to 
put  an  end  to  these  acts,  and  to  prove  that 
they  are  not  committed  under  the  authority  of 
Ihe  Government  at  Madrid.  It  is  the  con- 
viction of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  that  the 
honourable  observance  of  the  Treaty  of  1835 
is  impossible,  unless  the  penal  law  nrescribed 
by  it  shall  be  enacted  and  enforced,  and  un- 
less General  U'Donnell  shall  be  recalled  from 
the  Oovernmeot  of  Cuba." 
That  is  the  remoDstrance  we  maile  to  Spain 
in  regard  to  the  conduct  of  General 
O'Donnell.  Unfortunately,  it  often  un- 
avoidably happens  that  the  correspondence 
)aSd  before  Parliament  in  reference  to  the 
Slave  Trade  ia  iacuoiplcte.  It  IVeqiieatlf 
occura  that  the  countries  uitli  wliich  we 
are  in  cominunication  are  so  distant,  tliat 
t)ie  correspondence  upon  any  particu)at 
■uliject  is  not  concluded  at  the  end  of  the 
year,  when  the  Papers  are  made  up ;  and 
Kiuce  I  came  into  the  Housea  despatch  has 
been  handed  to  me,  vritten  io  1845,  on 
the  subject  to  which  the  noble  Lord  has 
spoken,  as  having  been  brought  in  ques- 
tion by  General  O'Donnell — the  right  of 
OUT  Consuls  to  make  representations  to  the 
Governor  of  Cuba — and  which  shows  that 
that  subject  lias  not  been  unattended  to 
hy  the  Government.  But  the  communi- 
cations made  in  IS45  are  not  included  in 
the  Papers  before  the  House,  which  reach 
<^nly  to  the  end  of  1 844 ;  and  those  Papers, 
taken  aioglr,  therefore,  give  but  an  im- 
perfen  view  of  Ihe  correspondeoce.     And 
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with  regard  to  the  case  of  the  slarcs  in 
Surinam  — that  of  the  Imauni  of  Muscat — 
and  with  regard,  also,  to  the  conduct  of 
General  O'Donnell,  and  his  charge  of  im- 
proper conduct  on  the  part  of  our  Consuls 
—I  repeat  that  I  have  only  a  general  knoiv- 
ledge  of  those  transactions;  and  if, in  the 
absence  of  the  whole  of  the  details,  I  do 
not  give  as  full  and  as  satisfactory  an 
answer  as  may  be  desired,  1  trust  the 
House  will  not  suppose  we  have  been  neg- 
lectful of  the  honour  or  the  interests  of 
the  country,  or  take  up  erroneous  opinions 
from  the  insufHciency  of  the  explanation  [ 
a  uooditinn  to  give.  1  now  proceed 
to  address  myself  to  what  I  understand  to 
be  the  main  subject  of  the  noble  Lord's 
Motion.  I  never  certainly  expected  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  persevere  in  calling 
for  any  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  House  upon  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty'? Government  in  regard  to  the  re- 
cent Convention  with  France;  but  I  did 
infer  from  the  noble  Lord's  notice,  that  he 
intended  to  bring  that  subject  under  the 
attention  of  the  House,  and  that  that  was 
the  main  object  of  his  Motion.  Now,  .Sir, 
in  the  first  place,  let  nie  say  again,  tliat  I 
hare  no  apology  to  offer  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  in  respect  Io  that  Con- 
vention, i  believe  that  Convention  is  a 
wise  and  prudent  measure,  and  tliat  it 
furnishes  yoti  with  a  more  efficacious  in- 
strument for  suppressing  the  Slave  Trade, 
through  the  kindly  co-operation  of 
France,  than  you  would  have  had  if  that 
Convention  bad  never  been  signed,  and 
your  Treaties  only  remained  in  force.  The 
noble  Lord  has  referred  in  strong  terms  to 
the  refusal  of  France  to  ratify  the  Treaty 
flf  1841  after  she  had  signed  it.  Is,  then, 
the  noble  Lord  of  opinion  that  that  refu- 
sal on  the  part  of  France  to  ratify,  after 
signing  the  Treaty,  was  a  cause  for  war  ? 
[Viscount  Palmerslon :  No.]  The  noble 
Lord  says  he  does  not  consider  it  a  suffici- 
ent cause  for  war ;  but  he  tells  us  that 
tamely  acquiesced  io  that  refusal  to 
ratify,  and  that  we  niaile  no  remonstrance 
to  the  French  Government  on  the  subject. 
Now  the  noble  Lord  must  excuse  me  for 
saying  that  his  statement  in  this  respect 
utterly  and  entirely  without  foundu- 
s.  I  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  that 
the  refusal  to  ratify  was  an  act  almost 
unprecedented  ;  and  an  act  calculated  to 
establish  a  bad  precedent  for  the  future. 
I  admit,  it  was  an  act  against  ivhich  we 
perfect  right  to  remonstrate  ;  but  I 
agree  with  the  nobl«  LonI  that  it  was  n 
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ft  cause  for  war.  The  question  then  is, 
did  we  protest  against  that  act,  and  did 
we  remoDstnite  with  the  Gorarninetit  of 
Fraoce  on  the  subject?  The  noble  Lord 
challengeij  me  to  an  inquiry,  as  tu  what 
was  the  cause  of  the  refusal  of  the  Execu- 
ti»e  Government  of  France  to  raiify.  He 
says  the  clamour  in  the  French  Chamber 
against  the  ratification  was  a  purely  fac- 
titious one;  and  again,  though  the  popu* 
lar  assembly  of  France  in  three  successive 
years— in  1842,  in  1843,  andagain  in  the 
year  1844 — coincided  by  a  unnniinous  vote 
in  their  objection  to  ratify,  and  required 
that  efforts  should  be  made  by  the  Go- 
vernment to  modify  the  existing  Conven- 
tion as  to  the  Ki};ht  of  Search,  the  noble 
Lord  Slates  that  this  expression  of  opinion 
on  the  part  of  the  Chamber,  was  nothing 
more  than  the  clamour  of  the  sluve 
traders,  who  were  anxious  still  to  be  able 
to  carry  on  the  Slave  Trade.  I  hare  beard 
the  noble  Lord  say  that  the  Slave  Trade 
was  extinguished  in  France — that  the 
subjects  of  France  do  not  now  carry  it  on. 
I  believe  that  in  the  fact ;  and  I  <ln  think 
the  noble  Lord  is  doing  great  injustice  to 
the  feelings  of  that  country-^ erroneous 
and  unfounded  as  I  believe  that  feeling  to 
have  been— when  he  States  that  the  only 
and  the  sole  ground  of  their  objection,  on 
the  part  of  the  French  Chamber,  to  the 
Right  of  Search,  and  the  Treaty  of  1841, 
repeated,  as  it  hail  been,  during  three  suc- 
cessive years,  was  founded  on  a  desire  to 
carry  on  this  infamous  traffic.  I  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  in  thinking  that  the 
feelins  of  France  against  the  Right  of 
Search  was  unfounded  ;  but  I  do  not  con- 
cur with  him  as  to  the  source  from  vrbich 
that  feeling  arose.  I  believe  it  arose  ra- 
ther out  of  the  irritated  state  of  the  public 
mind,  occasioned  by  the  events  in  Syria, 
than  out  of  atiy  desire  to  carry  on  the 
Slave  Trade.  The  noble  Lord  says,  that 
in  1841  1  showed  a  disposition  to  support 
the  then  Ooreninient  in  its  Syrian  policy  ; 
and  the  noble  Lord  has  aUo  referred  to 
the  cordial  aid  1  gave  him  in  carrying 
through  his  measures  for  suppressing'  the 
Slave  Trade.  The  noble  Lord  only  does 
us  justice.  I  Tvas  not  disposed  In  1842  to 
inquire  too  minutely  as  to  how  the  state  of 
things,  which  it  was  the  object  of  the 
noble  Lord  to  meet,  had  arisen ;  but  having 
aided  him,  as  he  says,  in  bis  measures  for 
removing  the  difficulties  that  had  occurred, 
I  think  it  is  scarcely  fair  for  the  noble 
Lord  now  to  turn  round  and  make  that 
mpport  a  matter  of  charge  against  me. 


will  not,  as  I  said,  inquire  how  that  feel- 
ing in  the  public  mind  in  France,  which 
led  to  the  non- ratification  of  the  Treaty  of 
1841  uoae— not  that  I  want  to  insinuate 
any  blame  to  the  nobleLord — but  wa  found 
that  such  a  feeling  did  pervade  the  public 
mind,  and  was  expressed  on  the  part  of  the 
popular  assembly  of  that  coUDtrr,  and 
that  the  Executive  Government  of  i^raBce 
acting,  as  we  believed,  honestly  and  with 
good  faith  towards  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, did  experience  a  difficulty  on  ac- 
count of  that  popular  feeling  in  ratify- 
ing that  Treaty.  I  believe  it  was  the  de- 
sire of  the  French  Government  honestly 
and  fairly  to  ratify  it,  if  they  could  have 
done  so.  It  would  have  been  inconsisteBt 
with  their  dignity,  and  with  their  position, 
to  have  sought  means  to  evade  the  ratifi- 
cation of  that  Treaty,  I  believe  the  cause 
the  French  Government  assigned  vas  the 
real  and  honest  one  ;  and  in  a.  country 
where  the  Executive  Government  isnecea- 
sarily  controlled  by  the  acta  and  opiniMis 
of  thepopularassemblyand  popular  opinion, 
they  }iad  not  the  poner  of  performing 
that  which  I  think  they  should  have  per- 
formed. The  question  would  have  been 
altered  if,  having  signed  the  Treaty,  Ihej 
had  sought  the  means  of  escaping  1^  sub- 
lerfnge  its  ratification.  The  qneMuro  liar 
us  to  cnnsider  «aa,  was  the  reason  giran 
by  the  French  Government  for  the  non- 
ratification  an  honest  one?  I  believe  it 
^as;  and  though  we  did  right  to  remon- 
strate if  it  bad  been  a  case  in  which  a  re- 
course to  hostilities  would  have  been  justi- 
fiable, it  still  would  have  been  an  element 
in  our  consideration  whether  the  Eiecu- 
tive  Government  of  France  was  acLiiig 
honestly  towards  this  couolrv,  or  merely 
Bsaigning  a  pretence  for  not  ratiljing, 
after  having  signed,  the  Treaty,  in  their 
refusal  after  the  debate  in  the  French 
Chamber.  After  the  signature  of  tha 
Treaty,  M.  Guixot  proposed  that  tlie  pro. 
tocols  should  be  left  open,  and  that  sotne 
modification  should  be  admitted.  To  this 
we  gave  a  positive  refusal.  The  uoUe 
Lord  said  we  tamely  acquiesced,  and 
offered  no  rrmnnstrance.  I  cannnt  think 
that  any  tameness  was  evinced,  nor  could 
we  have  stated  our  objections  in  strooger 
terms  and  plainer  terms  than  we  used. 
Lord  Aberdeen,  writing  to  Lord  Cowley 
at  Paris,  on  the  12th  of  February,  1843, 
speaking  of  the  non-ratification  of  the 
Treaty  by  France,  says: — 

"  The  consequence  of  the  deeiMoo  of  the 
French  Oovsmmtnt,  if  it  should  be  final,  ap- 
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p«ai(d  to  Iter  Majeity'g  GoTemiiient  to  ba 

pregnanl  with  miichief,  and  more  injurious  to 

ilie  exercise  uf  Ihe  Aoyal  prerogative  in  Fiance 

than  an]>thing  that  had  occurred  of  lale  yi 

it   would   shake   Ihe   confidence  of  Foreign 

Slatei  in  the  engage  men  li  or  the  French  Go- 

vernnent;  and    the   incoaiiitency 

moM  tlriking  iaumuch  ea  the  Cabinet  of  tha 

Tuileries  bad  joiaed  in  the  invitoiic 

iliree  other  Power*  to  become  parli 

Treaty." 

ir  IhB  noble  Lord  had  penned  (hat  re- 
■noDitrance,  could  he  have  coromunicaied 
it  in  more  emphatic,  and  at   the  lame 
lima  in  more  dignified  language ' 
He  ihould  have  been  justified 
hoalile  pioceedings,  all    threat!   and    all 
menacea  were  out  of  ihe  queition.     We 
■lated  that  we  would  not  be  partiei  lo  the 
transaclion,  that  we  would  not  acqui 
in  it,  that  we  thought  it  dangerous, 
we  renionslraled  against  it;    but  if   we 
did  not  resort  lo  hoaiilitie*  any  menace 
wotild  have  been  unseeinlj  and  improper. 
Lord  Aberdeen  went  on  lo  say — 

"  The  proposed  alteralions  in  Iheroselies 
were  confessedly  of  little  value — " 
For  Ihere  had  been  slight  concessions 
propoied  with  the  view  or  conciliating 
public  feeling  in  Trance,  and,  by  means 
oflhia  conciliation,  obtaining  (he  ratifica- 
tion of  the  Treaty. 

"Tha  propoRed  alieraiioai  in  thennelvec 
were  confessedly  of  lillle  value;  bui 
came  of  weighl  irora  iheir  origin  and  from  ilie 
motives  which  led  to  '.heni :  what  M.  Gi 
called  national  susceptibihiies  as  to  calumny 
and  injustice,  and  which  we  called  unfounded 
imputaiions." 

Could  we  have  said  more  ?  Was  there 
any  lameneii  in  this?  It  waa  possible 
thai  we  might  have  obtained  the  ratifica. 
lion  of  the  Treaty  by  a  sacrifice  of  some- 
ihing  to  the  wonnded  honour  of  France  ; 
but  we  aaid  that  "  We  will  make  no  aoch 
concession,  we  feci  that  our  caaie  is  a 
just  one,  and  we  rcTuse  to  make  the  con- 
cession."    Lord  Aberdeen  said— 


"After  the  enmioations  which  were  made 
in  such  an  assembly  «s  the  Chamber  of  Depu- 
ties of  an  interested  disposition  in  the  course 
we  proposed,  if  there  were  only  a  luipicion 
entertained,  it  was  ioipotJtible  they  could  long 
be  continued  ;  and  if  tliey  were  the  conse- 
qoenea  of  a  hoiiile  feeling,  it  could  not  be 
mitigated  by  concession.  At  all  events,  we 
could  not  puichaie  the  ratification  by  these 
apparent  concesiions." 

Now,  1  appeal  to  the  noble  Lord  himself 
whether,  upon  the  refuia)  of  ibe  French  i 


Gorernment  to  ratify  the  Treaty,  the 
grounds  on  which  he  stated  that  we  ab- 
stained from  all  remonstrance  have  not 
been  completely  demolished.  The  French 
Oovernment,  however,  refused  to  ratify 
that  Treaty  ;  France  would  not  be  a  party 
to  the  Treat;  of  1841,  which  she  herself 
had  signed.  The  three  other  Poivera 
which  signed  that  Treaty  did  ratify  it ; 
and  the  Treaty  was  still  bindtag  on  the 
four  Powera  who  were  parties  to  it.  The 
refusal  of  France  to  ratify  that  Treaty  left 
the  relations  between  this  country  and 
Francet  so  far  as  Slave  Trade  Conveniions 
were  concerned,  dependent  upon  two  Con- 
venlioiw  —  the  Convention  of  tha  year 
1R3I,  and  the  Convention  of  the  year 
1833.  1  need  not,  for  the  present  pur- 
pose, allude  more  particularly  to  the  Con- 
vention of  1833;  it  was  supplementary 
lo  the  Treaty  of  1831^  ihere  were  im- 
portant provisions  in  the  Convention  of 
1833,  calculated  to  facilitate  the  execu. 
tioii  of  (he  former  Treaty  ;  but  it  did  not 
increase  the  power  within  the  zones  in 
which  the  former  Treaty  could  ba  exer- 
cised. The  Treaty  of  1831  gave  a  Right 
of  Search,  which  we  have  been  enabled  lo 
se, which  we  arenow  able  to  exercise, 
hich  we  ahall  be  able  to  exercise  till 
tha  recent  Convention  shall  come  into 
force.  I  appeal,  however,  to  the  Honie 
most  strongly,  and  I  shall  be  able  to  de- 
monstLiie,  that  the  provisions  of  the  recent 
Convention  will  prove  more  efficacious 
for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
ihsn  a  mere  adherence  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Convention  of  the  year  1831.  1 
presume  !t  will  be  admitted  that  the  Right 
of  Search  is  not  for  itself,  and  per  te,  a 
good  to  this  country.  I  presume  it  will 
be  admitted  that  the  value  of  tha  Right 
of  Search  depends  upon  its  efficacy  in 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade.  We 
do  not  ask  for  Ibis  right  as  a  proof  of  our 
me  supremacy — we  do  not  a  k  for 
this  right  as  conferring  any  advantage  on 
Colonies— we  do  not  ask  for  it  aa 
giving  ui  aoy  triumph  over  France.  The 
only  efiicacy  in  the  institution  it  its  power 
suppreuing  the  Stave  Trade.  If  we 
adhere  to  the  Right  of  Search,  il  will 
not  ba  denied  that  its  exercise  is  calcu- 
lated to  provoke  irritated  feelings;  and, 
if  we  can  aubalitute  some  other  measure 
which  is,  at  least,  as  effectual,  is  there  a 
in  this  couolry  who  would  rigidly 
insist  on  maintaining  this  Right  of  Seaicb, 
and  raftiie  an  equtfalcnt?    What,  then:  |(^ 
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n  the  Convention  of  the  vpar  1831  ?  The 
Convention  of  the  \<:ar  1S31  estnblUhed 
a  reciprocal  Riglil  of  SeaFch  between  this 
country  and  France  ;  but  it  was  not  an 
unlvereal  Right  of  Search  ;  it  wai  limited, 
on  the  west  coast  of  Africa,  to  that  pari 
of  the  coast  which  extendi  from  Ci 
Verd,  being,  I  believe, 
degree  of  north  latitudi 
gree  of  south  latitude  ;  but  that  part  of 
the  coast  was  not  the  whole  of  the  west 
coast  from  nhirh  the  Slave  Trade  was 
carried  on.  The  Slave  Tiade  with  the 
Brazils  is  carried  on  several  degrees  to 
the  south  of  the  lOlh  degree.  The  Right 
of  Search,  then,  was  imperfect  in  this 
respect,  that  it  was  not  a  reciprocal 
Rii;ht  of  Search  along  the  whole  west 
coast  of  Africa,  which  is  the  leal  of  the 
Slave  Trade.  The  Convention  of  IR3I 
gave  no  Right  of  Search  on  the  east  coast 
of  Africa.  The  Convention  of  1S31  did 
not  enable  the  British  cruisers  to  interfere 
in  the  slightest  degree  with  the  tranship- 
ment of  alnvei  froi 

Imaum  of  Muscat.  So  far  as  the  east 
const  of  Africa  ii  concerned,  there  was 
no  Right  of  Search.  I  will  state  fully 
what  the  right  was.  The  right  extended 
for  twenty  degree*  round  the  Island  of 
Madagascar,  and  it  did  extend  nisn  to  cer- 
tain districts  on  the  coasts  of  Cuba,  of 
Potto  Rico,  and  of  the  Braiils.  Did  it, 
however,  stipulate  that  the  French  should 
be  bound  to  keep  a  certain  number  of 
vessels  on  the  coast?  No  such  thing. 
Warrants  aalhorizing  the  Right  of  Search 
were  to  be  issued  by  each  country  to  the 
vessels  of  theoiher ;  but  this  country  wai 
not  allowed  to  have  more  than  double  the 
number  of  warrants  for  French  vessels. 
Now,  suppose  France  should  decline  lo 
apply  for  more  than  four  warrants,  un- 
doubtedly  this  would  be  an  evasion  of  the 
Treaty,  unless  there  were  strong  grounds ; 
but  the  Treaty  was  defective  in  that  re- 
spect, because  it  limited  the  number  of  our 
own  vessels  to  double  those  which  France 
might  ihink  fit  to  keep  for  this  purpose. 
The  Treaty,  therefore,  placed  the  exercise 
of  the  powers  under  it  entirely  m  the 
hands  of  France.  It  left  France  to  de- 
termine the  number  of  vessels  which  she 
would  keep  on  the  coast,  and  ti  precluded 
us  from  having  more  than  double  the 
number.  Observe  also,  that  the  warrants 
are  to  be  annually  renewable.  So  that 
the  right  was  given  every  year  to  France 
to  fix,  at  her  discretion,  the  number  of 
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between  the  noble  Lord  and  the 
French  Government,  at  the  period  when 
the  Treaty  was  made.  The  noitle  Lord,  in 
the  year  1831,  asked  the  French  Govern- 
ment to  consent  to  an  unlimited  Right  of 
D  about  the  15ih  '  Search.  The  French  Government  poii- 
to  the  lOih  de-  lively  refused  to  accede  to  stich  a  propo- 
sition. These  were  the  reasons  asserted 
by  the  French  Ministry  for  that  refusal. 
The  noble  Lord  proposed  to  the  Frertcb 
Government  to  concede  to  this  country 
the  exercise  of  a  Right  of  Search,  which 
was  to  be  reciprocal  to  both  countries. 
On  the  7ih  of  April,  1831,  Count  Sebu- 
liani,  in  answering  the  proposal  conveyed 
by  Lord  Granville  said— 

"  The  French  (iovernnient  had  already  re- 
peatedly declared  its  rcatoDS  for  refusing  ac- 
quicsceace  in  thi;  proposal,  and  Ihese  reauHti 
had  lost  none  of  their  wei^it  or  iinportaDce. 
The  exercise  of  a  Right  of  Search  in  ihe  time 
of  pesce  was  essealjallj  contrary  lo  iti«  pria- 
territories  of  the  j  c'pleof ";«  P'ench  law,  and  it  would  wo»od 
'  public  opmion  m  France  on  a  ground  on  which 
It  was  very  sensitive." 

The  noble  Lord  then  directed  Lord  Gran- 
ville to  furnish  the  French  Goremment 
ivith  proofs  of  the  great  atrocities  and  cni- 
elties  with  which  the  Slave  Trade  was  car. 
ried  on  ;  and  the  French  Goremment  was 
invited  to  acquiesce  in  a  qualified  Right  nf 
Search.  The  French  Government  had,  in 
that  very  year  passed  a  law,  authorizing 
the  infliction  of  a  puniahmeot,  and  a  rery 
severe  punishment,  on  all  French  subjects 
who  should  be  concerned  in  the  Slave 
Trade.  It  was  admitted  by  Lord  Granville 
and  b)-  the  noble  Lord,  that  so  far  as 
French  subjects  were  concerned,  that  law 
would  be  effectual,  and  I  believe  it  has 
been  found  eiFectual.    The  terms  In  which 


"  His  Majesty's  Govemment  are  of  opinion 
that  a  modified  proposition  on  this  subject 
might  be  made,  which  would  sufficiently 
accomplish  the  object  iu  view,  without  con- 
fliclioe  too  much  with  the  prejudices  «f  ibe 
French  naval  service." 


"  You  will  therefore  propoie  thai  iastaad  of 
establishing  a  general  aud  permanent  Rigbt 
of  lleciprocal  Search,  that  each  Govemmeal 
shall  furniih  lo  the  cruisers  of  the  other  em- 
ployed upon  the  African  slatinn,  documents  or 
InMruction*  empowering  them  to  search  vei- 
sel«,  not   being   ships  of  war,  within  certain 
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degrMS  of  latitude  and  longiladi 
cnnients  might  ba  limited  ts  to  auraiion  in 
time  and  eiiension  of  space.  Thej  might  ba 
giren  for  three  yean,  subject  to  jrenewal  at  the 
end  of  that  lime,  or  revocalian  duriog  that 

SEiiod,  ihould  any  abuts  be  found  to  leaolt 
om  ibein.  It  appears  to  His  Majestjr's  &>> 
Teniment  that  this  partial  and  temporarr  ex- 
perimeoi,  vrhich  would  slill  leave  the  question 
of  Bight  of  Search  at  all  limes  under  the  coo- 
trol  of  Ihe  two  GoTerumeutf,  nould  prove 
extremely  uieful,  and  would  either  remove 
objectioDB  to  a  permaneot  arrangemeat,  or 
tender  it  unnecessary.'' 

lostead  of  three  yeaiB*  duration  fiir  the 
warrants  as  propa«ed,  their  duration  was 
limited  to  one  year,  thus  gmag  to  the 
French  GoTerniDeDt  aanually  a  discretion 
with  respect  to  the  issue  of  these  warrant* ; 
and  also  ■  power  of  limiting  the  number  of 
cruisers  employed  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment, by  Jiraiting  the  niimbei:  of  cruisers 
which  they  (the  French  Gorernment)  em- 
ployed. That  letter  was  dated  the  7th 
April,  I63I,  and  on  the  30th  of  Anril,  the 
Convention  was  signed,  the  perioa  of  one 
year  being  subatituted  for  three  years. 
The  noble  Lord  did,  at  the  same  time, 
make  another  and  very  important  proposi- 
tion to  the  French  Government.  The  noble 
Lord  now  finds  it  convenient  to  depreciate 
the  efficacy  of  the  French  squadron  on  the 
coast  of  Africa;  but  the  noble  Lord  then 
urged  on  the  French  Government,  if  they 
would  not  consent  to  a  general  Right  of 
Search,  that  they  should  send  craiiers  to 
the  coast  of  Africa  to  co-operate  with  us; 
and  these  are  the  terms  in  which  he  then 
spoke  oF  the  probable  efRcaey  of  that  in- 
strument in  suppressing  the  Slave  Trade. 
The  noble  Lord  said — 

"  If  the  objections  to  the  Right  of  Search 
should,  unfortunately,  prove  iosurmoun table, 
that  then  the  French  Government  should  be 
pressed  stronglr  for  some  French  ahips  of  war 
being  sent,  without  loss  of  time  to  the  coast  of 
Africa,  to  enforce  the  laws  on  all  vessels  bear- 
ing the  French  flag.  To  this  proposition  His 
Majesty's  Government  could  not  aoticipale  any 
objection ;  with  audi  a  squadron  His  Majesty's 
ships  would  be  ordered  cordially  toco-operate ; 
■Dd  that  there  was  no  reason  to  doubt  that  the 
united  efforts  of  France  and  England,  so 
exerted,  would  accomplish  the  object  to  which 
Ibe  two  countries  had  mutually  bound  them- 
selves by  solemn  engagementa." 

Thus  the  noble  Lord  told  the  French  Go- 
vernment that  the  Convention  of  1831  was 
a  partial  and  temporary  experiment;  and  he 
also  told  them,  that  if  the  French  Govern- 
ment sent  to  the  const  of  Africaa  sulhctcnt 
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quantitT  of  cruisers  with  which  our  cruis- 
ers might  co-operate,  there  was  little  doubt 
that,  by  the  means  of  their  joint  efforts,  the 
two  countries  might  be  enabled  to  attain 
the  object  they  had  in  view.  It  was  such 
a  Convention,  with  such  an  explanation  of 
motives,  that  we  should  have  been  left 
with  in  case  no  new  Convention  bad  been 
,  formed  ;  and  I  now  proceed  to  contrast  the 
advanla^  ne  have,  under  the  present 
Convention,  with  those  we  possessed  under 
the  fonner  Convention.  1  admit  to  the 
noble  Lord  that  we  have  relinquished, 
when  this  new  Treaty  comes  into  force,  the 
Right  of  Search.  For  what  was  the  Right 
of  Search  efficacious?  Was  it  efficacious 
for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  car- 
ried on  by  French  ships?  I  assert  that  the 
Slave  Trade  on  the  west  coast  of  Africa, 
carried  on  by  French  ships,  is  at  an  end. 
It  can  be  truly  asserted,  I  believe,  that 
French  subjects  do  nut  carry  on  the  Slave 
Trade  in  French  shi^.  If  they  do,  I  admit 
that  under  this  new  Treaty  neloaea  power 
which  we  had  under  the  Convention  of 
1831;  but  one  of  tbereasonsfor  adopting  this 
new  Convention  is,  that  the  Slave  Trade  car- 
ried on  by  the  subjects  of  France,  in  French 
ships,  is  atan  end.  I  make  that  assertion  on 
these  grounds: — According  to  returns  of 
vessels  condemned  for  carrying  on  the 
Slave  Trade,  furnished  by  a  gentleman 
with  whose  name  nnd  abilities  the  noble 
Lord  is  acquainii.d  (Mr.  Rolhery),  the 
number  of  ^l;>^Ii  condemned  since  the 
year  1819,  uiuounts  to  no  less  than  G,S98; 
and  of  these  there  are  only  thirteen  which 
were  French  vessels,  belonging  to  French 
subjects,  carrying  on  the  Slave  Trade.  Of 
these  thirteen  cases,  eleven  took  place  be- 
tween 1819  and  1831.  Since  the  latter 
period,  only  two  cases  fell  within  the  cog- 
nizance of  Mr.  Rothcry,  of  French  vessels 
carrying  on  the  Slave  Trade,  and  which, 
under  the  Right  of  Search,  we  should  have 
been  enabled  to  visit  and  capture.  They 
were  called  respectively  the  Senegitmbta 
and  the  Marie  Anne.  The  Slave  Trade 
carried  on  by  the  French  upon  the  west 
coast  of  Africa,  then,  I  contend,  is  at  an 
end ;  and  I  believe  that,  in  speaUng  of  Ihe 
Portuguese  Treaty  in  1S39,  the  noble 
Lordhimself  admitted  as  much.  I  may  add 
that  Mr.  Sturge,  who  recently  visited  the 
French  Colony  of  Martinique,  states  that 
no  slaves  had  been  imported  there  since  the 
accession  of  His  Majesty  the  present  King 
of  the  French.  I  now  come  to  the  abuse 
of  the  French  flag;  and  I  admit  that,  hav- 
ing abolished  the  Riglit  of  Search,  we  ought 
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to  ba  ctntious,  in  order  that  the  Frracb 
flog  may  not  be  abused  hj  being  ammied 
by  the  Teneli  of  other  nation!  carrying  on 
the  SUre  Trade.  What  are  the  precan- 
tions  we  hare  got  egunit  thi*  abuie  P  Let 
ui  compare  the  Conrention  of  1845  with 
the  Convention  of  1631.  Aa  I  laid  before, 
the  Conrcntion  of  1831  was  limited  to  a 
portion  only  of  the  weit  coait  of  Africa, 
where  the  Slave  Trade  ii  carried  on.  In 
operation  extended  only  from  Cape  Vent 
to  the  lOth  degree  of  south  latitude  ; 
whereat  the  preeent  Convention  inclndei 
the  whole  of  the  wett  coast  of  Africa,  from 
Cape  Verd  to  the  ]6f  degree  of  wuth  lati- 
tude. This  includes  the  whole  of  the  ooait 
where  the  Slave  Trade  ia  carried  on  j  for 
between  the  16th  or  17th  degree  of  south 
latitude  and  the  Cape  of  Good  Hope,  there 
is  no  opportunity  of  carrying  on  that  trade. 
Consequently,  there  are  subject  to  the  ope- 
ration of  this  new  Convention,  GJ  degrees 
of  the  west  coast  of  Africa  more  than  were 
subject  to  the  operation  of  the  Convention 
of  1831.  What  is  our  protection  as  to  the 
abuse  of  the  French  flag  by  other  parties  f 
Have  wc  conceded  that  right  which  we 
claim  of  viut,  for  the  purpose  of  ascertain- 
ing whether  or  not  vessds  really  have  the 
national  character  which  they  aseume  ? 
In  this  new  Convention  we  have  it  ad- 
mitted distinctly  by  the  Government  of 
France,  that  that  right  which  the  American 
Government  was  disposed  to  question,  ia  a 
right  sanctioned  by  the  maritime  law  of 
nations.  The  instructions  we  have  given 
to  our  cruisers  convey  distinct  authority  to 
exercise  that  Right  of  Visit ;  and  these  in- 
structions are  embodied  in  this  Convention. 
They  are  referred  to  in  the  Eighth  Article, 
and  form  an  essential  part  in  the  theory  of 
the  whole  agreement.  There  is,  therefore, 
an  admisnon  on  the  part  of  the  French 
that  the  cruisers  of  this  country,  teeing  a 
ship  under  French  colours,  under  suspicious 
circumttances,  have  a  right,  unaffected  by 
the  Convention,  of  ascertaining  tho  na- 
tional character  of  that  vessel— -^Viscount 
PalmerrloH  ;  There  is  nothing  new  in  that 
—we  hud  that  tight  already.]  We  have 
thus  the  means  of  preventing  any  abuse  of 
the  French  flog.  Then  let  us  look  to  the 
instructions  given  to  the  French  cruisers. 
The  French  law  of  piracy  is  even  a  stricter 
one  than  out  own.  The  noble  Lord  spolte 
of  vessels  carrying  double  sets  of  papers — 
double  commissions  from  difierent  Powers — 
[Sir  C.  Napier:  Quite  s  common  prac- 
tice.] The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
says  it  is  quite  a  common  practice.     Well, 


by  the  Frendi  law,  it  ia  a  piracy.  The  no- 
Ue  Lord  hat  spoken  of  a  tus|nciout  thip, 
not  being  a  French  vessel,  but  carryii^ 
French  colours ;  our  Bi^t  of  Visit,  in  suw 
a  case,  is  admitted  by  I^nce.  It  ia  a  right 
that  we  have  long  claimed,  but  which  is 
only  now  formally  admitted  ;  and  the  noble 
Lord  IcDOWB  well  that  to  claim  is  one  thing, 
and  to  have  admitted  is  quite  another. 
What  are  the  French  instructions  given  to 
the  French  officers?  They  are  similar  to 
those  (|iven  to  the  British  officers.  They 
authonxe  French  officers,  seeing  a  vessel 
bearing  a  flag  under  suspicious  circnm- 
atancei,  to  boud  it,  and  ascertain  its  na- 
tional character.  But  the  French  instruc- 
tions go  further,  and  declare  that  peraoni 
eugaged  in  the  Slave  Trade  are,  generally 
speaking,  persons  who  commit  an  act  of 
piracy:  they  state  that  by  the  French  law, 
it  it  piracy  for  personi  to  commit  depreda- 
tions from  armed  vessels,  to  have  double 
sets  of  papers,  &c.  The  French  instruc- 
tions, therefore,  authorize  the  French  offi- 
cers to  apply  their  law  of  piracy  to  the 
act  of  slavers.  We  are  to  have,  under  this 
new  Convention,  a  joint  force  belonfpng  to 
the  two  nations,  amounting  to  not  less  than 
fifty-two  vessels,  and  they  are  to  act  in 
acrardance  with  auch  instructions  at  I  have 
explained.  I  quite  admit  that  the  French 
cruisers  will  nut  have  the  same  power  as 
the  BritiA  cniitert,  as  they  have  not  the 
Right  of  Search  with  the  coontriei  chiefly 
carrying  on  the  Slave  Trade — Brazil  and 
Spain.  Still  the  French  cruisers  had  before 
no  Bi^l  of  Search  over  Biaiilian,  Spanish, 
or  Portuguese  vessels,  end  therefore  tlicy 
now  stand,  in  this  tetpect,  in  no  worse 
situation  than  heretofore ;  hut  at  far  as  the 
abuse  of  the  French  flag  is  concerned,  will 
not  the  assistance  of  twenty-siic  French 
cruisers,  co-operating  with  us,  pioride  an 
effectual  precaution  against  the  assumption 
of  the  French  flag  by  the  slavers  of  other 
countries?  The  noble  Lord  says  that  he 
cordially  approves  of  those  parts  of  the  new 
Convention  which  propose  that  Treaties 
should  be  entered  into  between  the  com- 
manders of  the  squadrons  with  the  native 
princea,  in  order  to  enable  them  to  destroy 
the  baracoons,  and  to  prevent  the  carrying 
on,  upon  shore,  of  the  Slave  Trade.  When 
these  Treaties  shall  have  been  formed,  the 
French  cruisers  will  be  enabled  to  give 
most  material  aid  to  our  cruisers  in  carry- 
ing them  into  effect.  Is  it  not  a  fact,  «ith 
respect  to  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  that  the  whole  burden  and  expense 
has  fallen  on  this  country  ?     And  what  is 
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the  noUfl  Lord'i  own  sccoant^  Hu  he 
not  itated  that  the  reuon  we  failed  ia  the 
not  having  a  niffioient  force  on  the  cxiait  of 
Africa  i  He  laid  that  eventa  ue  conitantly 
occuiring  which  compel  ui  to  diininiih  our 
foree  on  the  coait  of  Africa;  and,  during 
the  diminution  ol  the  foree,  an  encourage- 
ment and  a  itlmnlua  are  given  to  the  trade. 
Surelf  the  addition  of  twentjr-uz  veneli 
in  aid  of  our  aquadron  will  (iipply  that  de- 
ficienOT ;  fiftj-two  veneli  being  the  mini- 
mum of  the  joint  force  lo  he  plaoed  on  the 
coait  of  Africa,  The  noUe  Lord  said, 
that  during  the  Chinese  war,  during  the 
dispute  with  New  Grenada,  and  agwn 
when  it  waa  thought  neceinry  by  the  pre- 
sent Government,  to  tend  a  force  to  the 
River  Plata,  we  removed  venela  from  the 
coaat  of  Africa,  and  that,  during  their  re- 
moral,  the  efibrta  made  for  the  aupprenion 
of  the  Slave  Trade  were  ineffectual.  Well, 
then,  Bgainil  diii  evil  we  have  lahen  the 
precaution  in  thia  new  Treatj  with 
France  of  providing  that  Fran 
bear  one  halt  of  the  burden  in  aupprearing 
the  Slave  Trade,  and  that  there  aholl 
never  be  leia  than  fifty-two  veuels  engaged 
in  blochading  the  cout  of  Afrion,  whilit 
the  commanders  ahill  endeavour  to  form 
Treatici  with  the  native  princes.  Having 
formed  those  Treaties,  and  having  then 
the  right,  under  the  law  of  naUons,  to  in- 
terfere, the  oommmdera  will  be  able  tc 
give  effect  to  them  by  the  joint  and  cor 
dial  co-operation  of  the  two  greatest  mari- 
time powen  in  Europe.  The  noble  Lord 
ashed  me  gome  qneationi  as  to  particular 
Articles  of  the  Treaty  lately  concluded. 
He  began  with  the  preamble.  The  noble 
Lord  stated,  that  the  preamble  of  the 
Treaty  of  1S45  was  moat  disgraceful  to 
this  country,  because  it  began  with  tbia 
redtal— 

« Ilet  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and 
liis  Mujesty  the  King  of  the  French,  coniider- 
ing  thai  the  ConTCnlions  of  the  30th  of  No- 
vember, 1831,  and  the  22nd  of  March,  1833, 
have  effacted  their  object  in  preventing  the 
use  of  the  English  and  French  nagi  in  carrying 
on  the  Slave  Trade,  but  that  Ihii  odioui  tnf- 
fic  still  exists,  nod  thnt  the  laid  Conventions 
are  inaufflcient  to  ensure  its  complete  suppres- 
sion, Mis  Msjeily  the  King  of  the  French  hav- 
ing expresud  his  desire  to  adopt  more  effec- 
tual meaiurei  for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade  ilian  those  con lem plated  in  the  said 
Conventions  ;  and  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of 
the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ire- 
land being  anxious  lo  co-operale  for  ilie  at- 
lainment  of  this  object,  they  have  agreed  lo 
conclude  a  new  Convenlion.'* 


The  noUe  Lord  s^tyt  it  ii  disgraceful  to 
admit  that  the  exintence  of  these  Conven. 
tions  have  not  had  tbe  effect  of  suppressing 
the  Slave  Trade.  Now,  it  would  be  rather 
difficult  to  insert  and  put  on  record  that 
France  had  carried  on  the  Slave  Trade,  and 
that  we  had  not.  It  would  be  a  difficult 
matter  to  draw  that  distinction.  But  what 
does  tbe  noble  Lord  say  to  bis  own  Con- 
vention of  1831  ?  Why,  the  noble  Lord, 
in  that  year,  knowing  that  no  efficacious 
measures  were  required  for  the  suppreaiion 
of  the  Slare  Trade  carried  on  by  Brtiiab  auh- 
jects,  committed  precisely  the  same  error,  if 
it  be  an  error,  which  we  are  charged  with 
having  fallen  into  in  1845.  In  hct,  the  noble 
Lord,  bythewordingofbis  own  preamble, 
made  it  difficult  for  us  to  use  different 
language  from  that  empbyed  by  him  in 
1831.  The  Conventiou  of  1831  was  not 
required  for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade  carried  on  1^  British  lubjects.  Tliat 
had  already  been  aboliihed  and  put  an  end 
to  by  law ;  but  notwithstanding  such  be- 
ing the  case,  the  noble  Ltffd  had,  in  treat- 
ing with  another  country,  thought  it  cour- 
teous to  place  the  common  object  upon  the 
some  footing.  In  the  preamble  of  the 
Convention  of  1831  he  states  that  the 
countries  of  Great  Britain  and  France^ 
being  desirous  of  rendering  more  effectual 
the  means  of  suppressioD  hitherto  in  force 
against  the  criminal  traffic  in  slaves,  have 
deemed  it  expedient  to  negotiate  and  con- 
clude a  Convention  for  the  attainment  of 
Bo  aalutartr  an  object.  The  preamble  was 
thus  couched,  and  the  Convention  which 
it  began  went  on  lo  state,  that  therefore 
mutual  Right  of  Search  was  conceded, 
such  right  being  necessary  for  the  suppres- 
sion of  the  Slave  Trade.  Then  tbe  noble 
Lord  put  a  question  to  me  as  to  the 
meaning  of  the   Third    Article 


of  the 
Convention,  to  which  he  seems  to  at- 
tach great  importance.  The  noble  Lord 
is  particularly  denrous  that  I  should  ex- 
plain tbe  meaning  of  it.  Now,  I  think 
I  can  explain  it  to  hia  entire  satisfaction. 
The  noble  Lord  asks  whether  the  object  of 
the  Third  Article  ia  to  prevent  British 
commercial  vessela  from  plying  in  certain 
harbours.  The  Third  Artide  provide* 
that  certain  stations  shall  be  selected  and 
defined,  and 

"That  the  care  ihsreof  aball  be  oonnitted 
to  English  and  French  cruisers,  jointly  or  se- 
parately, at  maybe  deemed  mosLeipedienl, 
provided  always,  that  in  case  of  a  slalion  be- 
ing specially  coinmilted  to  the  charge  of  cruis- 
ers or  either  nation,  the  cruisers  of  the  other 
nation  may,  at  ntiy  lime,  enlerlhetnroe  for 
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tb«  purpose  of  eiercuing  the  righti  rnpect- 
ively  belonfting  to  them  for  iho  soppreuion  of 
the  Slave  Trade." 
Now,  I  will  tell  the  noble  Lord  vhat  the 
object  of  that  Article  iei,  and  I  anticipate 
hia  entire  approral  of  its  insertion.  It  will 
he  demrable  to  assign  those  itatioDS 
France  neaneit  her  own  poMestions,  and 
to  give  to  British  cruisers  the  same  advan- 
tage ;  but  it  is  necessarr  to  stipulate  that 
we  should  have  the  right  of  entering  the 
French  stations,  because  we  have  more 
efficacious  means  of  luppressing  the  Slave 
Trade  than  France.  It  may  happen  that 
on  the  stations  assigned  to  French  cruisers, 
Spanish,  Portuguese,  or  Brazilian  slave 
ships  maj  enter,  which  the  cruisers  of 
France  have  not  the  power  to  search. 
We  have  that  power.  It  became  necessary, 
therefore,  to  stipulate  that,  though  differ- 
ent stations  should  he  primarily  assigned 
to  the  cruisers  of  the  two  Powers,  yet  the 
assignation  of  a  particular  station  to  the 
French  cruisers  ia  not  to  prevent  our 
cruisers,  who  have  superior  power,  from 
entering  on  those  stations,  in  order,  if  ne- 
cessary, that  the  Right  of  Search  should 
be  exercised  by  ua  as  to  vessels  over  which 
the  French  have  no  corresponding  power. 
Now,  I  trust  I  have  explained  that  Article 
in  a  way  which  will  be  satisfactory  to  the 
noble  Lord,  and  have  shotvn  him  that  the 
reservation  was  not  intended  to  interfere 
with  the  pursuits  of  legitimate  commerce, 
but  only  toenable  us(after  certain  stations 
were  assigned  to  the  cruisers  of  each  na. 
tion)  to  have  a  full  power  of  entering  the 
stations  of  the  other  Power,  for  the  purpose 
of  putting  in  force  our  superior  powers.  I 
am  not  aware  that  any  other  question  was 
mooted  by  the  noble  Lord  in  connexion 
with  the  Treaty,  [T'iscount  Palnurtton : 
The  Ninth  Article.]  That  isamere formal 
engagement,  thst  neither  Power  will,  un- 
der any  circumstances,  be  concerned  in 
the  Slave  Trade.  Now,  supposing  the 
noble  Lord's  suspicions  to  be  just  as  to  the 
Imaum  of  Muscat,  this  becomes  by  no 
means  an  immaterial  portion  of  the  Con. 
vention.  The  noble  Lord  has  been  en- 
gaged in  showing  that  France  baa  been 
carrying  on  the  Slave  Trade,  and  yet  he 
objects  to  a  public  engagement  that  each 
country  shall  within  its  own  territories— 
within  the  Colonies  it  now  possess,  or  may 
hereafter  possess — enter  into  a  reciprocal 
Stipulation  that  under  no  circnmstancea 
shall  the  Slave  Trade  be  carried  on.  I  ad- 
mit with  regard  to  us — I  trust  with  re- 


fectly  unnecessary;  but  if  I  doubted  the 
policy  [of  inserting  it  in  the  Convention, 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  would  go  hoc 
to  convince  me  that  it  was  neidier  need< 
less  nor  superfluous.  But  I  suppose  the 
noble  Lord  will  not  contend  that  it  would 
be  passible  to  exact  such  a  stipulation  &om 
France,  and  yet  that  we  should  not  be 
prepared  to  enter  into  a  corresponding 
engagement.  So  fiir  from  implying  any  dis- 
honour to  this  country,  I  thioK,  if  there  is 
any  well-grounded  suspicion  that  the  Slave 
Trade  may  be  carried  on  in  any  part  of 
the  dominions  of  Prance,  temporary  or 
permanent,  that  a  great  public  object  is 
gained,  if  we  obtain  the  admission  of  a 
positive  engagement,  that  under  no  cir- 
cumstances shdl  the  Slave  Trade  be  carried 
on— that  the  carrying  it  on  shall  not  be 
merely  the  infractionof  themuoicipal  law, 
hut  of  a  positive  stipulation  entered  into 
with  this  country.  I,  therefore,  contend, 
that  we  have,  ander  the  new  Convention, 
increased  the  means  of  suppressing  the 
Slave  Trade  beyond  those  which  could  be 
exercised  under  the  old  Treaty.  We  have 
got  this  Convention  with  the  cordial  good 
will  of  France.  We  have  assurances  at 
its  cordial  co-operation,  which  we  nev^ 
sfaoiild  have  had  under  the  old  Treaty. 
The  provisions  of  this  Treaty  regard  a 
more  extended  line  of  coast  than  that  un- 
der the  old  ;  but  add  to  that  the  consider- 
ation that  these  pruvisions  are  entered  into 
witb  the  cordial  good  will,  and  are  to  be 
carried  into  effect  with  the  cardial  concert 
operation  of  France;  then  (giving 
due  weight  to  this  consideration)  we  bare 
an  instrument  for  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade  more  powerful  and  available 
than  we  should  have  had  under  the  de- 
fective instrument  of  1831.  The  noble 
Lord  has  asked  me  for  the  evidence  tal:«i 
before  this  Convention.  The  noble  Lord 
treats  with  utter  disregard  the  statement 
I  made  that  I  could  not  produce  that  evi- 
dence with  a  due  regard  to  the  intereetaaf 
the  public  'service.  The  noble  Lord  has 
often  given  a  similar  refusal ;  and  I  never 
treated  his  declaration  with  that  disregard 
which  he  exercises  towards  me.  I  do  as- 
sure him  that  I  have  no  motive  whatever 
'ithholding  that  evidence  on  account  of 
supposed  importance  it  might  show 
was  attached  to  the  Right  of  Search.  But 
this  evidence  was  given  by  eight  officers, 
English  and  French,  who  were  examined 
before  the  Convention  with  regard  to  the 
^  measures  it  would  be  wise  to  adopt  on  the 
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of  the  coast  where  the  cruisera  of  tbe  tiro 
countries  sbould  be  stationed,  aod  wbere 
the  trade  was  most  carried  on ;  the  na- 
ture of  the  engagemeDts  it  might  be  de- 
sirable to  enter  into  with  native  Powers  ; 
the  mode  of  carrying  them  into  effect,  and 
the  secrecy  necessary  to  be  observed ;  and 
these  being  mainly  and  principally  the 
matters  to  which  that  evidence  refers,  I 
cannot,  consistently  with  the  interests  of 
the  public  service,  cxinaent  to  produce  it. 
Therefore  it  is  that  I  feel  compelled  by  a 
performance  of  my  duty,  and  not  from  the 
unworthy  motives  which  the  noble  Lord 
chooses  to  attribute  to  me,  to  adhere  to  the 
refusal  which  I  eave  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord,  and  to  withhold 
from  the  knowledge  of  the  public  the  evi- 
dence given  by  the  officers  who  were  ex- 
amined. If  the  noble  Lord  thinks  that 
any  object  can  be  gained  by  giving  tbe 
naraesof  the  officers,  1  have  not  the  slightest 
hesitation  in  slating  them.  There  were 
five  Eugliih  and  three  French  officers  en- 
gaged in  this  investigation,  and  I  am 
bound  to  say  that  the  evidence  they  gave 
was  not  the  foundation  of  this  Treaty,  fbr 
their  evidence  mainly  referred  to  parti- 
culars with  respect  to  which  I  adhere  to 
tbe  opinion  that  it  would  be  inconustent 
with  my  duty  to  present  them  to  tbe 
House.  Now,  I  entreat  the  House  to 
bear  in  mind — if  you  want  anthotity  on 
the  subject — who  were  tbe  parties  to  whom 
the  consideration  of  thisquestioo  was  com- 
mitted, and  by  whom  this  Convention  was 
signed.  They  were  two  men  standing  in 
their  respective  countries  in  the  highest 
rank  among  public  men  for  ability,  for  In- 
tegrity, for  high  private  character;  but, 
above  all,  they  were  distinguished  from 
most  men  on  this  account,  that  they  have 
tliroughout  their  lives  been  remarkable  for 
persevering  and  vigorous  effiirts,  at  any 
sacrifice,  to  combat  and  control  the  de- 
testable traffic  carried  on  in  the  blood  of 
our  fellow  men.  The  two  men  who  con- 
sidered this  question,  and  signed  this  Con- 
vention, hare  been  iDflucoced  by  no  party 
or  political  considerations.  Dr.  Lushing- 
toD,  during  the  time  he  acted  in  public 
life,  was  opposed  to  the  views  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's present  Government.  The  Due  de 
firoglie  has  for  a  long  period  separated 
himself  from  party  to  France,  and  has 
never  shown  the  slightest  desire  to  sacrifice 
his  private  opinions  to  any  party.  The 
Dnc  de  Broglie,  if  any  man,  bad  an  in- 
terest in  maintaining  the  Convention  of 
'33.     It  was  during  bis  occupation  of  the 
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Foreign  Department  that  the  Treaty  of 
'33,  entered  upon  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  effect  to  that  of  1831,  was  signed. 
If  the  Due  de  Broglie  has  been  remarkable 
for  any  act  of  interference  in  public  or  po- 
litical matters  of  late  years,  it  has  been 
with  reference  to  the  cause  of  education  in 
his  own  country,  or  to  the  suppressioo  of 
tbe  Slave  Trade.  During  the  whole  of 
his  political  life,  opposed  to  Her  Majesty's 
Oovemmeot,  Dr.  Lushinglon  has  been 
chieSy  remarkable  (more  so  jthan  any  man 
now  living,  and  ranking  in  this  respect 
with  Clarksoo,  Wilberforce,  and  the  late 
Sir  F.  Buxton)  for  his  successful  efforts  to 
mitigate  the  bard  lot  of  the  slave,  and  to 
prevent  the  continuance  of  the  abominable 
traffic  of  the  Slave  Trade.  These  two  men 
signed  that  Convention,  which  no  earthly 
consideration  would  have  induced  them  to 
sign,  but  the  firm  persuasion  that  they 
were  placing  in  the  <hands  of  their  re- 
spective Governments  more  powerful  means 
of  suppressing  the  Slave  Trade  than  any 
which,  preriously  existed.  This  Conven- 
tion comes  recommended  to  this  House,  so 
far  as  authority  is  concerned,  by  the 
highest  authorities  by  which  it  could  be 
stamped.  It  comes  recommended  to  the 
House  by  the  application  of  reason,  by 
contrasting  its  provisions  with  those  of 
preceding  Treaties ;  it  comes  recommended 
still  more  powerfully  by  this  consideration, 
that  you  have  every  assurance  that  in  car- 
rying into  effect  its  provisions,  you  will 
have  the  cordial  concert  and  co-operation 
of  the  most  powerful  maritime  Power  of 
Europe  next  to  our  own ;  whereas,  if  you 
choose  to  rely,  instead  of  this  Convention, 
on  the  letter  of  the  Treaty  of  1831,  depend 
on  it  you  will  not  have  that  cordial  co> 
operation  which  is  the  life  and  soul  of  en- 
gagements of  this  kind.  Vou  have  a  right 
to  hold  France  to  the  literal  execution  of 
that  Treaty;  but,  in  my  opinion,  the 
example  of  France,  the  concert  and  co- 
operation between  France  and  England,  will 
add  weight  and  effect  to  the  practical  exe- 
cution of  measures  for  the  intended  suppres- 
sion of  the  Slave  Trade, which  you  will  look 
for  in  vain  to  the  letter  of  tbe  Treaty  ;  if 
the  feeling  of  a  great  nation,  if  the  feeling 
of  its  Legislature,  if  the  feeling  of  the 
public  mind,  runs  counter  to  it;  if  it 
throws  its  sympathy,  not  on  tbe  side  of 
those  who  desire  the  suppresMon  of  tbe 
Slave  Trade,  but  of  those  by  whom  it  is 
carried  on ;  if  it  mingles  up  some  feeling 
of  national  pride  and  honour  in  resisting 
the  Right  of  Search,  you  may  claim  ana 
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execute  that  Treaty.  But  I  look  forward 
with  more  confideiice  to  the  cordial  and 
harmoniouB  concert  of  the  two  countriea, 
than  to  the  letter  of  eDgagements  opposed 
to  the  general  feeling  vf  one  of  the  con- 
tracting  partici,  which,  though  ther  may 
be  Btnctly  and  honourably  carried  into 
elTect,  I  belicre,  ia  the  present  feeling  of 
France,  cannot  be  enforced  in  that  spirit 
and  temper  which  can  alooe  give  effect  to 
eugogementa  of  thia  kind. 

Mr.  Shell:  Though  the  right  lion.  Gen- 
tleman entered  upon  the  discuwon  of  a 
wide  range  of  topics,  yet  "  the  old  and 
new  loblw"  question  before  the  House  ia 
narrowed  to  this  point — Why  has  not  the 
evidence  been  produced  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  dwelt  much  on  the  Treaty 
with  the  Imaum  of  Muacat ;  but  it  was 
with  much  nirpriae  I  heard  him  read 
the  concluding  paragraph  of  that  part 
which  he  cited  as  to  the  transfer  of  slaves 
along  the  coast  to  Zauzibar.  The  words  I 
refer  to  are  these : — 
"Webegltiitate,we  have  directed  the  follow. 
ing  anlhofitiH,  liz.,  Ibe  Superintendeot  of  ihe 
lodiaB  N>T]r,t)M  Collector  of  Cnstom*  at  Bom- 
bay, the  Senior  Magistrate  of  Police,  and  the 
Reiident  in  ibe  PenianGiilf,iiniitediatelytoiii- 
ititute  a  Krotiniung  inquiry  iclo  the  correctnen 
or  otherwise  of  this  report;  aod  Ibe  reaultwill, 
M  MOO  as  kaown  to  this  Uof  eratDBnt,  be  cont' 
mQaicRtcd  for  the  information  of  your  Com- 
mittee. We  haTealio  mode  a  similar  refeience 
on  Ibis  lobject  lo  Captain  Ilamerlon,  who,  ai 
reported  in  our  upatate  dsipalcb  of  this  date, 
V  now  at  Bombaj,  on  his  way  to  Zaniibar,  in 
ftilfilment  of  certain  ioitructions  with  wbicb 
this  (loternmeot  has  been  fuinisbed  by  the 
Govemwent  of  India." 
With  respect  to  Cuba,  the  right  hoo.  Gea- 
tleinan  read  a  de^wtch  of  strong,  almost 
petemptoty  bngnage.  The  date  of  that 
despatdi  rejecting  the  habits  of  aoquisi- 
tion  which  Genend  ODonoell  had  con- 
tracted, was,  I  believe,  in  February,  1844. 
A  year  lias  elapsed ;  and  though  the  dis- 
missal of  General  O'Donnell  was  demanded 
by  Lord  Aberdeen,  he  is  at  this  moment 
Governor  of  Cuba.  So  that,  notwith- 
standing the  strons  tons  of  rsmtmstranK, 
it  was  not  attended  with  any  practical 
efficacy  as  regards  the  Spanish  Gorem- 
ment;  and  the  menace  of  our  Foreign 
Secretary  does  not  appear  to  have  falCni 
on  the  ears  of  General  O'Donoell  with  any 
high  degree  of  apinvhension.  To  turn, 
however,  from  General  O'Doondl,  I  must 
say,  there  was  one  assertion  in  my  noble 
Friend's  speech  which  struck  me  forcibly, 
and  for  an  answer  to  which  I  wtited  anx- 


iously, if  not  impatiently.  My  noble 
Friend  stated  that  it  was  not  tmly  cur- 
rently reported,  but  universally  believed, 
that  the  officers  who  were  examined  be< 
fore  the  Mixed  Commisuoo,  gave  it  as 
their  opinion  that  the  surrender  of  the 
Right  of  Search  would  be  most  prejudi- 
cial. No  contradiction  had  been  given  to 
(hat  statement  My  noble  Friend  is  enti- 
tied  to  call  for  the  evidence  which  refers 
to  that  point,  and  he  only  asks  for  extracts. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  that  much 
of  the  evidence  relates  to  the  stale  of  tbe 
coast  of  Africa,  to  the  regulations  of  Eng- 
land and  France  in  reference  to  tbe  sta- 
tions of  the  cruisers;  and  he  added,  it 
would  be  inconvenient  to  the  public  service 
to  produce  that  part.  It  is  not  incaosistent 
with  his  public  duty  to  give  us  that  part 
which  relates  to  the  exercise  of  tbe  Right 
of  Search — the  real  pointat  issue.  Instead 
of  that  ratiodnation  which  the  right  hoa. 
Gentleman  has  so  laboriously  pursued  as 
to  tbe  comparative  advantages  of  the  last 
Convention  over  that  of  '31  — instead  of 
the  encomiums  which  he  pronounced  on 
the  Sue  de  Broglie,  and  his  well-dearaved 
eulogy  of  Dr.   Lushjngton— it  would  be 

iu(£  more  satisfactory  to  give  us  tbe  evi- 
dence which  we  want.  It  is,  therefore,  a 
most  remarkable  circumstance  that  that 
portion  of  the  evidence  is  omitted.  The 
objectof  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  speech 
was,  to  show  that  tbe  Convention  of  1S45 
was  much  better  than  the  Tresiies  of  1831 
and  1833.  Tbe  Conrentioo  is  perfect,  ac- 
cording to  bis  account;  the  Treaty  of  1831 
was  lame  and  impotent.  But  mark  the 
difference — set  forth  in  the  verv  head  of 
tbe  Convention  itself.  The  Treaties  of 
1831  and  1833  hare  succeeded.  You  tell 
us,  that  by  tbe  Treaty  of  1831.  we  bad 
only  ten  d^rees  of  latitude  to  tbe  south 
of  tbe  line,  and  fifteen  north  of  it,  and 
that  now  you  have  got  six  more  on  the 
coast  of  Africa.  But  why  expatiate  on 
the  benefits  of  a  Ctuvention,  the  results  of 
which  are  yet  merely  conjectural,  when, 
having  proved  the  success  of  the  Treaty  of 
1831,  you  are  giving  up  the  instrument 
the  efficacy  of  whicQ  has  been  demon- 
strated, aiid  by  which  the  French  Slave 
Trade  has  been  put  down ;  and  are  substi- 
tuting for  that  which  has  succeeded,  one 
respecting  the  success  of  which,  after  all, 
you  can  only  indulge  in  flattering  antici- 
pations? I  think  that  simple  statement 
must  strike  the  common  sense  of  the  people 

of  this  country,  to  which  my  noble  Friend 
has  appealed,  infinitely  more    than  any 
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CMnparisoD  <rf  tbe  gei^rapiiical  timiU  to 
which  the  Treaty  of  Coovention  of  1831, 
and  the  present  Coovention,  extend.  But 
I  do  not  flj  from  the  comparison.  In  the 
course  of  the  right  hon.  Gentlemao'i 
speech,  my  hon.  aud  gallant  Friend  behind 
me  oooe  or  twice  exclaimed,  "  The  West 
Indiee!"  The  Treatr  of  1831  extended 
to  the  Weet  Indies— mark  that.  The 
ConrentioD  is  limited  to  tbe  coast  of 
Africa.  The  right  him.  Gentleman,  when 
be  heard  the  exclamation,  said  that  he 
should  come  to  that  point;  but  he  did  not 
do  so.  He  did  not  attempt  to  defend  the 
praeut  Conrentioa  for  that  omission.  For 
that  part  of  the  case  there  may  be  a  de- 
fence OH  tbe  other  side  of  the  House  ;  hut 
if  there  be,  it  was  left  to  some  one  else. 
There  is  this  great  difference  between  the 
Treaty  of  1831  and  tlie  Convention  just 
concluded,  that  tbe  former  gave  the  Right 
of  Search  tn  the  West  Indies,  on  the  whole 
coasts  of  Cuba  and  the  Brazils — gave  it  at 
the  points  where  the  Slare  Trade  rages  in 
its  direst  cruelty.  The  right  hoo.  Gen- 
tlemao  aaid  that  the  Courenlion  would 
extend  to  Madagascar,  aod  that  tlie  Treaty 
of  1831  did  not  extend  to  the  eastern 
cnast  of  Africa.  ^Vhy,  every  one  knows 
that  one  of  the  best  prorisions  of  that 
Treaty  was,  that  it  did  extend  to  the 
eastern  coast  of  Africa,  where  an  immense 
Slare  Trade  was  carried  on.  In  a  geogra- 
phical comparison  between  the  Treaty  of 
1831  and  U)e  Coorentioa  of  1845,  we  find 
immense  geographical  advantages  on  the 
side  of  the  former  Treaty.  The  facts  con- 
nected with  those  Treaties  are  plain  and 
indisputable.  In  1843,  such  was  the  im- 
portance attached  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman to  the  extension  of  the  Right  of 
Search  secured  by  the  Treaty  of  1841,  that 
be  introduced  a  paragraph  in  the  head 
and  front  of  the  Queen's  Speech,  in  which 
he  stated  that  that  Treaty  would  be  main- 
tained. It  was  made  »  matter  of  almost 
MteotaUouB  commemoration.  The  Queen's 
vords,  Bpokea  oo  tbe  3rd  of  Felmiary, 
1842.  were— 

'  **  It  is  wilb  great  satisraction  that  I  inform 
jon  Ibat  I  have  coDdoded  with  the  Emperor 
of  Aulria,  the  King  of  the  French,  tbe  King 
of  rreuia,aDdlheEinperoiof  Itusiia,  aTrealy 
for  tbe  more  eHeclual  suppreHion  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  wbicb,  when  tbe  ratifications  shall  ha>a 
been  exchaoged,  will  be  comiDUnieated  to  Par- 


of  the  BoMd  «f  Xndt,  rtatcd  U  big  ^eecb, 


aa  a  probable  result  of  that  Treaty,  the 
total  extinction  of  the  Slave  Trade.  That 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  was  pleased  then  to 
state,  that,  so  far  from  tbe  Government 
having  tamely  acquiesced  in  the  non.rati- 
ficatiou  of  that  Treaty,  Lord  Aberdeen 
had,  in  the  month  of  February,  remon- 
strated upon  the  violation  of  the  engage- 
ments into  which  the  French  had  entered. 
Certainly,  the  language  held  was  remark- 
ably strong;  and  it  appears,  that  when  the 
ratificatian  of  that  Treaty  was  declined  by 
the  French  Government,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  thought  it  inconsistent  with 
his  declaration  to  Parliament  to  give  way 
in  the  slightest  degree.  But  docs  it  not 
follow  that,  if  you  were  not  to  make  any 
concessions  respecting  the  Treaty  of  1841, 
if  no  modification  was  to  be  submitted  to, 
much  less  should  you  Iiave  surreudered  the 
Treaties  of  1831  and  1833,  on  whidi  that 
of  1841  was  founded?  If  it  was  a  settled 
matter  that  you  would  not  permit  the 
slightest  change,  the  smallest  modification, 
to  be  made  in  the  Treaty  of  1841,  what 
defence  have  you  for  abandoning  that  of 
1831?  You  wotild  not  allow  the  super- 
structure raised  on  the  Treaty  of  1831  to 
be  touched,  not  the  slightest  component 
part  of  it  to  be  disturbed ;  aud  yet,  after- 
wards, allow  tbe  basis  on  which  that  super- 
structure was  rused  to  be  upturned  from 
its  foundations.  M.  Thiers  and  M.  Guisot, 
when  they  declared  that  tbe  Treaty  of 
1841  could  not  be  ratified,  at  all  events 
concurred  in  saying,  that  the  &ith  of 
France  was  pledged  to  the  faithful  fulfil- 
ment of  the  Treaties  of  1831  and  1833. 
One  year  afterwards,  the  Duke  de  Broglie, 
whose  name  has  been  so  often  mentioned 
in  this  debate,  delivered  a  speech  in  the 
French  Chamber  of  Peers,  in  which  be 
stated  that  he  was  the  party  whose  hand 
bad  aigned  the  Treaties  of  1831  and  1833, 
that  the  last  Treaty  was  entered  into  at  a 
time  when  great  obligations  bad  been  con- 
ferred by  England  on  France;  and  that 
England,  in  return  foe  those  obligations, 
adced  nothing  more  than  the  empbyment 
of  additional  means  for  the  exttncti<Hi  of 
this  odious  traffic  That  speech  contained 
a  complete  defence  of  the  Treaty  of  1831, 
as  a  Treaty  just,  in  all  respects  equitable, 
and  founded  on  principles  of  perfect  reci- 
procity—  one  from  which  no  evil  had 
arisen ;  but,  on  the  contrary,  the  greatest 
good.  Such  was  the  panegyric  pronounced 
by  tbe  French  Commissioner  on  the  Treaty 
of  1831.  I  know  the  high  char^ter  of 
the  Dolw  de  Broglie ;  I  know  Ibe  career 
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of  Df.  LuBliiDgton,  with  ivhoac  name  eto- 
queiicet  teamtug,  higb-tniodedaess,  gene- 
rosity and  humanity  are  associated.  To 
tlie  virtues  of  my  right  hoD.  and  learned 
Friend,  do  inaD  will  bear  more  conlial  tes- 
timony than  I  shall ;  but  tbe  facta  of  this 
case  are  too  strong — IcaDDOt  get  oTer  them. 
I  find,  as  the  commeDcement  of  the  system, 
that  tbe  Treaty  of  1831  has  been  success- 
ful ;  that  by  its  operation  the  Slave  Trade 
bos  been  put  doira.  If  euccessfu)  as  a 
remedy,  ia  it  to  be  abandoned  as  a  pre* 
veutive^  Are  you  to  have  recourse  to 
nhat  is,  after  all,  but  an  experiment, 
and  to  abandon  that  expedient,  of  the 
efficacy  irf  which  not  the  slightest  doubt 
cau  be  entertained  ?  I  should  rather 
eay,  that  in  tbe  means  you  hare  al- 
ready tried  and  found  successful,  reason 
calls  on  you  to  persevere.  This  is  my 
ansiver  to  the  arguments  of  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  rrapecting  the  comparatire 
merits  of  the  Treaty  of  1841  and  Conven- 
tion of  184a.  But  there  is  still  another 
objectioD,  of  tbe  gravest  Icind,  to  your 
new  Convention.  Is  it  not  most  impolitic 
on  your  part  to  stipulate  with  France  that 
she  shall  maintain  a  squadron  of  twenty- 
six  ships,  that  she  shall  acquire  familiarity 
with  tiie  sea,  gain  a  home  on  the  deep, 
and  become  domesticated  od  the  ocean? 
Is  there  no  risk  that  tbe  Bight  of  Visit  you 
have  preserved,  or  rather  which  jou  have 
declared,  will  lead  to  collision  between 
you  and  France  ?  The  quarter-deck  of  a 
slaver  is  to  be  converted  into  a  floating 
Court  of  Admiralty,  where  the  issue  of 
mixed  law  and  fact,  French  or  not  French, 
is  to  be  tried  by  the  men  lo  whom  you 
commit  the  perilous  adjudication.  My 
great  objection  to  the  Convention  is  this — 
before  it  was  concluded,  if  an  English 
sloop  of  war,  furnished  with  a  commission, 
met  a  French  slaver,  she  could  seize  her, 
board  her,  confiscate  her,  tbe  cargo  of  hu- 
man beings  being  delivered  intact  to  life 
and  liberty  from  the  bunds  of  that  living 
charnel-house.  But  now  what  will  be  the 
case  }  After  the  Convention  of  1845,  what 
will  happen^  From  the  topmast  of  an 
English  frigate  a  bark,  whose  peculiar 
configuration  bespeaks  her  purpose,  is 
descried.  She  is  pursued;  despite  the 
swiftness  which  all  the  well -contrived  ar- 
chitecture of  Marseilles  or  Toulon  can  im- 
part, she  is  overtaken  ;  she  is  almost 
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ith  impuisaance,  will  have  bat  to 
imprecate  the  compact,  among  the  points 
of  which  is  to  be  numbered  this  scanditlotu 
and  detestable  i^utt.  ["Hearl"]  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  says  "hear;"  he  cannot 
deny  this — if  a  Ftvnch  slaver  is  met  by  an 
English  cruiser,  the  instant  her  nalionalttjr 
is  rect^ised  she  must  be  allowed  to  pass. 
That  is  the  great  and  pressing  fact  of  tbe 
case ;  that  will  be  the  result  of  the  Con- 
vention. In  my  judgment  you  hare  set  it 
nought  and  rendered  valueless  two  most 
important  acts  of  diplomacy ;  you  hare 
rendered  all  the  sacrifices  which  England 
has  made  altogether  vain ;  you  have  tempt- 
ed the  other  nations  of  Europe  to  say  that 
the  Right  of  Search  is  incompatible  with 
their  honour.  You  have  given  a  precedent 
to  disturb  all  the  Treaties  connected  with 
the  Sight  of  Search,  and  thug  have  done 
to  the  cause  of  humanitv  a  mischief  which 
not  all  your  ingenious  distinctious — not  all 
your  moral  and  sentimental  declamations 
— not  all  your  abandonment  of  the  cmh- 
mercc  of  Brazil,  your  violatioD  of  the 
Treaty  of  Utrecht,  and  your  quarrel  with 
Spain,  will  be  able  to  repair. 

Sir  R.  H.  Inglis  thought  that  the  House 
would  admit  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  could  not, 
even  with  the  lar|eit  preparations,  have 
met  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite, on  the  general  points,  more  effectu- 
ally than  he  had  done.  But  there  were 
one  or  two  points  npon  which  he  did  not 
think  his  right  hon.  Friend — marvellously 
perfect  as  was  his  information  on  almost 
all  points— had  been  successful  in  meeting 
the  objections  of  the  noble  Lord  ;  and  he 
alluded  particularly  to  the  preamble  of 
the  Convention.  It  might  appear  hyper- 
critical on  hit  part,  but  be  could  not 
help  feeling  that  in  tbe  diplomatic  re- 
lations between  two  great  nations,  form 
became  substance.  Now,  there  was  one 
expression  in  the  preamble  of  the  I'reaty, 
gratuitously  used  on  the  part  of  Eng^i 
land,  which  might  compromise  a  princi~ 
pie  which  involved  rights  which  no  States- 
man, without  the  deepest  consideration, 
and  certainly  never  without  reluctancci 
would  concede  to  another  Power,  He  felt 
that  ibe  noble  Lord  opposite,  when  he  cat  led 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  terms  of 
the  preamble  of  the  Tiealy,  had  urged  an 


demned,  when  suddenly  a  tri-colour  is,  objection  which  was  far  loo  well  sustained, 
hoisted,  and  then  she  may  pursue  her  He  did  not  wish  to  be  misunderstood, 
unobstructed  way  to  Bahia  or  the  Ha-  Not  even  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
vannab,  while  the  mariners  of  Eoglaod,  {  Membei  foe  DnngaTTon  could  etilertaiii 
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deeper  feeliogs  of  reapect  Tor  D(.  Luih- 
ington  lliaD  be  did;  jet  lie  could  not  tuBer 
bis  pmate  respect  for  either  tbat  cmiaent 
penon  or  for  the  Duke  de  Broglie,  to 
render  him  inaeniible  (o  ibe  conilruc- 
tion  which  might  be  put  upon  tlie  termi 
of  the  preamble  which  they  had  permitted 
ihemielves  to  sign.  He  felt  with  the  noble 
Lord  oppoiite,  tliat  the  terms  of  that  pre- 
amble juiiified  the  coDstruction  which  be 
bad  pnt  upon  it — tiz,,  that  the  single  ob- 
ject of  the  Trestles  of  1831  and  1833, 
was  to  prefent  the  flag  of  England  and 
the  flag  of  France  from  covering  the  Slave 
Trade  ;  but  he  could  nerer  admit  the  in- 
ference that  the  flag  of  England  had  been 
Died  for  coveriaglhe  Slave  Trade  between 
the  years  1 807,  when  the  Slave  Trade  was 
abolished,  and  1831.  Until  that eipreiiion 
was  explaiaed,  he  could  not  but  feel  that 
the  coDslruciion  put  upon  it  by  the  noble 
Lord  was  too  accurate  for  him  or  for  any 
Englishman  to  deny.  He  felt  that  the 
expression  "considering  Ibe  Convention 
had  prevented  the  use  of  the  English  flag 
covering  the  Slave  Trade,"  did  imply  that, 
tiU  that  Convention  had  been  passed,  the 
English  flag  had  covered  that  odious  traf- 
fic; and  be  therefore  regretted  that  bit 
right  hon.  Friend  (Dr.  Lusbington)  had 
ever  put  bis  name  to  such  a  parbgraph. 
He  fell,  also,  that  the  9tb  Article  had  not 
been  explained  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
in  a  way  which  relieved  it  from  the  objec- 
tions of  the  noble  Lord.  He  felt,  with  the 
noble  Lord,  that  the  declaration  made  on 
the  pan  of  Her  Majesty,  that  Her  Majesty 
would  continue  the  prohibition  of  the  Slave 
Trade  in  the  Colonies  of  this  country, 
might  raise  the  presumption,  tbat,  except 
for  such  a  declaration,  the  Slave  Trade — 
say  for  instance  to  Jamaica — might  be 
carried  on.  That,  in  his  opinion,  wai  a 
most  gratuitous  aitertton  on  the  part  of 
Her  Majesty;  and  in  making  it.  Her  Ma- 
jesty had  done  much  to  verify  the  French 
proverb— by  excusinz  she  had  accused 
herself;  for  a  mere  ueclaralion  that  she 
wonld  not  encourage  the  Slave  Trade,  im- 
plied that  without  such  a  declaration  she 
might  have  encouraged  it ;  and  it  was  on 
that  account  that  he  regretted  that  a 
Convention  shoold  have  been  signed  in 
the  name  of  Her  Majesty  containing  such 
a  passage;  foe  which  nosatisfactory  defence 
bad  beeit  made  by  the  Government.  He 
was  bound  to  admit,  tbat  his  right  hon. 
Friend  had  been  successful  with  refer- 
ence to  the  chargQ  which  tht  noble  Uad 
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had  brought  against  the  Government,  of 
having  lamely  submitted  to  France  and 
Spain.  The  paragraphs  which  his  right 
hon.  Friend  had  read  sufficiently  ex- 
culpated the  English  Government;  and 
every  one  would  rejoice  that  the  honour 
of  the  country  bad  not  in  that  respect 
been  tarnished  by  the  bands  of  its  Mi- 
nisters. The  noble  Lord  had  been  blamed 
for  having,  without  notice,  introduced  so 
many  subjects  into  the  discussion ;  but  he 
did  not  think  the  noble  Lorcl  could  be 
justly  blamed  in  tbst  respect,  as  it  was 
impossible,  when  a  Convention,  involving 
the  subject' of  the  Slave  Trade  was  under 
discussion,  to  avoid  introdacing  the  topics 
to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  referred. 
'[SKR.Peel,-  The  noble  Lord  had  apo- 
logized fordoing  it.]  There  was  no  ne- 
cessity for  an  apology.  He  could  never 
bear  the  noble  Lord  address  the  House  on 
the  subject  of  the  Slave  Trade,  without 
feeling  how  much  they  owed  to  him  for 
bis  zealous  and  constant  conduct  during 
the  long  period  of  thirty-aeven  years,  in 
endeavouring  to  suppress  that  traffic ;  nor 
could  he  forget  the  aupport  which  the 
noble  Lord  gave  to  a  Motion  which  he 
(Sir  R.  Inglia)  had  formerly  introduced 
on  the  subject,  for  which,  and  for  the 
speech  made  by  the  noble  Lord  on  that 
occaaion,  all  who  took  an  interest  in  the 
abolition  of  the  African  Slave  Trade  felt 
they  owed  him  a  debt  of  gratitude.  Ha 
could  not  help  taking  advantage  of  the 
reference  which  the  noble  Lord  had  made 
to  the  existence  of  the  Slave  Trade  ia 
other  parts  of  the  world,  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  a  notice  which  he 
had  given  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session, 
and  to  the  Motion  which  followed  it,  on 
the  subject  of  the  revival,  or  rather  the 
creation,  of  a  Slave  Trade  in  our  own 
Colaniea,  under  the  pretence  of  a  volun- 
tary migration.  He  believed  they  were 
giving  good  cause  to  their  enemies  in 
every  part  of  the  world  to  accuse  them  of 
gross  political  hypocrisy  in  the  denuncia- 
tions which  they  make  of  them  with  re- 
spect to  the  Slave  Trade.  He  would 
refer,  in  the  first  instance,  to  the  case  of 
Trinidad.  He  believed  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Undersecretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies  was  aware  that  at  a  period  when 
there  was  a  greater  necessity  for  supply  of 
free  labour  than  there  now  was,  the  plant- 
ers of  Trinidad  had  met,  and  bad  agreed 
to  an  Address  which  he  would  read  to  the 
HeuM.    They  paid— 
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"  The  coiDtDJtlee,  trusting  tliat  this  equi- 
table rule  will  be  no  longer  oppoicd,  and  tbat 
a  British  subject  will  be  allowed  to  obtain,  in 
a  Tair  and  honourabte  wa; ,  the  labour  be  may 
require  wherever  it  can  be  found,  are  so  con- 
rinced  of  the  suDcriorily  or  the  goiirce  which 
Africa  presenla,  that  they  recommeDd  its  being 
made  available,  even  ata  considerable  expense, 
the  whole  of  which,  however,  would  be  de- 
frayed by  the  Colony.  Jt  Itposiible  that  on 
tbal  eileniive  continent  a  saUcienl  number  of 
suitable  free  labourers  may  be  engaged,  by 
which  all  diificulliei  will  be  aarmouDted.  But 
it  may  be  olberwise ;  and,  instead  of  wailing 
until  the  period  of  failure  arrives,  the  more 
prudent  course  will  be  to  prepare  and  deter- 
mine beforehand  the  measures  which  in  such 
case  should  be  pursued.  The  committee, 
tberefote,  after  seriously  coosidering  the  whole 
aubjecl,  both  in  its  causes  end  consequences, 
presume  to  advise,  if  a  sufficient  number  of 
free  labourers  are  not  to  be  found  on  the 
coast  of  Africa  disposed  to  emigrate  to  our 
Coloniea,  that  some  of  (he  unhappy  persons 
who  are  held  there  in  bondage  should  be  por- 
cbased  and  manumitted  for  that  purpose  ;  sin- 
cerely believing  tbal  such  a  measure  will 
immediately  assure  a  succeuful  issue  to  the 
experiment  of  free  labour,  and  effect  in  a 
short  period  of  time  the  eKiioction  of  the  Slave 
Trade." 

He  tbould  be  doing  iinperiect  justice 
the  Governor  if  he  did  not  add,  that  as 
soon  as  the  particulars  of  this  Address 
reached  the  Goremor  ef  Trinidad, 
caused  to  bo  writtca  (on  the  9th  of  July, 
1841)  this  letter  to  the  chiurman  of  the 
body  of  planters : — 

«  Gmtmment  House,  JtUg  9, 1641 
"Sir — I  am  directed  by  the  Governor  to 
acquaint  you,  in  reply  to  your  note  to  me  of  the 
7tli  instant,  that  when  his  EiccUeocy  ){rauted 
permisuon  to  the  public  ollicers  to  attend  Ibe 
meetings  of  the  Committee  of  the  Immigraiio 
Society,  he  was  under  the  impression  that  thi 
commiliee  had  been  appoinl«l  for  the  purpose 
of  procuring  and  '  furnisliing  information  to 
the  public  in  Great  Britain  with  respect  lo  the 
actual  state  of  agricultural  aOaiis  in  this  Co- 
lony, and  more  particularly  as  lo  tb«  real 
amount  of  wages  paid  lo  the  labourers;'  but 
as  it  now  appears  to  the  Governor  that  the 
investigatioii*  of  the  committee  have  extended 
to  a  much  wider  &eld,  his  Excellency  declines 
any  participation  in  its  proceedings. 
"Ihave,  &c., 
"  Ahthvk  White,  Colonial  Sec 

"Tlie  Hon.  John  Loth." 
These  proceedings  on  the  part  of  the  pUnt- 
ers  were,  he  conceived,  sufficient  to  show, 
at  the  name  time,  the  demand  for  labour  in 
the  West  ladicn,  and  the  unscrupulous 
manner  in  which  the  plaalert  of  Trinidad 
were  piepued  to  supplj  it.    This  ttUe  of 


things  in  the  West  Indies  led  him  tocall 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  state  of 
things  in  Sierra  Leone,  where,  according 
to  the  statement  he  had  received,  some- 
thing much  too  like  the  Slave  Trade  wit 
now  going  on.  He  held  in  his  hand  a 
letter  from  an  individual  at  Siernt  Loone, 
whose  authority  he  plact^  the  utmoit 
reliance,  which  detailed  the  cireumstancea 
!  occurring  theie.  The  letter  wai 
dated  April  23,  1845;  and,  therefore,  was 
written  after  the  news  had  been  received 
at  Sierra  Leone  of  a  diwussiun  in  thai 
House,  the  result  of  which  was,  that  the 
Papers  were  ordered  as  to  the  emigration 
of  free  labourers  from  Africa  to  the  West 
Indies  j  such  free  labourers  being,  in  fact, 
Africans  who  had  just  been  liberated  froni 
the  holds  of  slave  ships.  It  was  distinctly 
asserted  that  there  was  no  character  of  free 
agency  at  all  about  the  consent  of  the 
negiocs  to  go  tothe  West  Indies;  for.indc- 
pendent  altogether  of  other  circu instances 
which  he  would  immediately  detail  to  the 
House,  he  bad  it  on  the  authority  of  Mr. 
Poscoe  Hill,  tliat  the  Africans,  when  liber- 
ated from  the  slavers,  (and,  though  his 
statement  referred  to  parties  liberated  at 
the  Cape,  yet  it  must  too  often  refer  equally 
to  all  others  liberated  in  Sierra  Leone, 
and  there  exposed  to  the  solicibittoas 
of  the  Bgeots  of  the  West  India  plant- 
ers,) were  in  such  a  state  of  disease  as 
to  be  unable  to  stand,  and  certainly 
utterly  incapable  of  eKcrdsing  any  free 
discretion  whatever.  It  appealed  from  the 
information  he  had  received,  that  whereaa 
up  to  the  8th  of  July  last  year,  the  negroes, 
when  liberated  from  the  slave  ship,  were 
allowed  to  remain  for  weeks  and  months  ia 
the  Colony,  they  were  now  treated  in  the 
way  which  was  related  by  hia  informant, 
ivhose  words  be  would  read  to  the  House, 
He  said — 

"Imagine  to  yourselves  a  large  yatd,  en> 
closed  with  a  high  stone  wall,  filled  wilfa  Afri- 
cans from  a  slave  vessel ;  the  door  opens,  dM 
emigrant  agent  enters,  and  is  received  b* 
these  deludml  people  with  demonstrations  of 
joy — a  simultaneous  clapping  of  hands  is 
heard.  That  man,  who  is  bribing  tbeni  l» 
leave  their  native  country  for  a  distant  laod, 
of  which  they  know  iMlhing,  is  theii  friesd  ; 
he  Rires  them  money,  and  tobacco,  and  salt 
beef,  and  promises  In  send  them  lo  a  ftoe 
country  :  ba  ii  their  friend — Ifaey  clap  tu«. 
But  this  is  not  alt.  WhiUl  the  eangiant  agent 
and  his  delegates  have  free  access  to  the  liber- 
ated Africans  in  ibe  liberated  Africans' yatd, 
and  to  use  these  roearu  to  persuade  tbna 
ignorant  creatures  to  emigrate  to  Ibe  Wen 
ItAiM,  all  otbu  perMDS,  likely  to  i 
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the  West  Indies  in  a  difTereDt  slrain,  are  most 
carefully  shut  out,  aud  not  allowed  lo  enter 
the  yard.  For  this  puipose,  the  '  gatekeeper ' 
has  strict  orders  lo  prerent  people  Trom  ea- 
lering  the  yard  who  have  no  business  to  trans- 
act It  Ihe  department  J  and  a  few  days  ago  an 
iahabitant  of  this  Tillage,  who  had  been  'gate- 
keeper' for  three  years,  was  dismissed  on  a 
charge  of  allowing  persons  to  enter  the  yard, 
which  he  d«nies.  Whether  his  statemeDt  be 
true  or  not,  here  in  a  glaring  fact,  that  from 
the  time  the  slaves  are  landed  to  the  time  they 
are  shipped  off  to  the  West  Indies,  their 
country  people  are  not  permitted  to  visit 
them.  The  resident  liberated  Africans  may 
have  a  father,  a  mo^er,  a  sister,  or  a  brother, 
among  the  newly  liberated  Africans;  but  ihey 
must  not  enter  the  yard  j  they  cannot  hare  the 
opportunity  of  recogDuing  them," 
Now,  he  contended  that,  undur  Buch  cif' 
cumstaDccs,  to  call  on  persons  m  situated 
to  exercise  a  diacietbn  whether  they  would 
become  recruits  in  the  army  or  emigraats 
in  the  West  India  islands — for  those  were 
the  altematires  proposed  to  tbem — was  no- 
thing less  than  a  mockery  of  men  who  had 
now  become  thdr  fellow  Bubjects.  It  was  a 
deluaJTc  choice,  which  id  all  probability 
would  lead  only  to  their  mbery,  and,  at 
any  rate,  csntingently  only  to  their  bene- 
fit. Was  it  an  imaginary  supposition,  that 
among  those  of  their  &llow  countrymen 
who  were  excluded,  there  might  be  some 
nearly  and  dearly  connected  with  those 
who  were  in  the  yard  ?  This  was  home 
out  by  the  facts.  Hi3  informant  added — 
"  To  show  you  that  reletiTaa  may  still  be 
hiougfat  to  the  Colony  in  the  hold  of  a  slare 
ship,  I  will  relate  an  interesting  circumstance 
of  the  kind  which  lately  occurred  here.  A 
Spanish  vessel  was  brought  Into  SiertK  Leoue, 
as  a  jirize,  conlaiaing  a  number  of  Africans, 
captured  by  a  British  cruiser.  Among  these 
perMns  thus  mercifully  delivered,  the  chief 
cletk  of  (be  liberated  African  deprariment, 
himself  aliberated  African, found  bis  mother's 

It  might  be  said,  that  here  the  party  must 
have  had  the  opportunity  of  seeing  bis  fel- 
low countrymen,  or  he  could  not  have 
discorered  hU  relative.  But  that 
enjoyed  that  privilege  from  his  ofBcial 
situation }  and  this  increased  the  hardship 
and  injustice  inflicted  on  the  others. 
was  auD  informed,  that  90  completely 
this  choice  a  mockery  and  a  delusion,  that 
the  negroes  were  taken  from  the  stone-yard 
by  a  back  gate  to  the  beach,  to  embark  in 
the  ships  for  the  West  Indies  ;  for,  "  if 
they  were  but  permitted,"  added  the  writer 
of  die  letter,  "  to  walk  thiou^  the  streets 
o  tbe  beach  on  the  day  of  emborkatioD, 


their  ^country  people  would  be  sure  to 
'  talk  country  to  them.' "  These  were  the 
facts  which  had  been  stated  to  him ;  he 
believed  that  some  of  them  were  within 
the  knowledge  of  tbe  hon.  Under  Secre- 
tary for  the  Colonies.  He  felt  that,  having 
in  an  early  period  of  the  Session  brought 
the  subject  generally  before  the  House, 
and  having  since  received  this  communi- 
n,  it  was  bis  duty  to  submit  it  to  the 
K ;  and  he  could  not  find  a  more  legi- 
timate opportunity  for  so  doing  than  the 
present. 

Sir  Charles  Napier  entirelj  agreed  with 
the  observations  which  had  fidleo  from 
tbe  noble  Lord  and  from  the  hon.  Baronet 
who  had  just  sat  down  relative  to  the  first 
paragraph  of  tbe  preamble  of  the  Treaty. 
It  was  in  these  words  :— 

"  Her  Majesty  the  Queen  of  the  United 
KiOgdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland,  and 
Ilis  Majesty  the  King  of  the  French,  consider- 
ing that  the  Conventioos  of  the  30th  of  No- 
vember, 1631,  and  Ihe  SSnd  of  March,  1633, 
have  effected  their  object  in  preventing  the 
use  of  the  English  and  French  flags  in  carry- 
ing on  the  Slave  Trade,  but  that  ibis  odious 
traRicstillexi9ts,an<l  that  ihe  said  Conventions 
are  insuDicienl  to  ensure  its  complete  suppres- 
sion; His  Majesty  the  King  of  the  Fieiicl), 
having  expressed  his  desire  to  adopt  more 
effectual  measures  for  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  than  those  contemplated  in  the 
said  CoQveotioni;  and  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Bri- 
tain aod  Iceland  being  anxious  10  co-operate 
for  the  attainment  of  this  object;  they  have 
agreed  to  conclude  a  new  Convention,  which, 
as  between  tbe  two  high  contracting  parlies, 
shall  be  substituted  in  the  place  of  the  above< 
mentioned  Conventions  of  1831  and  1633 ; 
and  for  that  purpose  Ihey  have  named  as  tbeir 
Plenipotentiaries,  that  is  to  aay— " 

they  had  made  a  new  Treaty ;  but  what 
had  they  given  up  ?  They  K^ve  up  the 
Right  of  Search — the  right  which  enabled 
the  British  Navy,  on  falling  in  with 
Freuch  vessels,  to  examine  tliem  within 
certain  latitudes,  and  ascertain  whether 
they  were  fitted  up  in  the  usual  manner 
for  tbe  Slave  Trade,  or  fur  conveying 
slaves  to  other  vessels,  or  directly  to  the 
Brazils,  Now  what  had  they  got  in  re- 
turn for  the  rclinqtiisbincnt  of  that  right  f 
They  had  got  the  privilege  of  having 
twenty-six  French  vessels  in  company  and 
conjunction  with  as  many  English  vessels, 
in  order,  it  wo'ild  appear,  that  they 
might  teach  the  French-— as  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Dungarvon  had 
eloquently  expressed  it — that  they  might 
teach  the  French  all  (he  aits  of  seamaosbip 
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\a  which  British  sailorB  excelled.  Now  he 
thought  that  to  be  just  the  most  impolitic 
thing  that  the  Goveinment  could  piw- 
sihly  have  done.  He  recollected  thai  in 
1830,  when  the  French  squadroa  had  been 
frstactiDg  ia  conj  auction  with  the  Bri- 
tish Navy  in  the  North  Sea  and  in  the 
MediterraneaD,  a  gallant  officer  compared 
the  French  vessels  as  being  like  so  many 
floating  idauds.  The  next  matter  to 
which  he  would  wish  to  allude  was  tlie 
Right  of  Visit.  But  was  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  so  sure  that  the  Kight  of  Visit 
would  not  be  as  dangerous  as  the  Right 
of  Search)  or  that  it  would  not,  in  a  short 
time  become  equally  obnoxious  to  the 
French  Goremment  as  the  Right  of 
Search  was  ?  What  was  the  Right  of  Visit  ? 
An  English  vessel  on  the  coast  of  Africa 
discovers  a  vessel  with  French  colours.  If 
the  officer  in  command  did  his  duty,  he 
shotild  send  a  boat  to  her  to  discover  whe- 
ther there  might  not  be  some  assumption 
of  the  French  flag  or  not.  Was  it  not  al- 
most certain  that  if  thevcBsel  assumed  false 
colours,  she  would  also  have  a  crew  dressed 
as  French  sailors,  and  every  other  necessary 
deception  to  correspond  ?  It  would  be, 
therefore,  the  duty  of  the  British  officer  to 
board  the  vessel ;  but  then  they  should  see 
the  delicate  and  gentle  manner  in  which 
the  instructions  which  he  had  to  follow 
had  been  prepared.  It  would  really  appear 
to  have  been  prepared  by  some  gentleman 
who  had  been  all  his  life  accustomed  to 
drawing  ruoma  only.  The  language  was 
really  amusing.     It  was  as  follows : — 

*'  fou  are  not  (o  capture,  visft,  or  in  any  way 
interfere  with  veiiels  of  France  ;  and  you  will 
give  ilrici  inslruclious  to  the  commandiag  oSi- 
ceri  of  cruisers  under  yoar  orders  to  abitalu 
IherefroiD,  At  llie  same  time  you  wilt  remember 
chat  (lie  King  of  ibe  French  is  far  from  claim- 
ing that  the  flag  of  France  should  %ne  immu- 
nity to  those  who  have  no  right  to  bear  it ;  and 
that  Great  Britain  will  not  allow  vessels  of 
other  nations  to  escape  visit  and  examioa 
by  merely  hoistinf;  a  French  flag,  or  the  flag  of 
any  other  nation  with  which  Great  Britain  has 
not,  by  existing  Treaty,  the  Right  of  Search. 
Accordingly,  when  from  intelligence  which 
the  officer  commanding  Her  Majesty's  cruiser 
may  bave  received,  oi  from  the  roanteuTrei  of 
the  vessel,  or  other  sufficient  cause,  he  may 
have  reason  to  believe  that  the  vessel  does  not 
belong  to  the  nation  indicated  by  her  colours, 
he  it,  if  the  state  of  the  weather  will  admit  of 
it,  to  go  a-head  of  the  suspected  vessel,  after 
communicating  his  intention  by  hailing,  and 
to  drop  a  boat  on  board  of  her,  to  ascertain  her 
nationality,  without  causing  her  detention,  in 
the  event  of  her  really  proving  to  be  a  vessel 


of  the  nation  the  colours  of  which  she  has  dis- 
played, and  therefore  one  wbich  he  is  not 
authorized  to  search." 

He  wondered  what  difference  would  exist 
between  the  mamxuvres  of  a  French,  or  a 
Spanish,  or  a  Brazilian  vessel  under  such 
circumstances.  iPerhaps  the  right  hoD. and 
gallant  Admiral  opposite  (Sir  G.  Cock- 
burn),  would  enlighten  the  Hguse  on  that 
point.     It  then  proceeds  :^ 

But  should  the  strength  of  the  wind,  or 
other  circumstance,  render  such  mode  of  visit- 
ing the  stranger  impracliesble,  he  is  to  require 
the  suspected  vessel  to  be  brought  lo,  in  order 
that  her  nationality  may  be  ascertained  ;  and 
he  will  he  justified  in  enforcing  it  if  necessary : 
— understanding  always,  that  he  it  not  to  re- 
sort lo  any  coercive  measure  until  every  other 
shall  have  failed  ;  and  the  officer  who  boards 
the  stranger  is  lo  be  instructed  merely  in  the 
first  instance  to  satisfy  himself  hy  the  veiael's 
paperi,  or  other  proof,  of  her  nationality ;  and 
if  she  prove  really  to  be  a  vessel  of  the  nation 
designated  by  her  colours,  and  one  wliicb  he  is 
not  authorized  to  search,  he  is  to  lose  no  time 
in  quitting  her,  olTering  lo  note  on  the  papers 
of  the  vessel  the  cause  of  bis  having  suspected 
her  nationality,  as  well  as  the  nnmber  of  mi- 
nutes the  vessel  was  detained  (if  detained  at 
all)  for  the  object  in  question ;  such  notation 
Id  be  signed  by  the  boarding  officer,  specifying 
his  rank  aod  thenameofller  Majesty's  craiser, 
and  whether  the  commander  of  the  nsiled 
vessel  consents  to  such  notolion  on  the  ves- 
sel's papers  or  not  (and  it  is  not  to  be  done 
without  his  consent) ;  all  the  said  particulars 
are  to  be  immediately  inserted  in  the  log  book 
of  Her  Majesty's  cruiser,  and  a  full  and  com- 
plete statement  of  the  circumslances  is  to  be 
sent,  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of  the  Admi- 
ralty, by  the  first  opporluoity,  direct  lo  Eng- 
land ;  and  also  a  similar  statement  to  yon  as 
senior  officer  on  the  station,  to  be  forwarded 
by  you  to  our  Secretary,  accompanied  by  any 
remarks  you  may  have  reason  to  make  thereon. 
The  commanding  officers  of  Her  Majetiy's 
vessels  must  bear  in  mind  that  the  duty  of 
executing  the  instruction  immediately  prcced. 
ing,  must  be  discharged  with  great  care  aod 
circumspection.  For  Itsny  injury  be  occasioned 
by  examination  without  luSicient  cause,  or  by 
the  examination  being  improperly  conducted, 
compeniation  must  be  made  to  the  party  ag- 
grieved ;  and  the  officer  wbo  may  cause  an 
'nation  to  be  made  without  sufficient 
or  who  may  conduct  it  improperly,  will 
the  displeasure  of  Her  Majesty's  Uo- 


Well,  what  would  happen  under  iheae  in- 
structions ?  The  captains  of  French  mer- 
chant vessels  cruising  on  the  coast  of 
Africa  would  feel  well  that  England  had 
been  bullied  into  giving  up  the  Ri^t  nf 
Search.     This  was  the  plua  meaniog  ci 
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the  Treitf ; .  aodfvliatever  otber  terras 
might  be  applied  to  it,  the  generality  of 
personi  GorotnaDdiDg  Freach  Tesaeh  would 
adopt  that  more  correct  description  of  what 
had  been  dooe,  and  believe  that  Eoglsad 
had  been  bulllvd  by  France  into  an  aban- 
donment of  the  Right  of  Search.  Well, 
a  British  cruiser  might  fall  in  with  a  res- 
seL  She  might  be  French  or  not ;  but  the 
British  officer  could  not  ascertain  that 
fact  without  sending  a  boat  to  board  her. 
Tbe  French  captain  might  possibly  be  a 
Tiolent  man.  He  might  have  a  great  deal 
of  French  pluck  about  him,  and  cry  out, 
"  I  belong  to  la  Grande  Nation,  and  I 
want  to  Know  for  what  purpose  1  am  de- 
tuned." At  such  a  time  the  smallest  turn 
of  the  helm  would  be  enough  to  run  the 
boat  down.  He  perceived  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  smile;  but  he  could  assure  bim 
that  such  occurrences  were  not  uncommon. 
A  French  war  cruiser  might  be  in  sight, 
and  the  captain  of  the  French  mercbaDt 
vessel  might  say  that  he  would  go  on 
board  of  her,  and  complun  of  the  manner 
in  which  he  bad  been  treated,  and  thus 
disagreement  and  ill-feeling  between  tbe 
crewsofthe  two  vessels  would  be  fomented. 
He  would  illustrate  his  view  of  what  might 
take  place  by  acircumstance  which  occurred 
to  himself  on  the  coast  of  Syria.  They  had 
orders  to  prevent  Egyptian  vessels  from 
coming  into  the  port  of  Beyrout,  and  an 
officer,  in  mistake,  boarded  a  Frencb  vessel, 
which  they  had  no  right  to  do.  He  bad 
intended  writing  a  letter  of  apology  to  the 
French  captain,  when  the  gentleman  came 
on  board,  and  on  being  informed  of  his 
intention,  very  properly  requested  that  the 
letter  should  be  written.  The  letter  was 
aflemarda  sent  to  the  French  papers,  and 
the  capttun  was  cried  up  as  being  the 
greatest  man  that  France  had  ever  pro- 
duced,  because  be  had  made  an  Eng- 
lish 64  gun  ship  apologize  to  him.  The 
French  Government  very  properly  made 
public  aconect  explanation  of  the  matter; 
but  the  captain  was  actually  presented 
with  ihe  Gross  of  the  Legion  of  Honour 
for  his  conduct.  He  hoped  his  apprehen- 
sions would  not  be  realized  ;  but  he  cer- 
tainly very  much  feared  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  find  a  great  deal  more 
difficulty  to  arise  from  the  Right  of  Visit, 
than  had  ever  been  known  under  the 
Ri^ht  of  Search.  There  was  one  Article 
of  the  Treaty  to  which  he  wished  particii- 
brly  to  direct  the  attention  of  the  House, 
namely,  ihe  Fourth.  It  stated  that — 
"  Treaties  for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 


Trade  shall  be  negotiated  with  the  native 
princes  or  chiefs  on  the  ahovemsntioued  part 
of  the  west  coast  of  Africa,  wherever  it  msj 
seem  oeceasBrj  to  the  commaudeR  of  (he  Eng- 
lish and  French  squadrons  respeclirelj.  Such 
Treaties  shell  be  negotiated  by  the  com- 
manders themsetTes,  or  by  officers  specialty 
instructed  by  them  to  that  effect." 

Now  he  presumed  that  tbe  term  "  re- 
spective" raesnt  "conjointly,"  and  that 
the  superior  officers  of  tbe  two  nations 
could  not  conclude  any  of  these  Treaties 
unless  they  could  do  so  togeiber.  But 
then  theSimh  Article  was  in  theie  itords:-~ 

"Whenever  it  shall  be  necessary  to  employ 
force,  coDrormably  to  the  law  of  oalions,  in 
order  to  compel  lbs  doe  execution  of  any 
Treaty  made  in  pursuance  of  the  present  Con- 
vention, no  such  force  shall  be  resorted  to, 
either  by  land  or  sea,  without  the  consent  of 
(ha  commandGrs,  both  of  the  British  and  of  the 
French  iqaadrons.  Andifitshonldhedeeoied 
necessary  for  the  attainment  of  (he  objects  of 
this  Convemion,  that  post»should  be  occupied 
on  that  part  of  the  coast  of  Africa  before  de- 
scribed, this  shall  be  done  only  with  (he  con- 
sent of  the  two  high  contracting  parties." 

Now,  he  would  suppose  that  (wo  com- 
manders of  French  and  British  cruisers 
saw  one  of  these  Treaties,  after  being 
made,  broken  before  their  fsces,  and  that 
one  of  the  two  commanders-in-chief  had 
gone  lo  Cape  Verd,  while  another  had 
sailed  to  the  south  ;  were  they  to  have  no 
power  of  destroying  these  baracoons  until 
they  could  consult  both  their  soperior 
officers  ?  He  would  also  wish  to  know 
why  they  were  not  to  have  French  cruisers 
on  the  eastern,  as  well  as  on  tbe  western 
coast  of  Africa,  as  he  believed  slavery  was 
quite  prevalent  on  the  coasts  of  Mads- 
gascar?  The  crews  of  the  other  ships 
would  constantly  be  in  sight  of  those  of 
this  country — watching  hon  they  acted, 
copying  them  in  ell  respects,  and,  In  fact, 
learning  the  art  of  war.  Me  should  not 
be  surprised  if,  not  long  hence,  Russia 
were  to  volunteer  to  enter  into  a  Treaty 
of  the  same  kind  with  Great  Britain,  in 
order  that  her  cruisers  also  might  derive 
beneiit  from  the  education.  He  had  little 
doubt  that  this  was  one  of  the  reasons 
which  induced  France  to  enter  into  the 
Treaty.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  bad  said 
that  we  had  gained  6J  degrees  as  re- 
gsrded  the  Right  of  Visit;  but  the  truth, 
was,  that  we  had  the  Right  of  Search  be- 
fore, and  a  Eight  ofVisit  also  in  southern 
latitudes ;  we  always  had  possessed  the 
power  of  ascertaining  irhether  a  vesiel 
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reillj  belopged  to  the  conntry  whoie  flag 
■he  bore.  He  did  not  lee,  therefore, 
what  we  had  gained  io  tbii  leipect ;  and 
we  had  certaialy  loit  upon  other  pointi. 
He  would  rather  lee  the  Britiih  Oorern- 
ment  iDitaiDingihe  wholeeipenaeof  fiftv- 
two  teiieU  of  war,  than  acting  conjointi; 
with  a  French  or  anj  other  tqnadron. 

Mr.  Q.  W.  Hope  wiihed  to  say  a  few 
words  in  answer  to  what  had  fallen  From 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
Tetiity  of  Oxford,  and  at  that  late  hour  of 
the  nif;bt  they  woold  be  bui 
hon.  Friend  had  spoken  of  purchasing 
slaves  for  the  purpose  of  emancipating 
Ibero.  He  had,  indeed,  acquitted  the  Go- 
vernment of  Trinidad  on  this  subject ;  but 
he  ought  to  have  said  that  when  proposah 
of  the  kind  were  made,  they  were  met  by 
a  moil  decided  negative.  The  British 
Government  had  objected  to  any  proposal 
that  might  be  so  abused;  and  the  noble 
Lord  under  whom  he  served  was  of 
ion  that  the  purchase  of  slaves  in  this 
way  might  vlrtnally  cDcoursge  the  Slave 
Trade,  under  the  pretence  of  free  emigra- 
lion,  and  the  great  body  of  the  West 
Indians  had  never  advocated  any  course 
laying  them  open  to  lucb  a  charge.  The 
more  immediate  object  of  the  observations 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  was  the  treatment  of 
liberated  Africacs  at  Sierra  Leone;  and 
this  very  day,  be  (Mr.  Hope)  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  conversing  with  a  lieutenanl 
of  the  Navy,  who  had  been  engaged  in 
the  service :  the  account  he  gave  did  not 
lead  him  (Mr.  Hope)  to  assent  to  the 
fHCia,  moch  leM  to  the  deductions,  of  the 
hon.  Baronet.  It  was  undoubtedlf  the 
opinion  of  the  Government  that  liberated 
slaves  could  be  settled  more  salisractority 
to  ihemielves  in  the  West  Indies  than  at 
Sierra  Leone.  On  this  point  he  might 
refer  also  to  the  statements  of  ihe  Go- 
vernor of  Sierra  Leone,  himself  a  man  of 
colour,  and  to  the  information  derived  from 
the  members  of  the  Mixed  Commission. 
Hence  it  appeared,  that  at  Sierra  Leone 
the  negroes  worked  at  a  low  rate  of  wages, 
and  allhough  they  bad  some  means  of 
education  and  spiritual  instruction,  they 
enjoyed  none  of  the  advantages  pouessed 
by  the  negroes  in  the  West  Indies.  If 
not  a  slave,  ha  was  a  mere  drudge.  To 
the  same  elTect  he  might  read  an  extract 
of  a  letter  from  Mr.  Hooke,  the  Secretary 
to  the  Mixed  Commission,  who  added  that 
the  lilMrated  negroes  often  became  wan- 
derers among  ilie  mouDtaini  near  Sierra 
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Leone,  and  being  retaken,  were  resold 
and  reshipped  as  slaves.  In  one  slave 
ship  three  were  found  who  could  talk 
English  fluently,  who  had  been  liberated 

Sierra  Leone,  who  had  been  recap- 
tured, resold  to  ilavery,  and  retaken  by 
s  British  cruiser.  On  the  other  hand  m 
the  West  Indies  wages  were  higher,  com- 
forts great,  and  means  of  religions  in- 
struction abundant.  He  contended,  there- 
fore, that  it  was  the  duty  of  Oovero- 
menl,  by  every  fair  means,  but  by  fair 
means  only,  to  induce  the  natives  to  trans- 
port themselves  from  the  coast  of  Africa. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  contended  that  the 
negro  had  no  real  oplioo,  and  that  it  was  a 
mere  mockery  ;  but  what  he  had  said  to- 
night did  not  well  tally  withhis  former  itate. 
ments  and  opinions  upon  the  subject. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  said,  that  the  choice 
was  frequently  between  starvation  and 
emigration,  and  that  bribes  were  held  out 
in  the  shape  of  bounty  money,  tobacco, 
and  promises  of  kind  treatment,  to  indnca 
them  to  go  to  the  West  Indies.  At  all 
events,  this  statement  negatived  any  as- 
sertion of  the  use  of  force  and  compul- 
sion; and  the  officer  to  whom  he  bad 
before  alluded,  had  enabled  him  to  con- 
tradict it.  He  had  asked  him  how  it 
happened  that  so  few  liberated  Africani 
were  persuaded  to  go  to  the  West  Indies} 
and  he  had  answered  that  it  depanded 
on  iha  advice  they  received  from  their 
own  countrymen ;  they  were  only  to  be 
reached  by  interpreters.  The  object  was 
to  give  them  a  fair  and  free  choice,  to 
place  the  advantages  clearly  and  truly 
before  them ;  whereas,  it  would  be  in- 
ferred from  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Baronet,  that  no  option  was  allowed,  and 
that  when  once  they  had  consented  to 
go,  they  were  not  permitted  to  alter  their 
determination.  So  far  was  this  from  being 
thecase,  thai  the  negroes  constantly  chang- 
ed their  minds  before  they  quitted  Sierra 
Leone  ;  and,  in  one  instance,  180  had  so 
changed  their  minds.  It  was  evident, 
therefore,  that  the  assertion  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  ill-fouoded. 

Captain  Peekell  slated,  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  was  completely  niiUken  as 
to  the  benefiii  which  he  expected  lode- 
rive  from  the  Convention.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  attributed  the  clamour  against  the 
Right  of  Search  in  France  to  the  feeling 
which  had  been  excited  against  his  noble 
Friend  ;  but  this  was  not  the  case,  far 
nothing  was  heard  on    the   subject  until 
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Rania  and  other  Poweri  were  incited  to 
join  this  country  and  France  in  ConTen- 
tiong  ■ifflilar  to  those  of  1831  and  1833. 
He  nonld  refer  to  the  authority  of  MM, 
Guizot  and  the  Duke  de  Broglie.  He  de- 
nied that  the  Rifht  or  Search  could  not 
have  been  oiBintaiDed  if  proper  ilepi  had 
been  taken  for  that  parpose.  He  was 
prond  to  find  that  a  naval  officer,  much 
to  bit  honour,  stated  thii  in  the  French 
Chamber.  Admiral  Rousiin  had  staled 
there,  that  as  he  knew  the  Slave  Trade 
could  not  be  put  down  without  the  roaia- 
lenance  of  the  Right  of  Search,  he  would 
wave  any  jealousy  with  respect  to  the 
French  flag  on  that  point.  He,  therefore, 
thought  that  there  was  no  ground  for  this 
country  making  the  enormous  sacrifice 
which  bad  been  made  by  this  Convention. 
The  Treaties  with  Spain  and  Portugal 
might  alio  be  thrown  up  on  the  same 
gronnd.  The  means  which  were  to  be 
adopted  under  the  Convention  would  be 
perfectly  harmless  as  regarded  the  Slave 
Trade  ;  and  it  was  a  delusion  to  suppose 
that  any  assistance  would  be  givefi  by  the 
French  squadron  for  this  purpose,  unless 
by  landing  and  tsking  possession  of  the 
slave  factories  on  the  coast.  The  French 
squadron  could  not  slop  slave  ships  under 
the  Spanish,  Portuguese,  or  Braiilian  flags, 
because  there  were  no  Treaties  between 
France  and  those  Powers  respecting  the 
Right  of  Search.  Much  more  harm  would 
beinditted  on  the  commerce  of  England 
on  the  coast  of  Africa,  by  the  presence  of 
the  French  squadron  there,  than  there  was 
any  chance  of  arising  from  any  collision 
that  would  lake  place  under  the  Right  of 
Search.  He  could  not  conceive  how  any 
naval  man  could  sanction  such  a  sacrifice 
as  had  been  made  under  this  Convention. 
Viicoant  Paiitierston  said,  that  he  had 
very  few  observations  to  make  in  reply  to 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hoo.  Baro- 
net. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  stat- 
ed that,  from  his  position  in  the  Govern- 
meoi,  and  from  the  great  labour  which  he 
had  to  perform,  it  was  difficult  for  him  to 
reply  entirely  on  the  moment  to  observa- 
tions which  might  be  made  on  such  a  sub- 
ject as  the  present.  It  arose  from  the  pre- 
sent coDstituiion  of  (he  Administration,  as 
the  Foreign  Department  had  no  repre- 
sentative in  that  House;  and  it  was  Im- 
possible for  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet  to 
send  a  copy  of  his  speech,  or  even  the 
heads  of  what  he  meant  to  say  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  two  or  three  days  beforehaDd; 


but  it  wu  obvioas  on  that  oecuion,  that 
any  deficiency  in  the  reply  of  the  right 
hoo.  Baronet  did  not  arise  from  any  want 
of  knowledge  or  ability  on  his  part,  but 
because  no  one  could  properly  answer  the 
points  which  had  been  put.  The  right 
hoo.  Baronet  had  said  that  be  had  on 
every  occasion  taken  the  opportunity  of 
speskiug  disparagingly  of  France.  He 
denied  it.  He  never  thought  of  speaking 
disparagingly  of  France.  Every  sensible 
man  must  feel  the  greatest  respect  for 
the  Freuch  nation;  and  must  desire  that 
France  and  England  should  be  on  the 
most  friendly  terms.  He  did  not  wish 
to  boast  of  what  had  been  done  by  the 
Government  to  which  he  had  belonged ; 
yet,  he  believed,  that  they  did  as  much  to 
cement  a  good  understanding  between 
the  two  countries  as  it  was  possible  under 
the  circumstances  to  accomplish.  The 
right  hon.  Bsronet  had  stated,  that  he  wag 
mistaken  in  stating  that  no  remonstrance 
was  made  by  the  British  Government  to 
France  for  not  ratifying  the  Treaty  of 
1841.  He  made  his  statement  on  the 
assertion  of  the  French  Minister  in  the 
French  Chambers,  who  declared  that  Eng- 
land had  made  no  remonstrance  on  the 
subject.  He  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Bsronet  that  the  refussl  to  ratify  the 
Treaty,  was  not  a  cause  for  war  between 
the  two  countries.  He  would  go  further, 
and  say,  that  it  was  not  a  cause  for  any 
serious  coldness  between  the  two  Govern- 
ments; hut,  for  the  sake  of  example  and 
precedent,  it  would  have  been  well  to  have 
«ritten,not  merely  a  despatch  to  the  Eng- 
tish  Ambassador,  but  a  note  to  the  French 
Governmeni,  stating  calmly  and  dispai* 
sionately  the  reasons  why  this  Government 
objected  to  the  course  taken  by  them 
on  the  subject.  He  was  inclined  to 
doubt  whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
acted  prudently  io  declining  the  profer- 
id  modiScations  of  France,  especially  if 
they  were  ooly  of  a  trifling  and  imma- 
terial character.  It  was  likely  that  the 
rejection  of  those  modifications  was  the 
cause  why  the  ratification  of  the  Treaty 
was  not  made.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
had  referred  to  ihe  despatch  addressed  by 
im  (Viscount  Palmerston)  to  Lord  Gran- 
ille  on  Ihe  7th  of  April,  1831,  by  which 
as  proposed  to  the  French  Government 
a  unlimited  Right  of  Search.  To  this 
proposition,  France  gave  a  positive  refu- 
sal. It  was  then  proposed,  that  a  tempo- 
rary  arrangement  should  be  made  between 
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tbe  two  Governnoenti,  for  interchiDging 
warraoU  niiboot  rouading  ihem  on  anj 
Treaty.  That  propoial  pleased  Ihe  French 
GoremmaDt,  and  tbey  agreed  to  it :  but, 
inatead  of  iti  being  made  an  experimental 
Bad  temporary  arrangement,  France  con- 
aented  to  embody  it  in  a  Treaty,  Tbe 
moroeat  it  was  so  embodied,  it  no  longer 
remained  a  msrter  of  arrangement  between 
the  two  Govemmentt,  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  niait,  therefore,  admit  that  he 
bad  miiunderalood  tbe  naiura  of  the 
Treaty.  All  he  (Viacount  Palmerslon) 
could  say,  wltb  respect  to  ihe  number  of 
cruiiera  to  be  maintained  by  the  two  Go- 
vernments waa,  that  this  country  had 
treated  with  France  as  a  Power  actiag 
upon  the  principles  of  h'jnaur  and  self- 
respect.  He  never  believed  France  would 
seek  to  avail  heraelfof  any  meana  of  eva- 
sion. He  would  not  now,  believe,  that  if 
the  Governmeiit  had  refused  to  abrogate 
the  Treaty,  France  woald  not  have  felt  it 
due  to  her  honour  and  dignity  to  act  upon 
the  fair  spirit  and  meaning  of  it.  With 
reference  to  the  explanation  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  of  the  nature  of  the 
evidence  given  by  the  oflicera  before  the 
Commissioners,  he  (Viscount  Palmerston) 
was  williog  to  make  a  bargain.  If  the 
right  hon.  Baionet  would  give  him  a  Itit 
of  the  names  of  the  witnesses  examined, 
and  an  extract  of  such  parts  of  their  evi. 
dence  as  related  to  the  value  of  the  mu- 
tual Right  of  Search,  ag  a  means  for  the 
suppreision  of  the  Slave  Trade,  he  wouk' 
modify  bin  Motion  to  that  extent.  Hi 
would  in  that  case  leave  it  to  the  Govern' 
ment  to  use  their  perfectly  free  and  un. 
qualified  discretion  to  select  the  passages 
aud  expressions  of  the  witnesses.  But  if 
tbe  right  boo.  Gentleman  refused  to  do 
this,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  upon  the  Motion  as  it 
stood. 

The  Houae  divided :— Ayes  51;  Noes 
94 :  Majority  43. 

List  of  the  AvEE. 


Archbold,  It. 
Baring,  rl.  ho.  F.  T. 
Berkeley,  hn.  Capt. 
Blake,  5l.  J. 
Brolherlon,  J. 
Chspman,  B. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clements,  Visct. 
Cowper,  hon.  W.  F. 
Ctaig,  W.  G. 
CurieiB,  H.  D. 


Dalmeny,  Lord 
D'Eyncourl,rt.hn.C. 
Dungsn,  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Ebriogton,  Visct. 
Esmond  e.  Sir  T. 
Etwall,  H. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Foraler,  M. 
French,  F. 
Granger,  T-  C. 


Hindley,  C. 
IloUand.  B. 
Honman,  E. 


,  W. 


Inglii,  Sir  R.  H. 
Labouchere,  ri.  hn.  H. 
Leveson,  Lord 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Martin,  J. 
Moffat,  G. 
Morris,  D. 
Njpier,  Sit  C. 
O'Connell,  M.  J. 
Ord,  W. 

Palmerslon,  Visct. 
Radingion,  T.  N. 


Rusiell,  Lord  J. 
Seymour,  Lord 
iiheil,  rt.  hn.  R.  L. 
Shelburne,  Earl  of 
Sberidan.  R.  B. 
Smith,  rl.  hn.  R.  V. 
Somers,  J.  P. 
Somerville.SirW.  H. 
Vane,  Lord  li. 
Vivian,  J.  il. 
Warbutlon,  H, 
Wawn,  J.  T. 
Wy»e,  T. 

TELLEHS 

Tufnell,  H. 
Pechell,  Capt. 


List  of  ihe  Noes. 


Acland,  Sir  T.  D. 
A'Court,  Capt, 
Anlrobus,  E. 
Bailey,  J. 
Baillie,  Col. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Barkly,  H. 


Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Holmes,  hDD.W.A'C. 
Hope,  Sir  J. 
Ilnpe,  hon.  C. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hotharo,  Lord 


Baring,  tl.  bo.  W,  B.     Hughes,  W.  B. 


Barrington,  Viicl. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Boldero.  H.  G. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Boyd,  J. 

Bramston,  T.  W. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Buckley,  B. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Cardnell,  £. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Christopher,  It.  A. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W, 
Cletk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
C!ife,hon.R.H. 
Cockburn.rt.bnSirG. 
Corry,  rt.  hon.  H, 
Couitenay,  Lord 
Darner,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
DeoisoD,  E.  B. 
Douglas,  Sit  II. 
Escott,  B. 
Estcourt,T.  C.  B. 
Fitiroy,  hon.  H. 
Flower,  Sir,  J. 
Fox,  S.  L. 

Fre  mantle,  rt.bn.SirT. 
Gaskett,  J.  Milnes 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capt. 
Gore,  W.O. 
Gore,  W.  B.  O. 
Goulburo,  rl.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  tt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Greenall.  P. 
Greene,  T. 
Crimston,  Visct. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  W.J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 


Jermyn,  Earl  of 
Jocelyn,  Viict. 
Lemiox,  Lord  A. 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Lockhart,  W. 
Hackentie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W.  F. 
M'Neill,  D. 
Mahon,  Viict. 
Marjoribanks,  S. 
Masterraan,  J. 
Meynetl,  Capt. 
Mildmay,  H.  St,  J. 
Milnes,  R.  M. 
Neeld,  J. 
Neville,  R.  ' 
Nicholl,  It.  bon.  J. 
Peel,  ri.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Praed,  W.  T. 
Pringle,  A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Shaw,  rt.  hon-  F. 
Smith,  rt.hn.T.  B.C. 
Smollett,  A. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Stuart,  H. 
Sutton,  hon.  H,  M. 
TennenI,  J.  E. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Vfsey,  hon.  T. 
Waddirgton,  H.S. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 


Young,  J. 
Baring,  H.  . 


22fi        Ivnatic  Allium  and  {JvLfS} 

Colleges  (Ireland)  Bill.]  Od  ibe 
Order  of  the  Da;  for  briogiog  op  the 
Report  on  (liia  Bill, 

Mr.  Wyie  moved — 

"  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  Ihii  House,  that 
whereas  the  Act  of  Seiilement  eiiacti  ihat  a 
College  be  anaeied  to  the  Unirersiljr  of  Dub- 
liD  in  addition  to  the  College  of  the  Holy 
Trinity,  under  the  name  and  title  of  King's 
College,  and  the  Act  of  1793  provides  that 
all  future  Colleges  (hat  may  be  anneied  to 
said  University,  after  l^e  passing  of  that  Act, 
be  open  to  Homan  Catholics  and  Protestant 
Dissenters  equally  with  Protestants,  In  all 
their  honours  and  einolumenls,  as  well  as 
studies;  the  Colleges  proposed  to  be  founded 
under  the  present  Bill  de  anneied  to  the  said 
University  under  the  conditions  which  the  Act 
of  1793  prescribes." 

Sir  Jamtt  Graham  restated  (be  Amend- 
tneol,  ■■  totally  unconnected  with  the 
main  object  of  the  Bill.  He  could  not 
believe,  indeed,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
waa  aerioua  in  preaaing  his  Motion;  and, 
therefore,  be  ahould  not  trouble  the  House 
at  that  bour  by  eniering  into  the  subject. 

Mr.  Sham  aaid,  he  would  have  ab- 
stained, and  particularly  it  that  late  hour, 
frocn  laying  a  word  upon  (he  subject,  but 
for  t«o  incorrect  staiementi,  having  re- 
ference to  the  University  of  Dnblin,  which 
he  dejired  to  correct.  The  first  was,  that 
the  origioEil  charter,  by  Queen  Elizabeth, 
did  not  contemplate  any  distinctions  in 
ibe  religious  creed  of  the  atudent*  to  be 
educated  at  Trinity  College ;  but  ifae  re- 
verse was  the  fact,  for  not  only  would 
such  an  interpretation  be  opposed  to  the 
whole  tenor  of  the  policy  of  those  times, 
but  the  2nd  Eliz.,  chap.  1,  expreiily  en- 
acted that  "  ail  and  every  person  or  per- 
aont  which  shall  be  preferred  to  any  de- 
gree of  learning  in  any  University,  shall, 
before  being  preferred  to  such  degree, 
lake  and  receive  Ibe  Oath  of  Supremacy." 
And,  in  fact,  no  Roman  Catholic  was 
permitted  to  graduate  before  1793.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  was  in  error,  in  averring, 
that  the  Act  of  Settlement  had  enacted 
that  a  College  should  be  annexed  to  the 
University  of  Dublin,  in  addition  lo  the 
College  of  the  Holy  Trinity  ;  whereaa  the 
Act  of  Settlement  only  enabled  the  Crown, 
if  it  thought  fit,  to  add  another  College, 
and  to  endow  it  from  the  restored  lands, 
bat  t)ot  from  the  estates  of  Ttinilv  College. 
He  would  object  to  such  a  course  practi- 
csll<r.— not  only  on  account  of  ihe  greet 
difficulties  connected  with  the  vested  pro- 
perly and  rights  of  Trinity  Collrge— but 
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also  because,  as  he  had  before  stated  to 
the  House,  he  considered  there  was  al- 
ready a  more  than  sufficient  supply  of 
what  could  be  strictly  called  universiiy 
education  in  Ireland;  and  that  the  new 
Establishmenla  under  that  Bill  would  be 
very  useful  in  their  way,  but  as  affording 
a  different  kind  of  education. 

Motion  negatived. 

The  Report  received.  Bill  read  a  third 
time. 

House  adjourned  at  two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Wedneiday,  July  9,  1845. 

HiflDTU.;)    Niw  UuaM  SwoaH.   GIi  John  Thonua 

BuUb  Duckwonh,  Bul.,J1ir  EiH«. 
BlUA      PviBi.—l'-  BoDdedCorni  Spiril>(tRluid)iEi|. 

elw  DuticioD  S[dilU(Chiiuiel  liluid>)i  UndihDnlSucli 

Witch  Bitsi  BiDkniptci  DfdmtioD. 

r,(G>u- 

•(lUut  DhBc- 

BUL— By  Mr.  BouTirieuid  On  Lord 

AdiooitB,  ftom  AfrwidoUwrplui*,  igiliiti  Uw  Unlnt- 

ilUa  (Seotlnd)  BlU^—By  Mr.  BumMnou  lod  Hnnl 

plus,  in  binur  ol  tbt  UolnniclM  (ScotlUKl)  BUL— By 


ir  South  Wila,  foi  Repnl  ol 


aula  Aoti  nUUnf 
1  Bod  Dibn  boD. 
1,  foi  Tm  HcKir^ 


Ho  Mtmitoa  of  Law  n 
(InludI  BUL— By  Ln" 
bay,  M.D.,  In  tttcf.r  ut  Pllytis  inil  Surgary  BUI. 

Lunatic  Astluhs  and  Paitpbr 
Lukatics  Bill.]  On  the  Motion  that 
the  House  go  into  Committee  on  the  Lu- 
natic Aaylums'  Bill, 

Mr.  Liddelt  complained  that  not  one 
Member  of  the  Government  was  prerent 
on  this  occasion.  The  point  on  which  he 
wished  to  get  some  information  waa, 
whether  parties  who  had  embarked  large 
sums  in  private  Lunatic  Asylums,  all  of 
vhich  were  conducted  with  great  care, 
kill,  and  humanity,  would  be  injuriously 
iffecied  by  the  Bill.  He  highly  approved 
of  the  principle  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  hoped 
it  would  not  be  allowed  to  operate  inju- 
riously to  those  parties  to  whom  be  re- 
ferred, 

Williams  also  concurred  in  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  but  regretted  that  a 
measure  oF  such  importance  should  not 
been  introduced  at  an  earlier  period 
of  the  Session.  He  also  trusted  that  the 
parties  lo  nhoro  reference  had  been  n 


lid  be  adequately  protected,  as  far 
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■Dcb  protection  did  not  militate  Bgninit 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  or  tbe  iniertHis 
ofthe  public. 

Mr.  P,  Howard  iboaght,  that  at  this 
late  period  of  tbe  SmioD,  it  nai  nnjuit 
to  throw  upon  pRiiihas  aoil  imall  coun- 
tiet  luch  Urge  expenses  aathii  Bill  would 
eotail;  and,  nnlera  the  Bill  was  greatly 
modified  in  this  respect,  be  would,  on  the 
third  reading,  take  the  sense  of  the  House 
on  an  Amendment  to  have  tbo  Bill  post- 
poned to  next  Session. 

House  in  Committee, 

On  Clause  75, 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  proposed  as  an 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"Asylum"  to  the  end  o(  tbe  Clause,  in 
order  to  insert  tbe  word^~ 

["  Notice  or  (be  ssme  shall  b«  sent  to  the 
Coroner  htTing  jarisdiction  where  tncb  Asy- 
lum ii  sitasted,  who  shall  cause  an  Inquest  to 
be  held  touching  the  came  of  such  patient's 
death."] 

QaesltoD  put "  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  oat  stand  pan  of  the  Clause." 

Committee  divided:— Ajet  37,  Noes  4 : 
Majotit;  33. 

Unitersitibs  (Scotland)  Bill.]  Mr. 
Jiacttulay  rose  to  move  the  Second  Reading 
of  the  Universities  Scotland  BilL  He 
said :  I  bare  been  requested  bj  mv  right 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  tbe  Member  for 
Leitb  (Mr.  Hutherfurd),  to  act  as  his  sub- 
stitute on  this  oGcanon.  1  very  greatly 
regret  that  a  substitute  should  be  neces- 
sary. I  regret  that  we  have  not  him 
among  us  to  take  charge  of  this  measure, 
which  he  introduced  to  a  very  thin  House 
indeed,  in  one  of  the  most  forcible  and  lu- 
minous speeches  it  has  ever  been  my  lot 
to  bear.  Tbe  few  hon.  Members,  how- 
ever, who  were  then  present,  cannot  fail 
to  remember  tbe  powerful  eSect  which  tbe 
speech  of  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  on 
applying  for  leave  to  bring  in  the  Bill, 
produced.  The  Ministers  who  came  doivn 
to  oppose  it  relinquished  their  objections  to 
it.  They  hesitated ;  they  consulted  toge- 
ther; and  at  last,  under  the  irresistible 
influence  of  his  eloquence,  they  consented 
that  he  should  have  leave  to  bring  in  tbe 
Bill.  They  subsequently  appeared  to  re- 
gard the  Bill  with  favour,  and  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  with  himself,  was  thus 
induced  to  expect  that  the  oppoeilion  to  it 
was  over.  We  anticipated  that  this  im- 
portant and  salutary  measure  would  be 
suffered   to  become  law.    But  we  have 
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been  disappmnted.  It  has  been  intimated 
to  us  that  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's  Government  to  resiat  tbe  further 
prepress  of  tbe  measure ;  and  under  these 
circumstances  I  now  rise  to  move  the  Se- 
cond Beading  of  the  Bill.  Were  this  an 
ordinary  occasion,  1  should,  under  such 
circumstances,  despair  of  SBccess;  but 
when  I  consider  tbe  strength  of  our  cause, 
and  recollect  the  justice  and  necessity 
on  which  it  is  founded,  I  cannot  think  it 
possible  that  even  the  opposition  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  could  succeed 
against  iL  I  should  consider  success  not 
only  possible,  but  oerlain,  if  I  did  not 
know  how  imperfectly  moat  English  Gen- 
tlemen are  informed  on  subiects  immedi- 
ately connected  with  Scotland.  It  is  on 
this  account  that,  departing  from  tbe  ordi- 
nary course,  I  think  it  necessary,  even 
after  the  able  and  eloquent  statement  of 
my  bon.  and  learned  Friend  in  introdudng 
tbe  measure,  to  address  the  House,  instead 
of  Mmply  moving  the  second  reading  of 
this  BjJl ;  and  in  doing  so  I  shall  beg  tbe 
attention  of  the  English  Gentlemen  present 
to  the  state  of  Scotland.  1  hope  that  they 
will  think  that  on  this  occasion  the  Mem- 
her  for  Edinburgh  has  aome  right  to  their 
indulgence.  I  have  been  sent  to  this 
House  as  the  Representative  of  a  great 
city,  which  was  once  the  capital  of  an  in- 
dependent kingdom— once  tbe  seat  of  a 
Court  and  of  a  Parliament ;  and,  though 
for  the  general  good  it  descended  from  that 
eminence,  it  still  continues  the  intellectual 
metropolis  of  a  great  and  intelligent 
people.  Their  chief  distinction  of  late 
years  has  been  derived  from  their  Univer- 
sity, which  was  practically  constituted  on 
the  pure  principles  of  toleration  now  ad- 
vocated by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  .So 
constituted,  it  has  flourished  during  seve- 
ral generations,  a  blessing  to  the  Empire, 
and  renowned,  to  the  furthest  ends  of  the 
world,  as  a  great  school  of  phy^cal  and 
moral  science.  This  noble  and  henelicent 
institution  is  now  threatened  with  a  Koa- 
plcte  and  ignominious  sltcraiion  in  its  cha- 
racter by  the  shortsighted  and  criminal 
policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and 
by  the  virulence  of  ecclesiastical  faction, 
which  is  bent  on  persecution,  without 
even  the  miserable  excuse  of  fanaticism. 
Nor  is  it  only  Edinburgh  that  is  threatened. 
In  pleading  for  it,  1    plead  for  all   tbe 

?eat  academic  institutions  of  Scotland. 
he  fate  of  all  depends  on  the  discussion 
of  this  night ;  and,  while  pleading  for 
them,  I  am  confident  that  I  shall  be  heard 
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vitb  favour  b^  ereir  one  who  Imes  le&rn- 
iog  and  religious  libcny.  I  shall  now 
proceed,  therefore,  without  further  ])re- 
face,  to  the  consideration  of  the  Bill  be- 
fore tbe  House.  I  say,  flrst,  that  tbis 
Bill  it  founded  on  a  tound  principle.  I 
uf,  secondly,  tbat  even  if  tbe  principle  of 
thu  Bill  were  not  one  which  could  be  de- 
fended as  generally  sound,  still  tbe  priuci- 
plei  of  tbe  Ministers  should  make  ibem 
desirous  of  passing  the  Bill ;  and,  thirdly, 
I  say,  that  if  the  Bill  ought  to  pass,  it 
ought  not  to  be  delayed  fay  the  Govern- 
ment. I  state,  first,  that  the  principle  of 
this  Bill  is  a  sound  principle;  and  whoever 
else  may  undertake  to  controvert  that  as- 
sertion, by  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  at 
least,  it  cannot  be  controverted.  From 
their  mouth  a  declaration  wilt  not  sound 
well,  tbat  literary  and  scientific  instruction 
is  inseparablv  connected  with  spiritual  in* 
struction.  It  will  not  do  for  them  to  rail 
agiiinst  the  principle  of  tbie  Bill  as  estab- 
Jibbing  "  a  godless  system  of  education  ;" 
or  to  talk  with  horror  of  tbe  danger  of 
youngnien  listening  to  lectures  delivered  by 
an  Arian  professor  of  bittany,  or  a  Popish 
professor  of  chemistry.  They  have  eon- 
tended  tbat  those  sciences  can  be  taught 
without  reference  to  a  religious  creed. 
They  hare,  for  a  country  in  which  a  great 
proportion  of  tluMe  who  require  academi- 
cal education  ue  dissenters  from  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  advocated  a  system  of  aca- 
demical education  altogether  separate  from 
religious  tests.  In  that  case  they  have 
tfarown  open  the  professorship*  to  every 
creed  ;  and  they  have  strenuously  defended 
tbis  principle  against  attacks  from  opposite 
quarters — against  the  attacks  of  eealous 
members  of  the  Church  of  England,  and 
of  the  prelates  of  the  Church  of  Rome.  A 
test  was  o&ered  only  the  day  before  yester- 
day for  their  acceptance  by  the  hen.  Baro- 
net the  Member  for  North  Devon  (Sir  T, 
Acland),  a  test  singularly  moderate,  mere- 
ly requiring  the  professors  to  declare  tbeii 
belief  in  the  divine  authority  of  the  Old 
and  New  Testaments ;  and  even  this  text 
the  Ministers  resisted  as  inconsistent  with 
tbe  principles  of  their  measure.  It  i 
then  argued  that  it  was  unnecessary 
apply  such  a  test  to  professors  of  secular 
science ;  tbat  it  was  unworthy  to  insi- 
nuate that  they  would  inculcate  infidelity 
on  their  pupils ;  and  all  men  must  remem* 
ber  with  what  scorn  the  Ministers  dis- 
carded the  notion  that  science  could  not  be 
taught  except  in  conjunction  with  a  reli- 
gious creed.     The  right  hon.  Gentleman 


at  the  head  of  the  Government  lud  that  it 
was  utterly  impwidblB  to  suppose  that  tbe 
professors  would  stoop  to  conduct  anything 
•0  degrading,  and  abuse  tbe  confidence  re- 
posed in  them.     We  heard  in  other  quar- 
ters the  use  of  very  different  language; 
but  that  language  made  as  little  impres- 
sion on  Ministers  as  on  me.   We  were  told 
that  secular  knowledge,  unsanctioned  and 
unaccompanied  by  sound  views  of  purs  re- 
ligion, was  not  merely  useless,  but  was  po- 
sitively noxious— tbat  it  was  not  a  bless- 
ing, but  a  curse.     I  respect  roost  deeply 
some  of  those  who  used  that  language; 
but  it  appears  to  me  that  this  proposition 
is  one  which,  while  you  state  it  in  merely 
general  terms,  may  possibly  have  a  pleas- 
ing sound  to  the  ears  of  some  persons,  but 
which,  when  bronghl  to  a  test  by  apply- 
ing it  to  the  real  concerns  of  life,  is  so 
monstrous  and  ludicrous  that  rerulation  is 
of  the  question-     Is  it  seriously  meaot, 
that  if  tbe  captain  of  an  Indiaman  should 
be  a  Socinian,  it  would  be  better  that  he 
should  not  know  tlie  science  of  navigation ; 
and  that  if  a  druggut  should  be  a  Sweden- 
borgian,  it  would  be  better  tbat  be  did  not 
the  difference  between  Epsom  salts 
and  oxalia  acid  f     Is  it  seriously  meant, 
that  100,000,000  of  the  Queen's  subjects, 
being  Mahomedans  and  Hindoos,  and  pro- 
gressing towards  our  stale  of  civilization, 
should  be  sunk  below   the  aborigines  of 
South  Wales,  without  an  alphabet, 
and  without  the  rudiments  uf  arithmetic? 
Gentlemen  who  mean  seriously  that  secular 
knowledge,  unsanctioned  by  a  pure  system 
of  religion,  is  a  positive  evil,  must  go  that 
length  ;  but  1  should  think  that  no  sane  man 
would  be  found  to  do  that.  At  least,  I  never 
could  conceive  how  an  error  in  geology  or 
astronomy  could  be  corrected  by  divinity,  or 
how  a  man  well  acquainted  vrith  his  Bible 
could  be  saved  from  scientific  errors.     On 
these  grounds,    I  cordially  supported  tbe 
measure  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
introduced  with  respect  to  the  Irish  Col- 
leges,    The  principle  of  the  Irish  Colleges 
Bill,  and  the  principle  of  the  Bill  the  se- 
cond reading  of  which  I  now  move,  are  tbe 
same;   and   the  House  and  the  country 
have  a  right  to  know  why  those  who  bring 
in  the  Irish  Colleges  Bill  call  on  us  to 
throw  out  the  present  Bill.    It  is  most  true, 
that  in  Scotland  there  is  no  clamour  againitt 
the  English  connexion.     It  is  true,  thnc  in 
Scotland  there  is  no  demagogue  who  tliinks 
to  obtain  popular  favour  by  altempiiog  to 
excite  animosity  against  men  of  the  English 
race  ;  and  it  is  true,  that  in  Scotland  there 
I  3 
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is  no  party  who  would  venture  to  ipeak  of 
the  eDemies  of  the  State  u  powble  to  be, 
under  an;  drcumitances,  the  allies  of  Scot- 
land. In  every  exlremitj  the  Scotch  peo- 
ple will  be  found  faithful  to  the  common 
cause  of  the  Empire;  hut  it  will  not,  I 
hope,  be  thought — I  am  lure  that,  at  inv 
rate,  it  will  not  be  publicly  avowed — that 
on  thii  account  a  measure  bestowed  u  a 
boon  on  anolher  part  of  the  Emmre,  ought 
to  be  withheld  from  Scotland.  But  if  this 
is  not  the  distinction,  where  are  we  to  look 
for  a  distinction?  In  Scotland,  as  well 
as  in  Ireland,  unhappily,  the  Established 
Church  is  the  church  of  the  minority  of 
the  population.  It  is  perfectly  true,  that 
the  proportion  of  Dissenters  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church  in  Scotland  is  not  so  great 
as  in  Ireland  ;  but  we  cannot  say  that  on 
this  occasion  we  are  dealing  with  the  whole 
of  the  population.  The  question  concerns 
that  class  which  requires  academical  educa- 
tion ;  and  among  that  class  in  Scotland  the 
proportion  of  Dinenten  from  the  £stab~ 
lished  Church,  it  would  not  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  show,  is  as  great  as  the  proportion 
of  Roman  Catholics  among  a  similar  class 
in  Ireland.  If  it  is  desirable  that  there 
should  he  no  aectariau  education  in  Ireland, 
it  is  no  less  desirable  in  Scotland.  If  it  is 
desirable  that  Protestants  and  Catholics 
should  study  together  at  Cork,  it  is  no  less 
desirable  thai  the  sons  of  eldera  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  of  Scotland,  snd  tbe 
sons  of  those  who  are  separated  from  that 
Church,  should  study  ti^ther  at  Edin- 
burgh. If  it  is  not  desirable  to  require 
from  Iriah  professors  a  declaration  that 
they  believe  in  the  divine  authority  of  the 
Gospeht,  on  what  ground  is  it  necessary  to 
call  on  the  Scotch  professors  to  say  that 
they  assent  to  every  clause  in  the  Confession 
of  Faith  ?  I  defy  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  with  all  their  ingenuity  and  elo- 
quence, to  find  one  argument  or  rhetorical 
topic  bearin  gagainst  this  Bill,  which  would 
not  be  as  eoectual  against  their  own  Irish 
Colleges  Bill.  I  consider  this  Bill,  then, 
as  safe  from  attack,  with  renvect  to  its  prin- 
ciple, from  Her  Majesty's  Ministers.  But 
I  go  further ;  and  I  say  that,  even  if  I  did 
not  hold  tbe  principle  of  this  Bill  to  be 
most  sound  and  excellent,  I  could  still  show, 
in  the  peculiar  case  of  Scotland,  some  irre- 
sistible reasons  for  adopting  tbe  Bill,  and 
for  inducing  many  who  even  voted  against 
the  Irish  Cdleget  Bill,  to  vote  in  favour  of 
the  present  Bill.  In  the  first  place,  I 
would  call  attention  to  the  peculiar  char- 
acter of  academical  institutions  in  Scot- 


land. The  can  of  Scotland  difien  widdy 
from  the  case  of  England  and  from  the  case 
of  Ireland.  The  English  Universities  have 
a  character  of  tb«r  own— an  ancient, 
deeply  marked  character.  It  may  be  good, 
or  may  be  had  ;  that  question  I  will 
not  now  argue :  but  this  we  must  acknow- 
ledge, that  it  is  in  perfect  harmony  with 
tbe  system  of  tests.  The  Irish  Colleges 
have  no  character.  They  have  to  receive 
their  ebaracter  from  tbe  Legislature,  and 
we  may  impress  on  them  what  characier  we 
please.  If  we  think  it  desirable  to  give 
them  a  character  not  in  harmony  with  the 
system  of  tests,  we  may  do  so.  But  the 
Scotch  Univernties  have  a  distinct  cha- 
racter, as  strongly  marked  as  that  of  the 
English  institutions,  and  altogether  out  of 
harmony  with  the  system  of  tests.  I  en- 
treat English  Gentlemen  not  to  supprae 
that  tbe  system  of  discipline  or  mode  of 
instruction  in  them  is  like  that  in  the 
English  Universities,  or  that  there  are  such 
authorities  in  them  as  the  Provost  of  King's 
Coll^  it,  or  the  Warden  of  New  College, 
lliis  IS  a  distinct  question  from  anything 
connected  with  tbe  EngUsh  Universities, 
and  is  to  he  decided  on  different  grounds. 
We  are  not  introducing  a  precedent  for 
allowing  Dissenters  to  be  professors  at  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge.  There  is,  in  fact,  no 
analogy  whatever  between  the  Universities 
of  tbe  two  countries.  What  ought  to  he 
done  with  respect  to  tbe  English  Univer- 
sities is  a  perfectly  distinct  question,  and  to 
be  dealt  with  on  perfectly  distinct  grounds. 
The  object  of  tbe  Univeraities  of  Cambridge 
and  Oxford  is,  to  bring  up  young  men  in 
connexion  with  a  particular  Church,  At 
Cambridge,  no  person  is  suffered  to  gra- 
duate without  declaring  bis  adhesion  to  that 
Church.  The  rule  at  Oxford iseven  more 
strict ;  for  on  matriculation  a  declaration 
on  oath  must  be  made.  The  discipline, 
even  outside  the  walls  of  the  Colleges,  is 
analogous  to  that  pursued  within.  The 
students  are  lodged  in  the  Colleges,  and  are 
obliged  to  attend  to  the  strictest  regula* 
tions  with  regard  to  their  conduct,  end  to 
attend  constantly  in  chapel  and  in  hall,  A 
person  is  appointed  in  each  College  to  note 
tbe  absence  of  the  young  men  from  divine 
service,  another  to  watch  their  absence 
from  ball,  and  another  to  keep  account  of 
those  who  return  to  the  College  at  late 
hours;  and  Uuiversity  officers  parade  the 
streets  by  night,  as  a  sort  of  University 
police,  to  seize  upon  any  students  they  may 
find  beyond  the  walls  of  their  respectivo 
Colleges.     In  these  UoivenitieR,  there  are 
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the  pasuDg  of  tuch  s  measure.     I  tAj  that 
by  ttiDse  Acta  I  am  Dot  bound  to  throw  this 


punbhments  for  any  breacb  of  decorui 
and  the  aulhoritiea  of  the  Univerntj  have 
the  pover  of  control  over  the  conduct  of 
the  pupils.  The  Scotch  UniTeralties  aie 
of  a  diSerent  nature.  They  do  not  pretend 
to  inculcate  one  form  of  religious  opinion 
more  than  another;  a  Jew  might  become 
«  Master  of  Arts  or  a  Doctor  of  Medicine 
as  readily  as  a  member  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland.  No  academical  authority  has  a 
right  to  ask  a  young  man  attending  the 
Univendty  whether  he  went  to  the  Syna- 
^tgne,  or  the  Catholic  chapel)  to  the  Free 
Church  or  the  Established  Church.  As  to 
the  moral  conduct  of  the  young  men  be- 
yond the  walls  of  the  University,  no  influ- 
ence could  be  exercised,  and  none  of  the 
'heads  of  it  could  interfere  with  a  stu- 
dent for  conduct  in  the  streets  of  Edin- 
burgh. The  proceedings  in  Edinburgh 
were  similar  to  branches  of  scientific  edu- 
cation in  London.  A  young  man  might 
attend  lectures  at  St.  George's  Hospital, 
or  the  lectures  of  Mr.  Faraday  in  Albe- 
marle Street,  to  learo  cbemixtry,  and  of 
Mr.  Carlyle  on  German  literature,  with- 
out any  interference  on  the  part  of  his  in- 
structors beyond  the  lecture  room.  Would 
it  not  be  absurd  to  require  a  religious  test 
from  the  lecturers  to  medical  students  at 
Sl  George's  Hospital,  at  Surgeons'  Hall, 
or  in  other  places  where  science  was  taught.' 
The  relation  between  those  parties  being 
exactly  analogous  to  the  relation  existing 
between  the  Scotch  professors  and  Scotch 
students,  on  what  principle  can  we  defend 
the  requiring  of  religious  tests  from  the 
Scotch  professors?  If  1  heldalltheopinions 
of  those  Gentlemen  who  most  dislUfe  the 
Scutch  system,  I  should  say,  after  all,  that 
in  such  a  system  religious  tests  would  be 
out  of  place.  Where  you  aim  at  bringing 
up  young  men  as  members  of  a  jiarticular 
Church,  there  is  a  reason  for  requirinif  from 
all  who  educate,  a  test  to  show  that  they 
belong  to  that  Church;  but  where  you  do 
not  propose  to  inculcate  certain  religious 
i^nions,  it  is  absurd  to  require  that  men 
should  be  Protestants  hafore  they  give  lec- 
tures on  chemistry,  oi  Trinitarians  before 
ibey  can  take  medical  degrees.  I  therefore 
say,  that  the  peculiar  character  of  the 
Scotch  Universities  is,  in  my  opinion,  one 
strong  reason  to  agree  to  this  Bill.  The 
peculiar  engagements  which  exist  between 
Ibe  English  and  Scottish  nations  also  ap- 
pear to  me  a  strong  reason  for  adopting  the 
Bill.  Some  Gentlemen  may  think  that  I 
am  venturing  on  dangerous  ground.  We 
have  heard  that  the  Treaty  of  Union  and 
the  Act  of  Security  require  us  to  pceveat 


measure  out ;  but  that  I  am  bound  t( 
it,  or  some  measure  to  the  same  el 
this  I  undertake  to  prove  by  irresistible  ar- 
guments. I  shall  resort  to  no  paltry  quib- 
bling with  the  view  of  explaining  away 
words.  I  utterly  repudiate  such  an  at 
tempt  when  made  in  reference  to  questions 
like  this.  If  I  thought  that  the  public  exi- 
gencies required  us  to  break  through  the 
Treaty  of  Union,  I  would  say  so  openly, 
and  should  never  quibble  at  words.  1  mean 
to  deal  with  the  Treaty  of  Union  as  a  so- 
lemn engagement.  In  what  sense  was  that 
Treaty  adopted  by  the  contracting  parties  ; 
and  more  especially,  in  what  sense  was  it 
understood  by  that  party  which,  if  there  is 
any  doubt,  ought  to  prevail,  that  party  be- 
ing the  weaker  party,  and  standing  in  need 
uf  a  guarantee?  It  was  declared  by  that  - 
Treaty  that  no  person  should  be  a  teacher 
or  office-bearer  at  the  Universities  who  did 
not  subscribe  to  the  Confession  of  Faith  ; 
or,  in  other  words,  did  not  declare  his  ad- 
hesion to  the  Established  Church.  What 
F.8tablished  Church  was  that?  It  was  the 
Church  established  in  1707,  when  the 
Union  ivas  adopted.  Is  the  Church  of  Scot 
land,  ac  the  present  moment,  on  all  points 
constituted  as  that  Church  was  in  1707? 
1  answer,  certainty  not.  The  British  Le- 
gislature violated  the  Articles  of  the  Union, 
and  made  a  change  in  the  constitution  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland.  From  that  change 
'as  flowed  almost  all  the  diiisent  now  ex- 
isting in  Scotland ;  and  if  you  attempt  to 
enforce  the  letter  of  the  Articles  of  the  Act 
Union  against  the  Dissenters,  you  are 
actually  excluding  from  acting  as  officers 
"  the  Universities  precisely  those  persons 
whom  the  Act  of  Union  meant  to  give 
the  exclusive  possession  of  the  academic 
offices.  This  I  undertake  to  prove.  Every 
person  who  knows  anything  of  the  eccle- 
siastical history  of  Scotland  must  he  aware 
that  in  the  opinion  of  the  great  body  of 
Scotch  Presbyterian 9,  the  mode  in  which 
pastors  are  appointed  is  a  matter  of  great  im- 
portance. From  the  time  of  the  Reformation 
the  great  body  of  Scotch  Presbyterians  held 
form  or  other  the  people  ought 
to  have  a  share  in  the  appointment  of  their 
ministers.  They  do  not  consider  this  as  a 
thing  indifferent ;  they  consider  it  as  a 
matter  Jure  divino,  for  they  think  that 
according  to  the  revealed  word  of  God,  no 
'  idividuals  are  entitled  to  be  ministers  to 
congregations  if  their  preaching  does  not 
tend  to  edify  the  congregations.  I  am  sure 
that  I  do  Qot  exaggerate  when  I  say  that 
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members  of  the  Church  of  England  do  not 
attach  more  importance  to  their  ecclesiasti- 
cal govemmeDt  and  ordination,  than  manv 
Scotchmen  vho  fear  God  and  honour  their 
Queen,  attach  to  this  right  of  a  popular 
voice  in  the  choice  of  their  npirituHl 
ministers.  What  was  the  state  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  as  constituted  tn 
1 707  i  It  was  constituted  in  a  manner  sa- 
tisfactory to  the  great  part  of  the  Presbv- 
terian  body.  In  1690,  the  Act  was  passed 
fiir  the  regulation  of  the  presbyteries,  and 
giving  to  popular  bodies  a  share  in  the  elec- 
tion of  thcniaieters,  which  then  was  con- 
sidered an  essential  principle  of  the  Church 
of  that  country.  The  Church  of  Scotland 
nas  so  constituted  when  England  entered 
into  the  solemn  engagement  with  Scotland, 
by  which  the  two  countries  were  united, 
and  in  which  it  was  declared  that  the  then 
form  of  the  Church  should  remain  and  con- 
tinue unalterable.  But  live  years  after  the 
Union  there  was  o  violation  of  this  Article 
of  the  Union — a  violation,  the  consequences 
of  which  I  never  think  upon  without  regard- 
ing them  as  one  of  the  most  solemn  warn- 
ings  history  presents  to  States,  always  to 
Lpep  public  faith  strictly  inviolate — and 
without  a  conviction,  that  iti  the  end, 
though  long  periods,  though  whole  gene- 
rations may  elapse,  retribution  for  the  in- 
justice will  come.  In  the  year  1713,  it  is 
well  known  how  the  country  was  governed : 
the  Whigs,  who  were  the  chief  authors  of 
the  Union,  who  had  carried  on  the  war 
with  Louis  XIV.,  had  been  driven  from 
power;  they  had  fallen  in  consequence  of 
the  prosecution  of  Dr.  Sacheverell,  and  the 
enmity  of  the  Church  of  England.  A  Tory 
Ministry  was  in  office — brought  in  and 
kept  in  by  the  Tory  country  gentlemen. 
The  heads  of  that  Ministry,  but  still  more 
its  followers,  regarded  the  Presbyterians  of 
Scotland  with  great  dislike;  that  was  a 
feeling  which  peraaos  acquainted  with  the 
writings  of  Swift  would  know  existed  at 
that  lime.  The  general  feeling  was.  that 
the  English  nation  and  the  English  Church 
had  made  a  bud  bargain,  of  which  they  were 
desirous  to  get  rid.  and  which  as  far  as 
they  possibly  could,  without  risking  the 
general  safety  of  the  State,  they  ought  to 
violate.  During  iheir  short  period  of 
power  they  did  offer  numerous  petty  in- 
sults to  the  opinions,  or,  if  you  please,  the 
prejudices  of  the  Presbyterians ;  but  the 
chief  act  on  which  they  ventured  was  the 
introduction  of  a  Bill  abolbhing  the  law 
of  1690,  and  giving  back  the  power  of 
tilling  up  vacant  bnieflces  to  lay  patrons. 
Of  the  bistOTf  of  that  Bill  we  have  a  little 


in  Burnet,  and  we  have  something  very 
significant  in  ourown  Journals.  The  mea- 
sure was  hurried  on  with  the  greatest 
speed,  that  it  might  be  got  through  the 
House  before  intimation  of  it  could  reach 
Scotland ;  for  those  were  not  the  days  of 
lailroads,  when  a  speech  made  at  two  or 
three  o'clock  in  the  morning,  is  read  the 
same  day  at  Eiceter  and  Newcastle.  The 
signiPcant  entrv  on  our  Journals  respect- 
ing it  is  this — there  was  an  obstinate  6gbt, 
and  in  the  debate  on  the  third  reading,  it 
was  ordered  that  the  Act  of  Union  and  the 
Act  of  Security  should  be  read  to  the  House. 
This  isapretty  clear  indication  of  what  the 
feeling  was  on  that  occasion.  But  the  Bill 
got  up  to  the  House  of  Lords ;  then  came 
a  petition  from  the  General  Assembly  of 
Scotland  against  tt.  I'he  first  name  attached 
to  the  petition  was  that  of  Carslairs,  an 
eminent  man,  who  had  enjoyed  the  confi- 
dence of  William  III.,  and  well  known  for 
the  share  he  took  in  the  establishment  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  after  the  devolution. 
In  that  petition  their  Lordships  were  pray- 
ed not  to  violate  the  Act  of  Union ;  but 
party  spirit  ran  high,  and  bore  down  all 
opposition  ;  the  Act  of  Union  was  violated ; 
year  after  year  the  General  Assembly  prtv 
tested  against  the  violation,  but  in  vain ; 
and  from  the  Act  of  1712,  undoubtedly 
flowed  every  secession  and  schism  that  bai 
taken  place  in  the  Church  of  Scotland.  It 
is  true  that  the  Act  being  upon  the  Statute 
Book  was  not  a  necessary  reason  that  men 
should  secede  from  the  Church ;  but  ai 
often  as  it  was  put  in  execution,  so  often 
the  Act  of  Union  was  violated  again ;  as 
often  as  the  subject  was  agitated  by  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  so  often  these  seces- 
sions took  place.  It  Is  not  my  intention 
to  detain  the  House  with  the  minute  his- 
tory of  these  separations,  but  in  consequence 
of  the  operation  of  the  Act,  the  seceding 
Ministers  formed  the  Associate  Presbytery; 
and  in  1752,  the  Relief  Church  was  estab- 
lished. Even  in  out  own  time  we  have 
had  similar  instances;  only  two  yean  ago 
we  saw,  not  perhaps  with  unmixed  appro- 
bation, but  with  strong  sentiments  of  admi- 
ration, 470  ministers  leaving  their  parishes 
and  manses,  throwing  up  their  stipends, 
and  committing  themselves,  their  wires 
and  children,  to  the  care  of  Providence  in 
this  cause.  Their  congregations  adhered 
to  them  firmly,  followed  them  in  crowds, 
and,  surrounded  bv  willing  and  delighted 
hearers,  they  preached  in  other  churches, 
or,  if  none  could  be  obtained,  in  tents  and 
barns,  or  on  those  hills  and  moors  to  which 
iQ  other  times  thcit   ancettora  fled.   And 
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worshipped  God  in  despite  of  Laudeidale  nomei  of  those  who  opposed  it,  the  name 
and  Dundee.  Thej  were  supported  by  of  Carat  airs  and  of  Boston,  the  author  of 
their  congregations,  and  the  spirit  in  which    The  Fourfold  Stale  f     Suppose  we  could 


every  one  contributed  resembled  that 
which  the  widoTT  of  old  threw  her 
into  the  treasury  at  JeniBalem. 
whole  dixtricta,  in  whole  counties,  on  ttie 
other  hand,  the  ministers  of  the  Establish-  | 
ment  neie  preaching  to  empty  wells.  This 
was  the  fruit  of  the  Act  of  1712;  from  the 
Act  iif  ni'2,  sprang  the  dispute*  which  led 
to  these  distinct  and  repeated  lecesuona. 
The  repeal  of  that  Act,  and  a  return  to 
the  constitution  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
M  it  existed  at  the  time  of  the  Union, 
would  have  sufficed  to  heal  the  wound  that 
-  had  Ijeen  inflicted.  This  is  the  true  history 
of  dissent  in  Scotland,  and,  knowing  it, 
can  any  English  statesman  liave  the  Front 
to  invoke  the  Treaty  of  Union  and  the  Act 
of  Security  against  those  who  hold  tliose 
precise  opinions  which  the  Treaty  of  Union 
and  the  Act  of  Security  were  intended  to 
protect,  and  who  are  Dissenters  only  be- 
cause iliat  Treaty  and  thnt  Act  have  been 
violated  ?  I  implore  the  Gentlemen  of  Eng- 
land to  think  over  the  manner  in  which 
England  has  acted  towards  the  Presbyte- 
rians of  Scotland.  First,  hy  a  solemn 
Treaty  with  the  people  of  Scotland,  you 
bound  yourselves  to  maintain  inviolate  the 
constitution  of  their  Church  as  it  then 
existed ;  and  five  years  afterwards  you 
changed  the  constitution  of  that  Church 
in  a  point  which  the  people  of  Scotland 
regarded  as  essential:  in  consequence  of 
which,  secesaiun  after  secession  takes  place, 
one  greet  body  of  worshippers  after  another 
leaves  the  Church,  till  the  Establishment  is 
reduced  to  the  Church  of  the  minority ; 
then  begin  your  scruples  about  the  Act  of 
Security  and  the  Treaty  of  Union ;  then 
you  cannot  depart  from  the  letter  of  your 
contract;  then  if  we  ask  for  justice  you 
turn  away  your  faces,  and  say  you  must 
perforin  your  eiwagements ;  then  you  ap- 
peal to  Acts  of  Parliament,  not  to  put  the 
Church  in  the  same  situation  she  held  in 
1707,  but  to  persecute  those  who  adhere 
firmly  in  faith,  doctrine,  and  discipline  to 
the  constitution  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land. These  are  the  present  conscientious 
KTUples  of  Her  Majesty's  Government; 
hut  I  must  say  that  even  its  sugar  scru- 
ples, though  they  made  it  the  laughing- 
stock of  Europe  and  America,  sink  into 
ioNgnificance  when  compared  with  these. 
Can  they  have  a  doubt  of  this  sort?  Can 
they  have  a  doubt  of  the  animus  imponenlU 
ot  the  Bill  of  1712,   when  they  sec  the 


call  them  up  from  their  graves,  and  explain 
to  them  the  revolutions  which  have  since 
Through  their  time  taken  place  in  the  Church  of 
Scotland,  and  then  ask  them  "  Which  of 
these  was  your  Church  at  the  time  of  the 
Union,  for  the  protection  of  which  the  Ar- 
ticles of  the  Union  and  the  Act  of  Security 
were  made  V — have  you  the  slighteat  doubt 
of  what  their  answer  would  be?  They 
would  say,  "  Our  Church  was  not  the 
Church  you  protect,  hut  the  Church  you 
oppress;  oui  Church  was  the  Church  of 
Chalmers  and  Sir  David  Brewster,  not 
that  of  Brice  and  Muir.''  I  am  entitled  to 
make  II  strong  appeal  to  those  Members  of 
the  House  of  Commons  who  are  attached 
to  the  Church  of  England.  If  they  think 
the  Bill  now  proposed  will  not  be  in  truth 
a  violation  of  the  Treaty  of  Union,  but 
that  it  is,  as  far  as  it  goes,  a  small  repara- 
tion for  the  injustice  committed  on  that 
Treaty,  I  ask,  how  can  tbey  vote  for  tests 
that  exclude  men  of  their  own  religious  per- 
suasion from  the  Universities  of  Scoiland  ? 
We  may  difier  as  to  the  countenance  we 
may  give  to  what  we  view  as  error,  but  he 
incurs  a  grave  lespoiuiibility  who  persecutes 
that  which  he  believes  to  he  truth.  Yet 
that  will  be  the  position  of  the  xealouB 
member  of  the  Church  of  England,  who 
gives  bis  vote  to-night  against  the  Bill  on 
the  Table,  which  a&ects  Episcopalians  as 
well  as  Presbyterian  seceders.  There  Is 
another  argument  which  seems  stronger 
still  in  this  regard  in  favour  of  the  BilL 
You  may  say  you  are  averse  to  removing 
these  tests ;  hut  the  question  is  not  whether 
you  will  remove  these  tests,  hut  whether 
you  will  impose  them?  The  laws  imposing 
these  tests  have  fallen  into  disuse.  We 
have  heard  thit  disuse  made  an  argument 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Sec- 
retary in  favour  of  the  Irish  Colleges 
Bill ;  he  said  "  the  experiment  has  been 
tried — in  Edinburgh,  these  tests  have  been 
disused  for  near  a  century."  I  implore 
the  House  to  remember  this ;  we  are  called 
on  to  establish  Colleges  in  Ireland  without 
tests,  and  yet  we  are  asked  to  introduce  a 
system  of  teats  into  the  University  of  lidin- 
burgh  ten  times  as  stringent  as  the  test  the 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  (bir  T.  Acland)  pro- 
posed to  introduce  into  the  Bill  for  estab- 
lishing Colleges  in  Ireland  !  Is  it  possible 
the  House  of  Commons  will  bear  out  the 
Minister  in  such  an  attempt  as  this  ?  These 
tests  have  long  been  dormant  in  Edinburgh ; 
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I  do  not  exaggenlc,  wben  I  say  there  are 
at  leant  len  profeuori  who  have  not  luh- 
KTJbed  the  tests.  Let  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  First  Lord  of  the  Treuurj,  give 
the  House  some  inrormBtion  on  this  poiot, 
for  he  has  been  himself  Lord  Rector  of  the 
University  of  Glatgotr.  And  observe. 
Episcopalians  are  preotely  the  class  of  men 
whom  these  testa  were  meant  to  exclude ; 
the  tests  were  made  rather  against  Prelacy 
than  against  Papists  ;  at  that  time  it  was 
much  more  likely  that  a  Papist  should  have 
been  punished  by  ifae  penal  laws  than  made 
a  professor.  Every  one  knows  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  have  also 
been  Lord  Rectors  of  the  University  of 
Glasgow;  they  kaov  practically,  that  th<.'ie 
tests  are  obsolete.  Being  to  this  extent 
obsolete,  why  are  they  now  imposed  ^ 
Having  to  long  slept,  the  attempt  is  made 
to  revive  them,  precisely  because  u  schism 
has  taken  place,  and  there  has  been  a  vigo- 
rous demonstration  of  differences  which 
you  might  have  laid  to  sleep  for  ever. 
They  were  not  enforced  while  the  Church 
of  Ihe  people  was  the  Church  of  Scotland ; 
but  you  begin  to  enforce  tbe;n  as  soon  ai 
the  majority  of  tlie  people  become  Dissen- 
ters. You  enforce  them  as  they  never  were 
enforced  before;  and  the  very  moment  you 
do  so  you  make  the  Universiliea  sectarian 
bodie.i.  The  Presbytery  certainly  deserves 
credit  for  striking  at  high  same ;  their 
attack  is  against  Sir  David  Brewster.  I 
hold  in  my  hand  the  libel.  The  word  is 
here  used  in  its  technical  meaning;  in  the 
law  language  of  Scotland,  equivalent  to 
"  charge"  or  "  declaration"  in  this  case  of 
Sir  David  Brewster,  containing  the  proceed- 
ings taken  with  the  view  of  ejecting  him 
from  his  office  as  Principal  of  St.  Andrew's 
College,  bis  ofience  being  neither  more  nor 
less  than  thi^— that  he  adheres  in  all  points 
to  the  doctrine  and  discipline  of  the  Church 
of  Srotland  a*  it  existed  at  the  time  of  the 
Union.  Hei'e  we  have  an  instrument  put 
forward  against  him  conceived  in  such  a 
spirit  that  I  must  say  with  respect  to  the 
Presbytery,  that  it  will  have  very  little 
right  on  any  future  occasion  to  say  any- 
thing about  the  irrogance  and  intolerance 
of  the  Vatican.     The  libel  declares — 

"  Thu  ihe  SenatDs  and  Faculty  ot  the  Uni- 
versity of  Si.  Andrew's  ought  to  be  required 
t'oilhwith  to  redress  the  evil  nhich  you  have 
bcougbt  upon  the  Church,  bjr  taking  all  steps 
competent  to  them  for  removing  you  from  the 
oifice  of  PiiDcipal  of  the  United  College,  and 
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that  llie  Senalus  be  required  to  report  to  the 
Presbytery,  jiunipinnm,  what  steps  they  liave 
adopted  to  effect  Ibis,  thai  you  may  be  Temoved 
from  your  office,  and  visited  with  such  other 
censure  or  punishment  as  the  laws  of  Ihe 
Church  enjoin  for  the  glory  of  God,  the  safety 
of  the  Church,  and  the  prosperity  of  the  UnU 
Tersity,  and  to  deter  olhets  holdmg  the  same 
mpsrtant  office  from  committing  the  like 
offence  in  all  liroe  coming,  but  that  others  rasy 
hear  and  fear  the  danger  and  detriment  ot 
following  divisive  coDTses." 
And  here  is  another  question— 

For  the  gloiy  of  God,  the  safely  of  the 
Church,  and  the  prosperity  of  the  Univenity  I" 
The  glory  of  God !"  As  far  as  that  is 
concerned,  I  will  here  say  nothing  more 
than  this— it  is  not  the  first  time  the  glofy 
of  God  has  been  made  the  pretext  for  the 
temerity  and  injustice  of  man.  As  to  the 
safety  of  the  Church — if,  which  God  for- 
bid !  the  Established  Church  of  Scotland  is 
possessed  with  the  spirit  of  this  Presbytery 
—if,  having  lost  hundreds  of  able  minis- 
ters, and  hundreds  of  thousands  of  devout 
bearers,  instead  of  endeavouring  by  meek- 
and  diligence  to  regain  those  whom  late 
events  have  estranged,  sbe  is  ready  to  make 
war  upon  the  seceden  —  if  she  is  de- 
termined to  furbish  up  for  the  purpose 
those  old  laws,  the  edge  of  which  has  lon^ 
been  rusted  off,  and  which  were  ori- 
ginally meant,  not  for  her  defence,  but  for 
theirs — then  are  the  days  of  the  Cliurch  of 
Scotland  numbered.  With  respect  to  the 
prosperity  of  the  University,  is  there  a 
corner  of  Europe  where  men  will  nut  laugh 
when  they  hear  that  the  prosperity  of  the 
"  liversity  of  St.  Andrew's  can  be  pro- 
ted  by  expelling  Sir  D.  Brewster  from  hii 
professorship?  The  University  of  Edin- 
burgh knows  better  how  its  prosperity  i> 
to  be  promoted ;  for  1  believe  the  Seiudut 
AcademkuM  of  Edinburgh  is  almost  una* 
nimous  in  favour  of  this  Bill.  And,  in 
fact,  it  is  perfectly  clear  that  fearful  conse- 
quences lie  before  the  Universities  of  Scot* 
land,  unless  this,  or  some  such  measure,  is 
carried  speedily  ;  if  it  is  delayed,  1  believe 
there  will  be  a  new  College  founded  and 
endowed  with  that  munificence  of  which, 
in  the  Free  Church,  we  have  seen  so  many 
examples.  From  the  day  such  a  College 
arises,  there  is  nothing  befiire  the  Untver> 
tities  of  Scotland  but  a  gradual  and,  I  fear, 
not  a  distant  destruction.  Even  now  it  is  no- 
torious, such  is  the  competition  and  emolu- 
ments of  other  pursuits  of  life,  that  it  is 
difficult  to  procure  eminent  men  to  fill  the 
chairs  of  the  Universities.  Wo  can  now 
choose  from  the  whole  of  Scotland,  front 
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dragged  through  it.  It  ta  only  fotly-eight 
hours  since  hon.  Gentlemen  came  down  to 
vote  agaimt  a  teat  requiring  tbe  professorg 
in  tbe  Irish  Colleges  to  be  beUevera  in 
the  Gospel ;  anil  now  the  same  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen are  expected  to  come  down  and  vote 
that  no  man  shall  be  permitted  to  be  a  pro- 
fessor in  a  College  in  Scotland  who  will 
not  declare  his  adnerence  in  all  parts  to  the 
system  of  church  government  in  Scotland. 
This  is  a  matter  of  gross  injustice  to  Scot- 
land  on  the  part  of  the  Government ;  but 
its  injustice  to  its  own  faithful  followers 
surpasses  it.  Tbe  zealous  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  I  implore  tbem  to 
consider  well  before  tbey  make  it  penal  to 
hold  those  doctrines  thej'helieve  to  be  true; 
lastly,  I  call  on  every  man,  of  every  party, 
who  loves  knonledge  and  science  and  lite- 
rature, who  is  a  friend  of  peace,  and  respects 
tbe  solemn  obligationa  of  public  faith,  to 
stand  by  us  this  day,  in  this  last  attempt 
to  avert  tbe  destruction  that  threatens  the 
Universities  of  Scotland.  I  move  that  tbe 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said:  The  bitter  party  and 
personal  invective  with  which  the  right  hon. 
Geotlcmaii,  as  usual,  has  accompanied  his 
arguments  on  a  great  question  of  public 
poucj,  shall  not  prevent  me,  on  tbe  present 
occasion,  from  taking  a  fair  review  of  those 
arguments,  and,  to  the  best  of  my  ability, 
sustaining  the  decision  to  which  Her 
Msjesly's  Government  baa  come  in  a 
matter  so  important  to  the  Universities 
of  Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  truly  said  this  is  a  question  deeply 
affecting  the  interests  of  the  Universities 
of  Scotland  in  no  ordinary  degree ;  aud 
he  has  saidHer  Majesty's  Gurernmeut  is  not 
entitled  to  the  confidence  of  the  House, 
because,  with  lespect  to  the  Scotch  Uni- 
versities, they  advocate  a  policy  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  contends  is  diame- 
trically opposite  to  that  of  the  Bill  lately  in- 
troduixd  with  regard  (o  Ireland.  I  can  only 
say,  in  reply,  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
are  actuated  by  no  other  desire  than  that 
of  honestly  discharging  their  public  duty, 
and  pursuing  that  course  of  policy  which 
they  hold  to  be  best  adapted  to  the  varied 
circnmstaDces  of  different  parts  of  Her 
Majesty'sdominions,  regardless  of  all  taunts 
that  may  be  heaped  on  them ;  and  they  are 
also  at  all  times  prepared  frankly  to  defend 
that  which  they  believe  to  be  right,  aud  to 
be  the  best  calculated  for  the  public  good. 
The  light  hon.  Gentleman  has  also  accused 
us  of  having  exhibited  a  marked  faeaitatJon 
in  comiDg  to  a  decision  on  this  subject.    I 
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the  whole  world,  men  to  fill  tbe  office  of 
professors.  Throw  out  this  Bill,  and  jou 
narrow  this  choice  to  half  of  Scotland  or 
lets;  tbe  diminution  of  students  will  lower 
the  emoluments  of  the  chair  to  les!  than 
half  their  present  amount.  -  What  will  be 
the  consequences?  Is  it  possible  not  to  see 
that  you  will  have  a  lower  class  of  profes- 
sors? With  the  inferior  abilities  of  the 
professor,  the  students  will  decrease  tbe 
decline  will  be  rapid  and  headlong ;  and  it 
is  dear  that  all  wUl  sink  into  utter  decay, 
till  tbe  lectures  are  deserted,  tbe  halls 
empty,  and  a  man  not  fit  to  be  a  village 
dominie  will  occupy  tbe  chair  of  a  Dugald 
Stewart,  an  Adam  Smith,  a  Beid,  a  Black, 
a  Playfair,  and  a  Jameson.  How  do  Her 
Hqesty's  Aiaisten  like  such  a  prospect  as 
this  i  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department  has  already, 
by  bis  misfortune  or  his  fault,  secured  no 
enviable  place  in  the  annals  of  Scotland : 
his  name  is  iuseparably  associated  with  the 
disruption  of  the  Scotch  Church.  Will  be 
ruin  the  Scotch  Universities  !  If  the  Go- 
vernment were  consistent,  even  though  it 
acted  on  an  erroneous  principle— though 
we  might  disapprove,  it  would  be  with 
some  mixture  of  respect;  hut  a  Govern- 
ment that  is  guided  by  no  principle 
whatever — a  Government  nfaich  on  the 
gravest  questions  does  not  know  its  own 
mind  for  twenty-four  hours  together  — a 
Government  that  goes  from  extreme  to  ex- 
treme, backwards  and  forwards,  like  "a 
leed  shaken  by  the  wind" — a  Government 
that  is  against  tests  in  Ireland,  and  for 
tesU  in  ScotUnd— that  is  against  tests  at 
Limerick,  and  for  them  at  Glasgow — < 
wainst  them  in  C^rk,  and  for  them  in 
Sinburgh — that  is  against  tests  at  Bel- 
taMt,  and  for  them  at  Aberdeen — that  op- 
poses tests  on  Monday,  and  advocates  them 
on  Wednesday,  to  oppose  them  on  Thurs- 
day agdn, — it  is  impossible  such  a  Govern- 
ment can  command  either  respect  or  confi- 
dence. Is  it  strange  that  the  most  liberal 
measures  of  such  a  Government  should  fail 
to  gain  the  applause  of  liberal  men  ?  Is  il 
strange  that  it  should  lose  the  confidence 
of  one-half  the  nation,  without  gaining 
that  of  the  other  half?  But  I  speak  not 
to  the  Government :  I  appeal  to  the 
House ;  I  appeal  to  those  who,  on  Mon* 
day  evening,  voted  with  the  Government 
against  the  test  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  North  Devon 
(Sir  T.  Adand).  I  know  party  obligations 
are  strong;  but  there  is  a  mire  so  black 
ind  10  deep  that  men  should  refuse  to  be 
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would  tm\j  remind  the  right  hon.  Geatle- 
inaD,  that  when  last  year  the  subject  nas 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Perth,  and  hia  Tieirs 
were  supported  with  great  ability  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Leith, 
who  has  introduced  the  preseiit  Bill,  I 
Btuted  Tully  the  reasonfi  which  induced  the 
Government  to  reiist  (he  proposition  then 
made.  And  when,  early  in  the  present 
Session,  the  subject  was  again  brought  be- 
fore the  House,  I  sstid  that  we  were  wait- 
ing a  declaration  of  the  sentiments  enter- 
tained by  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland  upon  it,  anil  we  wished 
to  ascertain,  aa  far  as  we  could  ascertain 
them,  the  feelings  of  the  people  of  Scot- 
land with  respect  lo  this  Rill.  lalso  stated, 
that  on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  it 
would  be  our  duty  to  take  thut  course  which, 
after  haring  beard  those  opinions  and  having 
ascertained  those  feelings,  we  should  deem  to 
be  tbe  moat  consistent  with  our  public  duly. 
Sir,  the  result  of  our  consideration,  after 
having  deliberated  on  the  decision  of  the 
General  Assembly,  and,  as  far  as  we 
have  been  able  to  collect  it,  the  opinion  of 
the  people  of  Scotland,  is,  that  we  are  in- 
duced to  adhere  to  our  decision  of  last 
vear,  and  to  oppose  the  Motion  now  made 
by  tite  right  hon.  Genilenian.  Sir.  in 
looking  at  this  question,  it  is  our  duty 
to  consider  what  are  the  engagements  of 
the  Crown  and  Legislature  of  this  country 
with  the  people  of  Scotland  ;  and,  without 
reference  to  those  rhetorical  topics  to  which 
the  right  hon.  Geutlemaa  alluded,  to  look 
to  the  effect  of  such  a  change  as  this  Bill 
seeks  to  introduce,  with  reference  to  what 
tbe  public  interest  requires  at  our  hands. 
The  very  circumstance  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  referred — the  test  pro- 
posed tbe  other  evening  bv  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Devonshire,  as  applicable 
(0  professors  in  the  proposed  Irish  Colleges, 
proves  that  if  any  test  is  to  be  maintained  in 
tlieScotch  Universities,  it  isbetter  to  adhere 
to  that  test  which  rests  on  the  basis  of  an- 
cient Statutes,  than  to  attempt  modifications 
or  alt<!  rations;  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
admits,  that  there  could  noteesily  be  framed 
a  milder  test  than  that  which  was  proposed 
by  the  lion.  Baronet.  Yet  it  met  with 
many  objections  in  this  House,  and  a  great 
majority  of  the  House  held  it  to  be  tdcod- 
clusire.  This  failure  of  my  hon.  Friend 
proves  that  it  is  not  ex|)cdient  to  attempt 
to  alter  or  modify  the  test  to  be  imposed, 
but  that  if  retained  it  should  be  the  existing 
lest.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  GentlemBQ  has,  in 
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various  partflof  hisepeeehipmntedly  nfi^Kd 
to  the  conduct  of  the  Coreronient  with  re- 
spect to  tbe  Irish  Colleges,  in  connnioa 
with  this  question  of  the  impositioD  of 
tests.  Now,  I  appeal  to  the  justice  and 
to  the  recent  recollection  of  the  Hooie, 
whether,  throughout  tbe  argument  as  to 
the  admission  or  exclusion  of  tests  from 
the  Irish  Colleges,  1  have  not  rested  tbe 
course  taken  by  Government  on  tbe  special 
circumstanceaof  tbecondition  of  Ireland?  I 
appeal  to  the  House  whether  I  have  not  uni- 
formly declared  that  tbe  ool  v  ground  upon 
which  the  absence  of  all  religious  tests  in 
those  Colleges  could  be  maintained  was,  that 
there  was  carefully  reserved  to  the  Covem- 
ment  the  power  ofnominatiogand  of  dismiss- 
ing the  professors  of  those  Colleges  f  And 
of  this  1  am  quite  sure,  that  1  should  not  ba 
justified  in  maintaining  the  policy  of  tbe 
absence  of  tests  in  the  Irish  Colleges,  unless 
the  House  had  conceded  that  which  I  con- 
tended for;  namely,  the  abaolute  necessity 
of  vesting'  in  the  Crown  the  power  of  no- 
minating, and  also  of  removing  at  plea- 
sure, the  professors  from  whom  terts 
were  not  required.  Sir,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  attempted  to  maintain  that 
there  was  a  difference  in  the  position  of 
the  Scotch  and  English  Universities;  he 
maintained  that  tbe  Universities  of  Scot- 
land were  difierently  situated  from  those 
of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  and  from  Tri- 
nityCollege,  Dublin,  with  reference  to  the 
Church  Lstablishment.  There  is  no  such 
distinction.  Tbe  only  diflerence  consists 
in  the  fact,  that  the  Established  Church 
of  Scotland  draws  its  supplies  of  minister! 
eicluaively  from  those  seminaries  of  learn- 
ing— the  Scotch  Universities.  All  persons 
destined  for  the  ministry  must  have  passed 
through  certain  classes  in  one  or  other 
of  the  Scotch  Universities.  Now,  in 
Ireland  every  provision  has  been  made 
by  the  liberality  of  Parliament  for  the 
education  of  the  Catholic  prieuhood  Kt 
the  College  of  Maynooth,  as  at  Trinity 
College  and  the  University  of  DuUin 
ample  provisions  had,  in  like  manner,  been 
made  for  the  priesthood  of  the  Establiahed 
Church.  I  may  also  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  that  in  this  country,  among 
many  reasons  thut  were  urged  in  favour  of 
preserving  the  integrity  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  as  regards  religious  tests,  was 
the  necessity  of  maintaining  that  connex- 
ion with  the  EstaMished  Church  which 
necessarily  arises  from  the  foundation 
and  con)rfitution  of  those  scminsrie*  of 
leaning.     Sir,  on  «  former  occasioo   I 
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tested  my  opposition  to  this  meamire, 
among  various  reasoos,  mucli  upon  the 
tolemn  engagemeoti  eotercd  into  irith 
Scotland  by  the  British  Le^slature  at  the 
time  of  the  Uaioa.  The  nght  hoD.  Gen- 
tleman does  not  deny  the  validity  of  those 
engagements.  On  the  contrary,  he  does 
admit  the  conuexion  between  the  Church 
of  Scotland  and  the  Universityut  the  time 
of  passing  the  Act  of  Security;  lie  says 
that  the  Act  of  Union  was  a  measure  to 
nhich  the  good  faith  of  the  British  Parlia- 
nent  is  pledged,  and  that  if  do  materiul 
alteration  had  taken  place  in  the  condition 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  since  that  pe- 
riod, he  is  ready  to  admit  that  the  eogage- 
ments  theo  entered  into  are  still  bindiog 
on  the  discretion  of  Parliament.  I  cun- 
eeire  that  the  right hoa.Genttemangrounds 
his  argument  on  the  assumption  that  the 
Churcn  of  Scotland  is  altered  since  the 
period  of  the  Union,  and  particularly  hy 
the  Act  of  1712,  and  from  the  events  which 
occurred  in  the  year  1842.  I  apprehend 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  isof  opioion 
■hat  what  we  are  accustomed  to  cdl  the 
Church  of  Scotland  has,  in  fad,  ceased  to 
be  the  Established  Church  of  that  country, 
to  which  the  Crown  and  the  Legislature 
of  England  are  bound.  Now,  I  cannot 
conceive  anything  likely  to  be  received 
with  greater  feelings  of  terror  id  Scotland 
than  this  statement,  that  on  account  of  the 
disruption  that  has  recently  taken  place  in 
the  Church,  that  Church  is  no  longer  the 
Church  of  Scotland  to  which  the  faith  of 
the  British  Parliament  is  pledged.  The 
argument  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
used  with  respect  to  the  alteration  made 
by  the  Act  of  1712,  with  respect  to  patron- 
age in  the  constitution  of  the  Church,  was 
fully  considered  in  1842,  when  I  had  the 
honour  of  introducing  and  defending  a 
measureoo  that  subject  in  this  House.  The 
very  argument  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
bag.pnt  to-night  was  urged  on  that  occa- 
sion. It  was  then  urged  that,  consistently 
with  the  Act  of  Union  and  the  Act  of 
Security,  the  change  then  contemplated 
bf  the  Guvemment  could  not  be  sup- 
ported and  sustained.  The  House  of  Com- 
tnona  held  that  the  change  which  was  asked 
to  be  eSecied  with  regard  to  the  right  at 
patronage,  was  not  inconsistent  with  the 
Act  of  Union  or  the  Act  of  Security.  And 
although  the  change  made  br  the  Act  of 
1712  was  certainly  considerable,  yet  from 
that  period  down  to  the  present  day,  it 
has  never  yet  been  contended,  on  account 
of  that  change,  that  it  is  inconsistent 
with  the  duty  of  the  Crown  to  maintain 


Presbyterian  Church  Government  in  Scot- 
land as  an  engagement  solemnly  contracted 
at  the  Union,  and  under  all  circumstances 
to  be  observed.  Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman has  referred  to  expressions  which 
fell  from  me  in  the  discussion  on  the  Irish 
Colleges  Bill,  to  the  effect,  that  in  one  of 
the  Scotch  Univprsities  the  use  of  the  test 
has  been  discontinued.  I  do  admit  that  in 
the  University  of  Edinburgh,  in  the  last  fifty 
or  sixty  years,  the  imposition  of  this  test  has 
been  generally  discooiinued.  But,  at  the 
same  time,  it  is  historically  inaccurate  to 
say  that  it  has  been  abandoned,  or  that  in 
later  limes  it  bus  been  anything  lite  dis- 
continued. A  targe  proportion  of  the  pro* 
feasors  of  the  University  of  Edinburgh 
have  signed  from  time  to  time  the  Confes- 
sion of  Faith,  or  were  liable  when  called 
on  to  do  so.  It  was  signed  by  Professor 
Leslie  and  by  Mr.  D.  Stewart,  and  many 
other  distinguished  perEons  have  signed  it 
up  to  3  recent  period.  Jn  the  other  four 
Universities  of  Scotland,  the  professors 
have  from  time  to  time  signed  it,  iviihout 
exception,  from  the  period  of  the  Presby- 
terian settlement,  in  1690,  to  the  present 
moment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  also 
referred  to  the  Lord  Rectors  and  other 
office-bearers  of  the  University  who  have 
not  been  called  OD  to  subscribe.  Thisistruc 
both  as  regards  Glasgow  and  the  other 
Universities  —  Edinburgh  not  excepted. 
He  added,  that  these  tests  were  obviously 
and  principally  levelled  against  Episco- 
palians. It  is  with  great  diffidence  that  I 
presume  to  differ  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman on  a  point  of  history  ;  but  [  believe 
that  history  sustains  what  I  now  say,  that 
these  teats  were  not  originally  framed  prin- 
cipally against  the  Episcopalians.  So  far 
from  the  Episcopalians  twing  regarded 
with  any  peculiar  jealousy  in  Scotland,  the 
House  must  remember  that  the  Episco- 
palians in  Scotland  never  had  a  fixed  form 
of  worship  in  the  shape  of  a  liturgy.  They 
differed  ftum  the  Presbyterians  as  to  the 
question  of  church  government,  but  not 
with  respect  to  the  fiturgy,  so  much  so, 
that  after  the  Union  one  hundred  and 
twelve  Episcopalian  ministers  were  by 
the  law  and  the  common  consent  of  the 
two  countries  maintained  in  the  full  en- 
joyment of  their  cures.  I  hold  in  my 
hand  a  copy  of  the  original  aubscriptioo  of 
the  President  of  St.  Andrew's  College  in 
the  year  1 698.  The  form  of  it  clearly 
shows  that  it  was  not  directed  so  much 
against  the  Episcopalians  as  against  certain 
hetcrodtiN  opinions  to  whicli  both  e<)ually 
objected.    The  words  are— 
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"  I  underscribe  and  cordially  adhere  to  Iha 
Profession  of  Failh  ratified  by  the  Fifth  Act  of 
the  Second  Session,  in  oppositioa  to  the  erion 
of  Popery,  Socinianiim,  and  Arminianiam,  lad 
I  do  promise  to  submit  to  (he  government  of 
the  Church  is  now  settled  by  the  law  and  by 
Actof  Parliameat," 

The  rigbt  bon.  Gentleman  has  referred  to 
the  case  of  Sir  David  BrewMer,  and  hai 
quoted  some  very  sttong  expreuions  from 
the  fonn  of  the  pleadings  instituted  agaiost 
that  gentleman.  That  is  a  question  of 
Ian,  and  it  is  also  a  question  nhicb  is  not 
yet  decided,  whether  the  test  can  be  ad- 
ministered to  the  head  of  a  College  who 
has  heen  already  inducted  ;  and  in  addition 
to  this,  Sir  D.  Brewster  has  twice  already 
subscribed  the  Confession  of  Faith.  Let 
me  assume  these  testa  to  have  been  re- 
pealed.  By  the  constitution  of  the  Col- 
leges the  Principal  exercises  a  general  su- 
perintendence and  control  over  all  the  lec- 
tures J  it  is  his  duty  to  see  that  no  doc- 
trines of  an  obnoxious  tendency  are  incul- 
cated in  any  lectures  within  the  walls  of 
the  Colleges.  From  the  very  terras  of  the 
Statute  tne  connexion  between  the  Church 
of  Scotland  and  the  Universities  appears  to 
have  been  most  intimate;  and  in  the 
great  majority  of  instances  the  Principals 
are  themselves  members  of  the  Established 
Church.  I  repeat  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
the  Principal  to  exercise  general  superin- 
tendence and  control  over  the  lectures. 
But  if  he  himself  should  be  a  dissenter  from 
the  Established  Church,  these  tests  being  re- 
pealed, you  #ouId  have  no  security  against 
his  exercising  all  the  influence  which  be- 
longs to  his  office  in  a  manner  adverse  to 
the  Established  Church.  The  present  rule 
has  obtained  in  Scotland  for  more  than  a 
centui7  and  a  half;  and  this  fact  ought 
not  to  be  forgotten  when  we  are  debating 
ao  great  a  change.  During  that  period 
religious  differences  bave  been  widely 
spread,  and  have  been  of  a  most  angry 
character ;  but  I  appeal  to  those  who  know 
the  history  uf  the  Scotch  Universities  whe- 
ther it  be  not  the  fact  that,  while  there  have 
been  angry  religious  controversies  with- 
out the  walla  of  the  Universities,  notwith- 
standing the  existence  of  these  tests,  reli- 
gious peace  may  be  truly  said  to  have  pre- 
Tuled,  and  angry  religious  discussions 
may  be  declared  not  to  nave  found  their 
Way  within  the  walls  of  those  Universi- 
ties? Suppose,  in  the  present  unhappy 
state  of  religious  differences  in  Scotland,  a 
very  large  body  of  Free  Church  professors 
should  be  admitted  into  the  Scotch  Uni- 
Tendtim    b  this  a  danger  of  tm  iniagiuarjr 


nature  ?  It  must  be  remembeicd  that,  so 
far  from  the  profenors  being  all  nominated 
by  the  Crown,  a  yerj  large  number  are 
left  to  the  choice  of  popular  bodies.  In  the 
University  of  Edinburgh  the  town  council 
of  Edinburgh  nominate  the  larger  number 
of  professors.  It  is  argued  that  either  the 
Church  of  Scotland  is  composed  of  a  mino- 
rity ofthe  people,  or  ila  numerical  strength 
is  so  diminished  that  it  is  verging  on  the 
minority.  I  should  be  disposed  to  demur 
to  that  statement.  But,  if  it  he  accurate, 
it  should  be  recollected  that  popular  bo- 
dies, partaking  of  the  popular  feeling,  will 
naturally  select  persons  hearing  the  image 
of  their  own  opinions  on  particular  points  ; 
and  if  in  a  short  time  a  nnmber  of  racan- 
ciea  should  occur,  the  probability  is,  that  a 
very  large  proportion  of  the  persons  no- 
minated by  the  town  coundf  would  be 
persons  bitterly  hostile  to  the  Established 
Church  of  Scotland.  Not  only  is  the  con- 
nexion between  the  Established  Church 
and  these  Universities  as  intimate  and  aa 
perpetual  as  an  Act  of  Parliament  can 
make  it,  hut  a  pledge  was  given  by  the 
British  Parliament  that  they  would  never 
take  any  course  which  would  derogate 
from  the  security  which  bad  been  offered. 
I  ask  whether,  consistently  with  that 
pledge,  it  be  pomble  to  assent  to  the  mo- 
tion of  the  right  hoD.  Gentleman,  whe- 
ther, considering  the  inevitable  influence 
of  popular  feeling  on  thoM  who  nominate 
a  large  proportion  of  the  ptofeasors  in 
Scotland,  the  House  will  agree  that  no 
security  shall  be  uken  that  the  persons  to 
nominated  are  friends  to  the  Establish- 
ment >  Now,  let  us  see  what  is  the  weight 
of  authority  opposed  to  this  change.  In 
the  first  place,  I  will  refer  to  the  Report 
of  the  Commission  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  state  of  the  Scotch  Universities 
in  1826.  That  Commission,  composed  of 
persons  of  the  greatest  distinction  in  Scot- 
land, without  reference,  in  the  selection  of 
its  members,  to  party  preferences  or  party 
views,  not  only  reports  most  decidedly  that 
tests  should  continue  to  be  administered 
with  the  rigour  observed  up  to  that  time, 
but  it  commented  on  some  neglect  with 
regard  to  the  administering  of  tests,  and 
pronounced  an  opinion  that  testa  should  be 
enforced  invariably  on  the  nomination  uf 
professors.  I  will  now  come  to  a  more  re-  . 
cent  period — I  will  refer  to  the  decbion 
adopted  by  the  General  Assembly  in  refer- 
ence to  this  question  within  the  lost  six 
weeks,  when  the  question  we  are  now  dis- 
cussing was  brought  under  its  special 
OQticG.    That  assembly  is  a  body  composed 
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profenora,  whether  theological  or  secular, 
should  conform  to  the  particular  opinioni 
which  they  ihcmwiTes  entertained.  The 
light  ban.  Gentleman  relied  on  the  itrone 
opinion  expremed  by  many  of  the  profei- 
aon,  by  the  oiajority  of  the  proferoora  I 
admit,  in  the  various  UniTersitiea,  in  fa- 
vour of  the  proposed  change.  Now,  I 
should  be  sorry  to  apeak  with  anything 
lilce  disrespect  of  the  opinion  of  those  pro- 
fessors ;  but  I  must  say,  that  a  narrow  view 
of  self-interest  is  not  one  ivhich  we  can 
recognise  as  the  ground  of  the  decision 
nbico  Parliament  ought  to  adopt.  On 
the  very  ground  taken  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  it  must  be  with  us  matter  of 
earnest  desire  to  maintain  in  their  inteerity 
the  Scotch  Universities,  without  any  aimw 
nution  in  their  efficiency,  or  in  the  num- 
ber of  the  youth  who  flock  to  them  for  in- 
struction. I  have  already  stated  my  convic- 
tion, that  if  theFree  Church  were  estahlisb- 
ing  a  College  of  its  own,  it  would  take  am- 
pie  security,  by  means  of  a  stringent  reli. 
gious  test,  for  the  exclusive  character  of  the 
leaching  in  that  College.  I  have  reason 
also  to  believe  that  if  this  Bill  should  pass 
and  become  law,  the  Established  Church 
of  Scotland  would  not  think  itself  justified 
allowing  its  youth  to  be  educated  for 
the  ministry  of  the  Church  in  the  absence 
of  such  tests  in  the  existing  Universities. 
My  belief  is,  I  deplore  it  as  much  as  any 
bon.  Member  of  this  House  can  do— my 
belief  is  this,  that  the  time  bos  arrived 
when  sectarian  education  in  Scotland  is 
inevitable ;  but  I  further  beUeve,  that  if 
the  Free  Church  of  Scotland  shall  estab- 
lish a  College  with  a  stringent  test,  and  if 
the  Church  of  Scotland  shall  establish  a 
College  of  its  own  for  the  education  of  its 
ministry,  by  leaving  the  ancient  UniversU 
ties  without  any  security  with  r^ard  to 
the  religious  teaching  afforded  in  them, 
you  will  be  taking  a  course  which  is  cer- 
tain, if  it  do  not  lead  to  their  downfall,  at 
least  to  deprive  them  of  a  considerable 
number  of  students.  I  am  of  opinion  also 
that  in  a  matter  of  this  kind  the  habits 
and  feelings  of  the  people  of  Scotland 
With  respect  to  the  practice  of  Dissenters  should  be  consulted;  I  do  not  believe  that 
generally,  whea  they  found  a  Colle^  of^it  is  consonant  with  their  feelings  or 
their  own  for  the  education  of  laiaisters  j  wishes  that  all  security  with  reference  to 
in  their  own  religious  opinions,  they  ^  the  religious  education  afforded  in  the 
always  take  ample  precautions  that  all  the  .  Universities  should  be  abandoned ;  I  have 
teachers  in  that  College  shall  he,  in  mat-  I  come  to  predsely  the  opposite  conclusion, 
ters  of  religion,  of  the  same  creed  as  they  ,  No  practical  eri!  of  which  I  am  aware  has 
themselves  profess;  and,  if  a  Free  Church  resulted  from  the  moderate  use  of  these 
College  were  to  be  founded  to-morrow,  I  particular  tests.  There  has  been  no  lack 
feel  certain  that  the  founders  of  that  Col- I  of  able  men  iu  the  Universities..  It  must 
lege  would  take  ample  security  that  all  the   be  remembered,  too,  that  no  teat  whatever 


partly  of  (dergy  and  pertly  of  luty.  The 
laity  may  fairly  be  regarded  as  the  repre- 
sentativea  of  the  general  feelings  of  the 
metnbers  of  the  Church  of  Scotland 
tbnniglumt  the  whole  of  that  country. 
The  elders  of  various  parishes  have  seats 
in  that  assembly  ;  and  not  only  is  this  the 
case  with  regard  to  the  elders  of  the 
country  parishes,  but  delegates  are  sent 
from  the  Royal  burghs  to  the  General 
Assembly,  vrfao  partake  of  the  popular 
feeling  of  large  constitueocies,  and,  with 
the  single  reservation  of  the  elders  sitting 
in  General  Assembly  being  members  of 
the  Established  Church,  the  choice  is 
open,  without  reference  to  grade  or  dis- 
tinction. The  question  being  whether  the 
measure  now  propounded  should  be  sup- 
ported or  not,  on  a  division  there  were 
24G  against  the  proposed  change,  while 
oolyll  votedinfavourofit.  Itisalsotobe 
remarked  that  there  have  been  no  popular 
meetings  on  the  subject.  If  I  mistake 
not,  indeed,  meetings  were  convened  both 
in  Edinburgh  and  in  Glasgow  to  consider 
this  very  proposition.  I  have  every  reason 
to  believe  that  at  the  meeting  in  Edio- 
bur^  not  100  persons  were  present ;  and 
I  am  told  that  in  Gla^ow,  the  city  next 
in  importance  to  Edinbui^h,  and  where 
all  subjects,  either  of  a  political  or  religi- 
ous character,  upon  which  the  popular 
mind  is  at  all  excited,  are  usually  consid- 
ered in  large  asBembliea,  no  feeling  what- 
ever in  favour  of  the  proposed  change  has 
been  manifested.  Then,  again,  with  re- 
gard to  the  authority  of  those  who  are 
most  entitled  to  respect  among  the  Dissen- 
ters from  the  Established  Church— I  allude 
to  those,  who  have  recently  gone  forth  on 
account  of  the  right  of  presentation  ;  I  al- 
lude particularly  to  Dr.  Cuuninghein,  Dr. 
Chalmers,  and  Dr.  Candlish — I  have 
every  reason  to  believe  that,  so  far  from 
those  gentlemen  advocating  the  abolition 
of  the  tests,  they  are  among  the  strongest 
advocates  of  them,  and  have  declared  de- 
cidedly that  they  would  prefer  the  main- 
tenance of  the  existing  law  to  the  entire 
abolition  of  religious  tests   in    Scotland. 
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a  admin isleied  to  the  students.  The  ut- 
most latitude  is  given  for  the  peculiar  be- 
lief of  the  different  students,  while  ample 
security  is  taken  with  regard  to  the  reli^- 
ous  teaching  of  the  professors.  These  Col- 
leges have  risen  in  reputation  throughout 
the  long  period  during  which  these  tests 
have  been  enforced ;  the  ablest  men  have 
gone  forth  from  them,  and  students  in 
great  numbers  have  received  instruction. 
There  was  a  large  influs  of  students  up  to 
a  very  recent  period,  and  the  Colleges  were 
in  a  most  flourishing  condition ;  and,  al- 
though the  shock  given  to  these  institu- 
tions by  the  serious  secession  which  took 
place  about  two  years  ago  has  been  consid- 
erable, yet  I  am  bound  to  state,  that  the 
condition  of  the  Universities  at  present  in 
not  one  of  decay,  it  is  not  a  condition 
which  would  lead  us  to  infer  that  thej 
have  ceased  to  flourish.  I  have  stated  to 
the  House  what  1  believe  would  be  the  ef- 
fect of  obolishine  the  existing  testa.  Un- 
happily, those  who  have  left  the  Church 
very  recently  have  avowed  their  bitter 
hostility  to  it,  and  their  desire  that  it 
should  be  overthrown.  I  have  stated  the 
reasons  why,  in  a  short  time,  if  these  tests 
should  be  withdrawn,  the  enemies  of  the 
Church  will  have,  if  not  a  preponderating 
strength  in  Ihe  governing  body  of  the 
Universities,  at  any  rate  such  a  degree  of 
influence  end  power  as  would  enable  them 
to  carry  out  their  hostile  purposes  in  the 
Univewity  to  a  considerahle  extent.     '" 


to  compact,  whether  we  look  to  preaerip- 
tion,  or  whether  we  look  to  the  practical  ef- 
fect, and  to  thegood  resulting  from  themain- 
tenance  of  the  present  system,  which  was 
ratified  by  the  Uuion,  and  has  been  m  long 
established,  it  is  expedient,  with  reference 
to  the  circumstances  ond  interests  of  Scot- 
land, to  maintain  the  existing  test*.  I 
have  considered  the  matter  very  carefiilly, 
and  whatever  obloquy  may  be  cast  upon 
me  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  whow 
custom  it  is  to  impute  to  bit  advcrsariei 
the  lowest  and  most  unworthy  motircf, 
my  conviction  is,  I  repeat,  that  it  is 
my  bounden  duty,  in  existing  circam- 
stances,  to  vote  for  maintaining  the  pre- 
sent teats.  I  think  the  doctrine  pro- 
pounded by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  the  Established  Church  of  Scotland, 
as  it  existed  at  the  time  of  the  Union,  was 
BO  shaken  iiy  the  Act  of  1712,  and  by  the 
Act  which  was  passed  two  years  ago,  that 
it  is  no  longer  to  be  regardea  as  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  that  country,  is  an  ex- 
ceedingly dangerous  one ;  yet  upon  that 
doctrine  this  measure  mainly  rests,  and  the 
adoption  of  the  measure  would  be  the 
adoption  of  the  doctrine  hy  the  British  Le- 
gislature. If  I  had  hesitated  before,  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
have  confirmed  ray  apprehensions  with  re- 
ference to  the  measure  under  consideration. 
On  the  grounds  which  I  have  stated,  I  cer- 
tainly feel  it  my  duty  to  move  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  second  time  this  day  three  months. 
Mr.  James  S,  Wortley  regretied  that  no 
itlemen  on   (he  opposite  aide  of  the 


therto  sectarian  teaching  has  been  avoided ;  j 
but  1  very  much  doubt  whether  this  would  j 

be  the  ease  if  the  proposed  change  were    House  rose  to  reply  ti'the  speech  of  the 
Ml'  1  .       T   ■      ^     ^'  the  .hangc  |  ,;  ^t  hon.  Barooe?.  It  might  seem.. r.nje, 
would  lead  to  sectarian  teaching  and  to  the    .u  .     i.      .l  l     .  i-  l 

I  t  —r-;        J-       1      Ti        .      that  after  the   triumphant  answer  of  bis 

: .iL..i»~  .T,i. .-  I     .1.    1        ,  ""e"  allowed  him  to  finish  ihp  "nion^ 

'"  "onsidenng  this  question.     In  the  long  i.,  ,,  .. 

Blanserl   anr-.p  ',    .     ■' 


series  of  years  which  have  elapsed  since  \ 
the  connexion  between  the  Church  of 
Scotland  and  the  Universities  was  formed, 
a  large  amount  of  property  has  been  left 
by  private  individuals  to  these  various 
Colleges.  Bequests  have  been  made  on 
the  failh  that  the  connexion  between  the 
Established  Church  and  the  Colleges  will 
be  maintained.  If  yon  dissolve  that  con- 
nexion—if the  governing  body,  which  has 
the  power  of  administering  the  bequests 
made,    and    of  exercising   the   trust 


for 
dieer~to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  be  rose  to  address  the  House 
in  opposition  to  the  measure  now  proposed; 
but  he  did  not  scruple  to  affirm  tbat  he 
rested  his  oppoiiiion,  at  least  in  pan,  to 
the  measure,  on  the  peculiar  circumstan- 
ces of  ihe  lime  at  which  it  was  brought 
forward.  When  ihey  heard  the  Church 
of  Scotland  denounced  in  that  House  as 
a  religious  faction,  il  was  not  difficult  to 
foresee  that  ihe  effect  of  the  (access  of 


posed,  shall  become  a  body  diesenting  from  '•"*  Bill  would  be,  to  excite  itill  further 
theChurch— it  will  inevitably  happen  that  public  feeling  in  Scolland.  His  fint  im- 
property  whici)  was  intended  for  members  prc'si""  was  in  favour  of  conceding  what 
of  the  Church  will  be  alienated.  On  the  ""«  asked  in  this  measare ;  but  upon 
whole,  I  am  decidedly  of  opinion  that,  inquiry  into  ihe  atate  of  feeling  in  Scot- 
whether  w«  look  to  law,  whether  we  look  .  land,   he  conceiTed   himself  jailified  in 
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yeiiKiog  the  Bill.  Soch  wni  the  state  of 
feeling  in  Scotland,  that  this  measure 
would  be  regarded  at  a  triumph  by  one 
party  over  another.  This  would,  there- 
fore, be  a  most  uohappy  moment  for  its 
adoption.  But  that  was  not  his  only 
reason  for  opposing  the  Bill.  For  his 
part,  he  was  for  limiling;  the  application 
of  tests  as  much  as  possible ;  but  they 
were  not,  in  ibis  instance,  imposing  new 
lettB.  These  tests  existed  before  the 
Union  with  Scotland;  and  they  had 
never  been  used  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
ligious persecution.  The  utmost  latitude, 
it  was  admitted,  had  been  given,  notwith- 
standing their  existence ;  and  the  present 
attempt  to  abolish  tbem  was  prompted 
by  ihe  enemies  of  the  Church  of  Scotland. 
There  was  no  question,  that  if  they  re- 
pealed these  tesis,  a  struggle  would  fol- 
low to  wrest  the  Universities  from  the 
Church.  He  agreed  with  the  majority  of 
that  House,  that  ihey  must  have  a  Church 
connected  with  the  Slate,  and  if  so,  they 
■hould  have  a  University  connected  with 
the  Church.  The  present  question,  in 
fact,  was,  whether  they  would  give  the 
Free  Church  a  triumph  over  the  Church 
of  Scotland.  The  members  of  the  Free 
Church,  of  whom  he  wished  to  speak 
wiih  every  respect,  were  pledged  to-use 
their  utmost  efforts  to  destroy  the  Church; 
and  the  carrying  of  this  measure  would 
be  received  by  them  as  a  triumph  over  it. 
The  question  was  by  no  means,  whether 
all  classes  in  Scotland  should  have  edu. 
cation,  for  it  was  admitted  they  had  it 
under  the  present  system;  but  the  ques- 
tion was,  whether  lliey  would  transfer  an 
establishment,  founded  and  endowed  by 
private  individuals,  lo  persons  who  were 
the  sdvocates  of  the  voluntary  system,  and 
consequently  the  enemies  of  all  religious 
establishmenls.  The  right  hon.  Genlle- 
man  said  that,  if  this  Bill  were  not  carried, 
a  new  College  would  be  established  by 
the  Free  Church;  but  he  did  not  think 
that  the  carrying  of  (bis  measure  would 
prevent  the  eslablishmeot  of  that  College, 
nor  was  be  disposed  to  desire  that  the 
establishment  of  that  College  should  be 
prevented. 

Sir  O.  Grey  felt  that  some  apology  was 
due  lo  the  House   for  his  addressing  it 
upon  a  subject   more  immediately   con- 
nected with  n  part  of  the  couniry  with  i  licy  of  any  Gov 
which  he  could   claim  no  personal   con- <  extent,  vary  according  to  circumstances; 


able,  the  convincing,  the  unanswered,  and 
unanswerable  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Edinbui^h 
(Mr.  Macsulay),  on  moving  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  had  not  a  Gentleman 
opposite  risen  as  the  defender  of  the  course 
which  the  Government  had  taken  with 
reference  to  this  Bill.  Having  been  one 
of  the  few  I^embers  present  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Leith  (Mr.  Ru- 
therfurd)  moved  for  and  obtained  leave  to 
introduce  this  Bill,  and  having  witnessed 
with  satisfaction  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment then  took  with  respect  to  it,  he 
felt  called  upon,  as  an  English  Member 
of  Ihe  House,  to  express  his  regret  at  ihe 
course  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
James  Graham)  felt  himself  compelhd 
now  to  lake,  in  opposing  the  further  pro- 
gress oF  the  Bill.  It  must  have  been  evi- 
dent to  every  one  who  listened  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  that  he  spoke 
against  his  own  conviclions,  that  he  rea- 
soned against  his  own  better  judgment, 
that  he  was  speaking,  in  fact,  under  a 
secret  compulsion,  which  imposed  upon 
him  an  arduous  task  —  a  task,  which 
though  ably  performed,  he  had  performed 
reluctantly,  whilst  his  whole  manner 
showed  that  he  was  nut  giving  ullerance 
to  his  real  sentiments.  Pressed  as  the 
Government  were  by  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh,  wiih  (lie  most  crush- 
ing arguments  by  which  he  illustrated 
their  inconsistency  in  the  course  which  they 
now  adopted,  as  compared  with  that 
which  Ihey  had  taken  when  leave  was 
given  10  introduce  the  Bill,  and  tlieir  still 
more  marked  inconsistency  in  the  course 
which  ihey  were  now  taking,  in  urging 
the  reimposiiion  of  those  tesia  in  Scot- 
land, as  compared  with  that  whicli,  to 
their  credit,  they  had  adopted  wilh  regard 
lo  the  Irish  Colleges  Bill,  and  to  which 
they  declared  themselves  prepared  lo 
adhere;  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  got 
up,  and  took  credit  to  the  Government 
for  their  very  inconsistency,  and  stated 
that  they  were  not  to  be  bound  in  their 
future  course  by  any  regard  to  what  had 
been  done  on  lormcr  occasions ;  and  that 
the  policy  of  the  Government  was  an  ever- 
varying  policy — a  policy  varying  according 
to  ihe  circumstances  in  which  ibey  found 
themselves  called   upon  to  act.     The  po- 


He  should  have  felt  reluct 


I  but  the  righl  hon.  Gentleman  seeroed  lo 


10  rise  on  the  present  occasion,  after  the  |  have    forgotten  that    there    was  such   a 
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thing^  u  principle  even  io  the  varialiont  of 
policy,  which  thould  teep  them  within  the 
lioiits  of  coniiitency  ;  and  that  ihelr  po- 
licy (hoald,  in  all  it*  change*,  be  free 
from  tbatditcord  and  iaconiiitency  which 
exposed  the  Government  to  auch  severe 
reproofs  SI  were  juilty  adminlBtered  by 
hii  right  hoD>  Friend  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh.  He  heard  with  deep  regret, 
from  the  right  hoa.  Baronet,  the  avowa], 
the  truth  of  which  must  have  been  forced 
npoD  the  GoTernment,  since  the  foimer 
debate  upon  this  Bill,  that  teclarisn  co). 
legiate  education  in  Scotland  was  non 
inevitable.  The  bon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman opposite  (Mr.  J.  S.  Woitley) 
asked  what  grievance  was  complained  of* 
There  were  no  better  terms  in  which  he 
(Sir  George  Grey)  could  describe  that 
grievance  than  at  a  sectsrian  collegiale 
education  for  Scotland.  As  to  the  argU' 
[Dent  on  which  the  Goveromenl  rested  ihi 
alteration  of  their  policy,  what  circum- 
lEancea  had  occurred,  inbiequenlly  to  the 
former  debate,  which  indnced  them 
come  to  the  convictioa  that  the  hope 
which  they  then  entertained  bad  been  de- 
stroyed? How  long  was  itsioce  the. Lord 
Advocate  was  examined,  and  gave  his 
evidence  before  the  Commission  of  In- 
quiry into  the  Criminal  Law  of  Scotland  T 
In  answer  to  the  following  question  ; — 

"  Are  there  any  penal  enactments  in  Scot' 
lanil,  as  repiesented  by  Mr.  Hume  in  bis 
Coalmen  lanes,  sETecting  persons  diSerin;  from 
the  natioDsl  religion,  except  Papisti  ?"  his 
reply  was, '  There  are  restrictions.  We  have 
now  pending  in  the  Hoaic  of  Commons,  a 
Bill,  brODght  in  to  relieve  from  disabilities, 
in   renrd   to   professorships   in   the  Unirer. 

At  page  41,  the  Report  of  the  Commis- 
sion Slated  that— 

"  In  Scotland  (here  appear  to  be  no  reli- 
gious tests  as  a  qualification  for  holding  offices 
or  places  of  trust,  except  for  ibe  admission 
of  the  ofGce-bearers,  professors,  and  teachers, 
in  ihe  Universities,  and  for  parochial  school- 
mailers  ;  in  the  Istier  of  which  cases,  tests 
have  always  been  imposed,  though  in  some 
of  ibe  Universities  thej  have  been,  to  a  great 
extent,  in  abeyance.  As  this  subject  is  si 
present  under  the  consideration  of  Parlia- 
ment, we  do  not  consider  it  proper  to  offer 
any  opinion  upon  it." 

They  expressly  abstained  from  recom- 
mending ihe  continuance  of  tests,  which 
came  under  the  clasi  of  penal  enactments, 
because  a  Bill  upon  the  subject  was  pend- 
ing in   Failiament,   the  Lord  Advocate 
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not  having  then  iolimated  liia  opinion 
that  the  Bill  waa  to  be  opposed.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Perthshire  (Mr.  Home 
Drummood)  was  a  Member  of  that  Com- 
mission :  and  he  distinctly  stated,  that  his 
authority,  as  a  Member  of  that  Commis. 
sion,  was  not  to  be  qaoted  ia  favour  of 
the  continuance  of  these  tests ;  and  ad- 
vised Her  Majesty's  Ministers  to  be  very 
cautious  before  they  opposed  the  pauage 
of  this  Bill.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  at- 
tempted to  show  that  the  continuance  of 
the  tests  had  only  been  partial.  Nobody 
denied  that.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
waa  unable  to  adduce  a  single  instance  in 
wliicb  a  professor  was  prevented  from  ac- 
cepting a  professorship,  or  any  in  which 
a  professor  was  removed  from  his  profes- 
sorship, for  not  talcing  the  tests.  A  case 
occurred  to  him  (Sir  George  Grey),  in 
which  a  known  Episcopalian,  within  two 
years  after  taking  hit  degree,  became 
Greek  professor  at  the  University  of  Glas- 
gow, and  who  remained  an  Episcopalian 
during  the  continuance  of  his  professar- 
ship,  and  continued  an  Episcopalian  until 
he  died.  He  now  alluded  to  Sir  Daniel 
Sanford.  [Sir  J.  Graham:  He  did  take 
the  teat.]  He  had  no  reason  to  suppose 
he  did,  but  if  an  £o);liih  Epiicopalian 
coiild  take  the  test,  what  reason  was  there 
that  a  Member  of  the  Free  Church  could 
not — if  an  Episcopalian  were  admitted, 
under  auch  circumstances,  to  a  profes- 
Borship — why  shonid  not  a  Free  Church- 
man be  admitted  also  7  So  far  as  he  could 
gather,  the  whole  argument  if  argument 
it  could  be  artmitted  to  be,  for  maintain- 
ing these  teats,  was  founded  upon  the 
danger  which  was  apprehended  from  Free 
Churchmen  and  members  of  the  Estab> 
lished  Church  meeting  as  professors  in 
the  same  University.  If  the  passage  of 
thia  Bill  were  prevented,  he  did  not  see 
how  the  calamity  of  a  sectarian  collegi- 
ate education  waa  to  be  averted ;  and  he 
hoped  the  Hoase  would  interpose,  by  suf. 
feiing  the  Bill  to  pass,  to  avert  such  a 
calamity.  The  result  of  a  lectariao  edu- 
cation would  be  to  multiply  and  perpe- 
tuate those  differences,  which  he  earnestly 
hoped  would  be  speedily  allayed  and  di- 
minished, by  bringing  members  of  the 
Free  Church  and  of  the  Church  at  ettab. 
lished  by  law  within  ihe  same  Uuiversity. 
and  there  training  the  youth  of  different 
persuasions  together.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  during  a  century 
and  a  half  these  tests  bad  been,  to  a  cer- 
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tkin  extent,  in  operation.     But  let  him 
remind  the   right  hon.  Oenlteman,  that 
dnriog  that  lime,  comparatively  apeakiog, 
religious  peace  had  been  known  in  Scot- 
land.    During   that  century  and  a  half, 
religioaa  diSerences  had   not    occapied 
the    prominent    place    in    men's    minds 
which  they  formerly  occnpKd.    Bat  what 
would    be   the   case  now?     Every  man 
would  look  to  hii  neighbour  with  anspi- 
cion ;  and  he  feaied  that  the  differencei 
which    he   deprecated,  would  grow   and 
multiply  ai  berore.     Such  would  be  the 
effect  of  obslrnctiog  thii  Bill.     The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  (Mr.  S.  Wortlej) 
■aid,  that  the  General  Aiierabjy  had  thii 
year    discontintied   the  attempt  recently 
made  egainit  Sir  David  Brewster,     Bui 
would  thia  attempt  not  be  repeated,  or 
might  it  not  be  repeated  ?     The  Assem- 
bly of  this  year  had  discontinued  the  pro- 
ceeding; but  that  of  next  jear  might 
encourage    similar    attempts,    and    give 
them  their  sanction  and  countenance.    Il 
was  to  prevent  the  possibility  of  the  re- 
currence of  auch  attempts  thai  he  sup- 
ported  the  present  Bill.     To  the  Bill  he 
gave   his  cordial  aiaent,  and    he    could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  House  should 
interpose  between  the  opinion  expressed 
by  the  Government,  that  a  sectarian  col. 
l^iate  education  was  inevitable  for  Scot- 
land, and  their  decision  that  no  attempt 
was  to  be  made  to  avert  auch  a  resall. 
He  deeply  regelted  the  course  which  the 
Governmenl  had  determined  upon  pursu- 
ing ;   for,   as  the  natural  result  of  that 
conree,  he  saw  springing  up  a  rival  Uni- 
veraty  to  the  Universities  already  exist- 
ing— a  rivalry  which,    he  feared,  would 
go  far  to  reopen   all    the  sources  of  re- 
ligious   difference    and    animosity,    and 
to  perpetuate  the  schism  which  had  al- 
ready unhappily  taken  place.     He  ear- 
nestly trusted,  that  before  it  was  too  late 
the  Government  would   reconsider  iheir 
decision. 

Sir  R.  Inglit  said,  his  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh  would  acquit 
him  of  any  intention  to  speak  of  him 
with  any  disrespect,  if  he  said  that  of  his 
speech  —  brilliant  and  beautiful  as  were 
many  of  its  passages — there  was  only  one 
ai^ument  which  seemed  to  him  (Sir  R. 
Inglis)  to  be  a  piece  of  ordnance  that  had 
made  any  impression  un  the  bulwark  he 
had  attacked.  It  was  this— that  whereas 
there  was  a  compact  entered  into  in  1707 
by  the  Act  of  Union,  there  was  at  present 
VOL.  LXXXII.    {£1'4} 


no  person  endtled  to  claim  the  benefit  of 
that  compact.     It  was  true,  said  hu  right 
hon.  Friend,  that  if  any  persons  remained 
in  the  same  condition  in  1845  as  they  were 
in  1 707,  be  would  admit  their  claim,  as  the 
Church  of  Scotland  and  the  Universities 
connected  with  it,  to  have  the  protection 
of  those  tests  which  it  was  the  object  of  thin 
BUI  to  remove;  but  that  the  Church  of 
Scotland,  since  1842,  had  ceased  to  be  that 
Church  contemplated  by  the  Act  of  1690. 
That  argument  struck  him  (Sir  R.  Inglis) 
at  the   time ;  but,   on  recoDsideration,  it 
seemed   to  him  to  prove  too  much,  as  it 
proved  the  utter  extinction  of  any  Church 
to  which  the  faith  of  the  nation  was  pledged. 
It  could  not  be  said,  that  it  could  be  sought 
in   the  Free    Church ;  and,  if  nut,  what 
alternative  was  there  but  to  rcco^ise  the 
corporate  body  of  the  Church  of  Scotland, 
the  petition  from  whom,  through  their  au- 
thorized Assembly,  was  then  lying  on  the 
Table  f     The  question  was  not  whether 
they  should  impose  tests,  but  whether  they 
should  remove  those  which  had  existed  for 
the  last  150  years.     It  was  clear,  by  refer- 
ence not  merely  to  the  decrees  of  the  Gene- 
ral Assenihly,  but  to  Acts  of  Parliament, 
that  from  the  period  of  the  Reformation, 
the  intention  was,  that  the  institution  of 
the  Church  should  be  connected  with  aca- 
demical education,  and  that  they,  and  they 
only,  should  have  rule  and  authority  in  tho 
Colleges  of  Scotlniil  who  were  in  commu- 
nion with  the  ClijL'ch  of  Scotland.     It  was 
not  quite  fair  in  the  risht  hou.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  to  taunt  bis  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment withinconsistency,becausehedid 
not  recognise  religion  as  the  essential  bans 
of  education  in  the  Irish  Colleges  Bill. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  expressly  de- 
clared that  Ireland  was  an  exception^  case 
■that  the  course  he  felt  bound  to  adopt 
differed  from  his  general  conviction,  and 
from  that  which,  under  other  and  happier 
circumstances,  he  should  have  been  rudy 
to  apply  to  Ireland  itself.     The  question 
was  altogether  different  when  applied  to 
Scotland,   where,   he  believed,   the  large 
body  of  the  people  were  still  attached  to 
the  national   Established  Church,   whose 
ministers  for  the  last  forty  years  had  la- 
boured most  assiduously  in  the  discharge 
of  their  spiritual  functions.     He  was  also 
ready  to  bear  his  testimony  to  the  piety, 
self-devotion,  and  great  ncrifices  made  by 
the  ministers  of  the  Free  Church;  although 
he  could  not  think  they  were  justi(ie<l  bv 
i\  difference,  not  in  doctrine  or  discipline, 
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bat  in  clinrch 


mt,  in  bretktng  up 


the  peace  of  Scotland  by  tbeir 
He  nunild  vote  uainK  the  BJU. 

Mr.  Pringle  iioped  the  Hoove  would 
reject  thii  Bill,  nbich,  he  beliefed,  if 
pined,  would  be  moit  injnTiotiR,  if  not 
wholly  ruinous,  to  the  Univeriitiei  and 
the  inteT»ts  of  edoeation  in  Scotland, 
Theie  testi  had  exiited  in  the  Uninrtitiei 
of  Scotland  frotn  a  period  coent  almo«( 
with  the  foundation  of  the  Uoireraitiei 
themaelres.  Episcopaliani  themielTeR, 
inch  ai  Sir  Daniel  Sandford,  had  not 
objected  to  take  them,  and  there  was 
reason  why  memberi  of  the  Free  Chur 
should  refuse  subscription.  Only  those 
would  be  escloded  by  their  operation  who 
refused  to  pledge  themselves  that  they 
would  not  use  their  powers  or  pmil^es 
to  the  prejudice  or  tubversion  of  the 
Church  of  Scotland.  The  General  As- 
sembly of  the  Church  of  Scotland  had 
petitioned  the  Legislature  in  the  strongest 
terms  against  the  Bill.  The  Free  Church, 
and  many  other  religious  denominations 
in  Scotland,  bad  established  educational 
institutions  for  the  instruction  of  persons 
of  their  own  communion  ;  and,  if  this 
Bill  were  adopted,  the  Established  Church 
of  Scotland  would  be  the  only  ecclesi' 
astical  establishment  in  that  country 
which  would  be  denied  the  privilege  of 
potseising  academical  iostitaiions  for  the 
education  of  its  members.  He  called 
upon  boa.  Gentlemen  to  reSect  what 
would  be  the  result  of  adopting  this  mea- 
sure. At  present  the  patronage  connected 
with  the  University  of  Edinburgh  was 
Tssted  in  the  Town  Council,  which  had 
the  power  of  appointing  the  professors, 
subject  to  the  control  of  the  Act  of  Par- 
liament imposing  the  eKisting  tests;  bnt, 
if  those  tests  were  abolished,  every  elec- 
tion would  probably  give  rise  to  a  con- 
test between  tbe  two  parties  in  the 
Church,  in  which  the  students  of  tbe 
University  would  necesssrily  be  involved. 
He  also  entertained  strong  objections  (o 
this  measure  on  the  ground  that  it  would 
materially  affect  the  whole  system  of  edu- 
cation in  Scotland.  The  system  of  na- 
tional education  in  that  country  had  been 
mainly,  if  not  solely,  originated  by  the 
Established  Church  ;  and  the  resultshow- 
ed  how  faithfully  that  Establishment  had, 
in  thit  respect,  discharged  its  duties ;  but 
the  adoption  of  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  would,  in  his  opinion,  be  moat  in- 
jurious to  the  extension  of  education  in 
Scotland.    On  these  grounds,  he  hoped 


tbe  Hoflie  would  not  atsent  (o  Ibt  weond 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  C.  BuU«riRid,whenherecollecied 
the  prond  eminence  on  which  tha  hon. 
Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken  stood  in 
the  eyes  of  the  country  on  account  of  the 
singular  sacrifice  be  had  tnade  of  interest 
to  conscience  in  the  course  of  the  present 
Session,  he  was  prepared  to  expect  some- 
what more  dear  principles  of  morality 
from  his  lips.  He  could  scarcely  con- 
ceive a  test  more  grating  to  the  con- 
scientious  feelings  and  the  honest  pride  of 
an  honourable  man,  than  thai  which  the 
hon.  Gentlemnn  would  keep  up,  and  for 
having  taken  which,  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  a  professorship,  (he  member  of 
another  church  than  the  Presbyterian 
Chnrch  of  Scotland  was  now  defended. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  aod  the  hon. 
Member  for  Selkirkshire  contended  that 
(his  test  did  not  operate  as  an  exclusion  ; 
but  what,  he  asked,  could  lend  more  lo 
keep  out  the  members  of  another  chnrch 
from  those  professorships,  than  to  extort 
from  them  a  declaration  that  they  prac- 
tised the  worship  of  a  Church  to  which 
■  hey  did  not  belong?  A  man  might,  per- 
haps, as  in  tbe  case  of  Sir  D.  Bandford, 
feel  himself  juitilied,  by  the  usages  of  so. 
cieiy,  and  the  lax  tone  of  morals  around 
in  making  the  required  declaration, 
though  he  was  a  member  of  a  different 
chnrch  ;  but  this  only  showed  the  perfect 
farce  of  (he  profession.  But  he  could 
scarcely  understand  such  an  argument  as 
coming  from  an  hon.  Member  who  had 
most  cODsistently,  certainly,  supported  the 
proposition  for  separate  religious  instruc- 
tioD  being  provided  in  the  Irish  Colleges 
for  the  Protestant  apart  from  the  Roman 
Catholic  pupils — 

Mr.  PringU  :  The  difference  between 
the  Roman  Catholic  Church  and  the 
Protestant  Church  is  a  difference  of  es- 
sentials ;  while  that  between  the  Episcopal 
Church  and  the  Presbyterian  Cliurch  of 
Scotland,  is  not  a  difference  of  essentials. 

r.  C.  Bnlkr  contended  that  such  a 
distinction  did  not  justify  the  test,  which 
WBB  one  that  ought  not  to  continae  ;  and 
seeing  the  principle  on  which  the  Go. 
vernment  had  acted  with  regard  lo  Ire- 
land, he  could  not  understand  how  they 
could  support  it.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  James  Grnham]  rested  his  argument 

TOiir  of  the  application  of  a  different 
principle  to  Scotland  from  that  the  Go- 
vernment bad  applied  in  ihe  case  of  Ire- 
land, upon  the  difffrent  circumstances  of 
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the  tvo  countries.  Now,  allhougb  he 
wu  by  DO  means  diipoud  to  camplain  of 
the  GD*ernmetit  for  having  at  length 
altered  their  policy  with  regard  to  Ireland, 
and  adopted  a  courie  of  nhich  he  entirely 
approved,  he  could  not  but  agree  with  all 
that  had  been  stated  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Edinbui^h  (Mr. 
Macaulay).  He  could  perfectly  understand 
a  change  of  opinions  leading  to  a  change 
of  measures,  and  conscieatious  convic- 
tion ,  though  long  in  coming,  leading  to 
the  adoption  of  sonnder  viewd.  But  he 
thought  they  had  a  right  to  expect  to  see 
the  same  sincerity  evinced  by  the  Govera- 
ment  in  the  mDinienance  of  the  new  views, 
as  had  been  exhibited  in  support  of  the 
old  ones,  and  not  that  the  change  should 
be  merely  that  instead  of  acting  upon  the 
principles  by  which  they  had  formerly 
been  influenced,  they  had  now,  having 
iliacovered  that  those  principles  were  er- 
roneous, determined  henceforth  to  act  on 
DO  principle  at  all.  Tlie  right  hon.  Bu- 
ronet  had  said  that  the  ultei  absence  of 
all  religious  tests,  either  from  students  or 
professors,  in  the  Irish  Colleges  Bill,  as 
proposed  by  (he  Government,  arose  from 
the  peculiar  circumstances  of  Ireland ; 
bat  the  right  hon.  Baronet  bad  not  told 
Ihem  what  those  peculiar  circurastances 
were;  for  every  ci rcnmst an ce  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  staled  as  justifying  the 
application  of  that  principle  in  regard  to 
Ireland,  would  equally  justify  the  appli- 
cation o(  the  same  principle  to  Scotland. 
What  were  the  peculiar  circumstances  of 
Ireland?  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
stated  that  the  people  of  Ireland  were  in 
a  stale  of  religious  difference,  and  that 
hostility  and  animosity  on  that  ground 
prevailed  ;  and  he  added,  that  the  evil  now 
was,  that  the  existing  educational  institu- 
tions of  the  country  were  in  the  hands  of 
one  religious  denomination  only ;  and  if 
joa  established  any  religious  lest  as  ap- 
plying to  the  new  Colleges,  you  would 
create  so  many  sectarian  institutions  for 
education,  wherein  those  religious  distinc- 
tions and  diffierences  which  were  so  mJs- 
thievous  in  aAer  life,  would  be  inculcated 
in  the  minds  of  the  students,  and  that  the 
object  of  a  wise  statesman  in  such  q  state 
of  ibings  was  to  bring  parlies  of  different 
religions  (o  receive  a  common  education 
together  with  the  view  of  implanting  in 
their  minds  feelings  of  good  will  and 
friendliness  to  each  other.  But  was  the 
state  of  things  which  the  right  hon.  Da> 


ronet  so  described  peculiar  to  Ireland  ? 
Thanks  to  the  policy  of  the  present  Go. 
vernmeni,  it  was  not  1  What  was  the  slate 
of  Scotland  at  this  time?  The  Govern- 
ment had  done  all  they  could  to  bring 
Scotland  into  the  same  state  in  regard  to 
religious  difTerences  as  Ireland  was.  The 
great  mischief  in  Ireland  was,  that  you 
had  there  an  Established  Church  richly 
endowed,  invested  with  exclusive  pri. 
vileges  and  honours,  nhich  wns  not  the 
Church  ofthe  great  majority  of  llie  people. 
In  Scotland,  up  to  five  years  ago,  toe  Es- 
tablished Church  of  Scotland  was  the 
Church  of  the  great  majority  of  the  people 
— but  who  would  now  venture  to  say  that 
that  Church  represented  the  religion  of 
the  barest  possible  majority  ?  The  argu- 
ment against  the  application  of  religious 
tests,  then,  was  asapplicable  to  Scotland  as 
lo  Ireland.  Was  it  not  as  important  that 
they  should  not  keep  up  sectarian  educa> 
tion  in  Scotland  as  in  Ireland  ?  He  was 
astonished  to  hear  the  right  ban.  Baronet, 
ia  speaking  of  a  country  not  hitherto  torn 
by  sectarianism,  declare  in  his  place  In 
Parliament  that  Scotland  was,  he  feared, 
in  that  state  in  which  all  education  must 
henceforth  be — seclarlan.  It  had  been  said 
the  object  of  the  opponents  of  this  Eill 
was  not  to  establish  any  new  test,  but 
merely  to  keep  up  old  tests.  For  150 
years  the  great  majority  of  the  people  of 
Scotland  had  professed  one  religion  ;  the 
application  of  a  religious  test,  therefore, 
was  comparatively  unimportant.  It  did 
not,  under  such  circumstances,  keep  out 
any  one  who  desired  to  be  a  member  of 
the  Universities;  the  lest  fell  into  desue- 
tude. The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  that 
the  test  still  existed  at  the  University  of 
Edinburgh,  and  that  those  who  chose  lo 
lake  it  might.  lie  had  never  before  heard 
of  an  optional  test.  If,  however,  it  was  to 
be  maintained  on  the  condition  that  those 
who  wished  might  Uke  it,  and  those  who 
objected  should  not  be  compelled,  he 
would  have  no  objection.  But  let  thai  be 
understood  at  St.  Andrew's  as  well  as  at 
Edinburgh:  and  do  not,  in  future,  allow 
such  a  man  as  Sir  David  Brewster  to  be 
excluded  from  his  professorship  for  the 
glory  of  God  and  the  safety  of  the  Church. 
It  was  said  also  that,  practically,  the  tests 
have  done  no  barm.  He  could  not  admit 
that  Ihey  bad  done  no  haim.  The  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  referred  to  ilic  professur- 
ships  of  moral  and  natural  philosopliy,  and 
llie  possibility,  if  the  te^ts  were  abolished^ 
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of  (hoM  who  filled  thoie  chain  instilling 
improper  religious  opinions  into  the  minds 
of  iheiT  pupils  1  but  what  secnrity  hid 
they  that  that  mig^ht  not  occur  DOW?  Three 
or  four  jears  ago  a  serious  schism  tooL 
place  in  the  Church  of  Scotland,  and  a 
large  portion  oft  oth  clei^y  and  laity  ae- 
ceded.  Those  who  were  of  one  religion 
before  became  divided,  and  religious  dif- 
ferences previously  unknown  in  Scotland 
prevaileil.  And  now  it  was  that  that  party, 
who,  by  the  aid  of  the  law,  had  obtained 
the  supremacy  over  the  others,  came 
forward  to  insist  on  the  application  of 
those  tests  which  had  prcTioutly  re- 
mained a  dead  letter,  for  the  purpose  of 
keeping  their  opponents  out  of  office.  This, 
then,  was  practically  and  virtually  a  new 
leat.  They  were  threatened  that  if  one 
party  resorted  to  tests,  the  other  would 
take  refuge  in  sectarian  education.  In 
hia  speech  npon  the  lit  of  May,  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary 
aeemed  perfectly  sensible  of  the  mischief 
likely  to  result  to  Scotland,  should  a  Col- 
lege be  established  by  the  Free  Church 
Sirij.  Now,  however,  the  right  bon. 
entlemsn  seemed  to  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  the  establishment  of  such 
BO  institution  was  a  necessity  which  he 
must  snbrait  to ;  and  the  evil  which  he  was 
trying  to  guard  against  in  one  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  dominions,  he  was  deliberately 
inflicting  oo  another.  On  the  occasion  to 
which  he  bad  alluded,  the  right  hon.  Ba< 
ronet  mentioned  with  great  respect  an  au- 
thority which  he  treated  with  as  much 
contempt  now.  He  then  remarked  that 
a  great  niejority  of  the  professors  in  every 
University  in  Scotland  had  petitioned  for 
the  abolition  of  these  tests.  He  now 
seemed  to  say  that  these  professors  were 
interested  parties  in  the  welUheing  of  the 
College,  and,  that,  therefore,  their  opin- 
ions were  not  to  be  adopted,  their  wishes 
not  attended  to.  He  did  not  think  that 
if  these  gentlemen  expressed  an  opinion 
favonrable  to  the  abolition  of  these  tests, 
that  that  opinion  should  be  sneered  at  on 
the  ground  of  the  pecuniar;  interest  ihey 
had  in  the  attendance  upon  their  lectures. 
He  had  observed,  with  great  regret,  the 
course  which  Government  had  taken  upon 
this  occasion.  Indeed,  their  whole  con- 
duct towards  the  Cljurch  of  Scotland, 
ever  since  the  disruption,  seemed  that  of 
men  who  had  taken  lides  with  one  party, 
and  were  determined  to  support  it  at  all 
haiards.     The  abolition  ol  these   tests 
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would  be  a  highly  conciliatory  measure 
as  regarded  the  Free  Church  party.  The 
assembly  of  that  Church  had  petitioned 
in  favour  of  their  being  dune  away  with. 
The  present  was  a  great  opportunity  for 
conciliating  that  Church,  and  if  (bey  ever 
did  hope  to  heal  the  achism  which  bad 
taken  place,  now  was  the  time  to  operate 
upon  men's  minds.  But  if  they  went  on 
in  a  courK  of  intolerance  towards  the 
seceding  party,  they  would  only  exasper- 
ate the  differences  which  had  arisen,  and 
render  that  schism  which  they  all  deplor- 
ed ss  permanent  es  it  was  extensive. 

The  Lord  Advocate  said,  that  the  Bill 
which  was  now  moved  lo  be  read  a  second 
time,  proposed  to  abolish  tests  in  the 
Universities  of  Scotland — except  with  re- 
spect to  certain  chairs  and  theological  pro- 
fessorships. It  waa  not  proposed  by  this 
Bill  to  establish  any  other  tests  in  the  room 
of  those  established  by  law.  This  Bill 
simply  proposed  to  repeal  those  teats,  or, 
in  other  words,  to  repeal  the  Act  of  Secu- 
rity. Now,  it  would  be  remembered,  that 
there  were  at  present  noColleges  orUniver- 
silies  in  Scoitsnd  for  the  education  of  the 
clergy,  except  those  with  respect  to  which 
it  was  proposed  to  repeal  those  tests.  At 
the  date  of  the  Union  it  was  made  a  par- 
ticular condition  of  the  Union  that  those 
Universities  should  be  maintained  in  their 
existing  state,  and  that  those  test*  now 
sought  to  be  abolished  should  be  pre- 
served. This  was  part  of  ihe  Treaty  of 
Union,  and  was  afterwards  inirodnced  in 
the  Act  of  Union,  A  proposal  was  now 
made  to  interfere  with  that  arrangement, 
and  to  repeal  those  tests,  and  not,  instead 
of  them,  to  substitute  any  other  tests.  It 
was  not  even  proposed  to  modify  those 
tests,  but  absolutely  to  repeal  them.  He 
was  not  aware  that  any  body  of  Dissen- 
ters or  Presbyterians  had  expressed  a  wish 
that  those  tests  should  be  repealed.  The 
resolutions  which  had  been  passed  by  the 
Assembly  of  the  Free  Church  did  not  go 
so  far  as  that.  He  had  said  that  the 
maintenance  of  these  tests  was  one  of  the 
conditions  of  the  Union  ;  and  be  would  ask 
them  to  consider,  when  they  sought  the 
abolition  of  those  tests  and  the  violation 
of  the  Union,  whether  they  had  caused 
any  practical  evil  ?  He  had  beard  of  no 
practical  evil  arising  from  them,  and  of  no 
complaint  of  thetr  operstioni,  except  from 
the  University  of  Si.  Andrew's.  Those 
tests  were  uniformly  observed,  except  in 
the  UoiveiBity  of  Edinburgh;  andlherea- 
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•oo  ibey  were  Dot  more  •tiiclly  observed 
was,  tliBt  members  of  oiher  Univeraiiies, 
who  iiad  previously  taken  the  teat  in  their 
own  Universilies,  were  frequently,  ou  ac> 
count  of  its  aupericir  emolumenls,  trans- 
ferred to  profesaoTehipa  in  the  Univeraity 
of  Edinburgh.  But  itwaa  said  (hat  within 
the  last  two  jeara  a  slate  of  things  had 
arisen  in  Scotland  which  rendered  it  ue- 
cusary  to  interrere  with  the  present  Estab- 
lishment or  Scotland  ;  to  break  in  upon 
the  security  of  the  Church  of  Scotland, 
which  had  existed  ever  since  the  Reforma- 
tion. Now,  what  was  that  state  of  matters  ? 
Two  years  ago  a  large  secession  had  takeo 
place  from  the  Church,  so  that  those  who 
disaenled  from  the  Establishment  were 
proportion  ably  more  numerous  than  they 
were  before  :  was  that  a  sufBcieDt  reason 
for  abolishing  all  tests  whatever  ?  Was  it 
the  opinion  even  of  those  men  who  had 
left  the  Church  that  no  tests  ought  to 
exist — that  there  ought  to  be  no  security 
as  to  the  religious  character  of  the  teachera 
of  youth  ?  He  would  read  to  the  House 
the  opinions  of  some  eminent  divines  of 
that  body,  from  which  they  would  see  that 
they  were  witling  that  the  teslishould  be 
BO  altered  or  modiGed  as  to  admit  to  the 
Universities  all  classes  of  Presbyterians 
that  was  to  say,  that  they  should  adi 
the  body  to  which  they  belonged.  But 
was  it  supposed  that  they  were  willing  tc 
see  all  tests  swept  away,  and  that  no  se- 
curitiea  should  be  taken  for  the  religioui 
character  of  the  professors  in  UniveTsities? 
Far  from  it.  In  the  resolutions  which  the 
General  Auemhiy  of  the  Free  Church 
passed  preparatory  to  the  petition  which 
bad  been  presented  lo  the  House,  they 
state — 

"  That  they  are  opposed  to  tiie  present 
as  DOW  interpreted;  but  that  they  support  the 
present  Bill  in  so  far  as  it  removftd  tbose 
sectarian  tests,  and  prepared  the  way  for  the 
Universities  being  placed  on  a  truly  national 

It  was  plain,  therefore,  that  they  were  not 
in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  all  tests,  but 
they  wlahed  them  to  be  so  regulated  as  to 
admit  their  own  members.  To  the  same 
effect  he  found  one  of  their  most  eminent 
divines,  who  was  the  very  soul  and  spirit  of 
Uie  great  secession  that  had  taken  place 
—Dr.  Candlisb  —  deprecated  the  utter 
abolition  of  all  tests,  and  added,  that  he 
would  rather  see  the  present  tests  coR' 
linued,  than  that  there  should  be  no  eC' 
CHiity  alj^all.    They  even  professed  a  de- 
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termination  to  establish  tests  in  their  own 
College, where  they  had  already  established 
only  a  theological  chair,  but  a  logic 
and  a  moral  philosophical  class,  and  were 
providing  teachers  of  Latin  and  Greek. 
Was  it  to  be  supposed  that  these  men 
would  stop  short  in  their  scheme,  because 
the  tests  were  abolished  in  the  existing 
Universities  7  The  thing  was  altogether 
out  of  the  question.  Or  did  they  sup- 
pose that  they  would  retain  the  mem- 
bers of  the  Established  Church  ?  Why, 
(hey  entertained,  to  say  the  least,  the 
same  objections  with  Dr.  Candlish,  and 
they  also  would  establish  a  University  of 
their  own.  So  the  result  of  this  measure 
would  be  that  they  would  please  neither 
the  one  Church  nor  the  other  —  they 
would  ruin  the  Universities,  and  they 
would  please  neither  party.  It  would  please 
no  party  except  those — he  could  under- 
stand their  motives  —  who  were  in  the 
course  of  establishing  a  rival  University, 
and  who  might  wish  to  strengthen  it  by 
destroying  the  usefulness  of  the  existing 
Universities.  But  he  conceived  that  that 
was  a  motive  which  would  not  receive  much 
countenance  in  tbe  House.  He  submitted, 
therefore,  that  no  case  whatever  had  been 
made  out  for  the  passing  of  this  Bill. 

Mr.P.M.Sfefvarf  was  anxious  to  ask  the 
Government  to  adopt  the  su^estion  which 
had  more  than  once  been  pressed  upon 
ihem  to-night,  to  reconsider  their  inten- 
tions with  regard  to  this  Bill,  which  they 
had  already  done,  not  once  but  three  times, 
and  atlasttocomelo  the  resolution  of  sup- 
porting the  Bill.  The  Government  would 
not  be  astonished  at  his  making  this  re- 
quest, for,  if  he  was  not  misinformed,  they 
bad  already  changed  their  mindsupou  the 
subject  three  times  since  the  introduction 
of  the  Bill.  They  came  down  to  tbe 
House,  he  understood,  determined  to  op- 
pose the  introduction  of  iheBill ;  but  the 
statement  made  on  that  occasion  by  the 
boo.  Member  for  Iieith  was  of  so  convinc- 
ing and  alartling  a  character,  that  it  was 
perceptible  to  all  in  the  House  that  ano- 
iher  lesolution  was  come  to  in  the  course 
of  that  admirable  speech,  and  the  Bill  was 
allowed  to  be  introduced.  The  tight  hon. 
Baronet  the  Home  Secretary  then  declared 
his  resolution  to  be  guided  by  the  opinion 
of  the  people  of  Scotland.  Now  what  was 
the  opinion  of  the  people  of  Scotland  ?  It 
did  not  consist  of  the  isolated  opinion  of 
the  General  Assembly  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland.    That  never  was  held  to  be  ihq 
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opioioD  or  tlie  people  of  Scollaod,  eveo 
the  best  daya'of  the  Assembl;.  But 
waisaid  that  the  tests  nere  optional  whe- 
ther the  professors  should  take  them  or 
not.  If  the  tests  were  of  so  loose  a  char- 
acter as  that,  he  thought  the  sooner  they 
were  repealed  the  better.  He  therefore 
asked  the  GoTeniment  again  to  change 
their  minds,  and  to  pass  this  Bill.  They 
were  bound  to  do  something  to  alleTiate 
the  evils  nbich  they  had  caused,  tic  ' 
iiered  that  what  they  did  was  done  in  i;^ 
ranee  ;  but  that  was  an  additional  reason 
why  they  should  pass  this  Bill,  which 
would  be  accepted  as  a  healing  measare 
by  ihe  great  body  of  the  members  of  the 
Free  Church,  notwithstanding  all  thnt  had 
been  said  by  the  learned  Lord  opposite, 
and  which  would  inflict  no  injury  what- 
ever upon  the  Established  Church  ;  and  he 
implored  them,  therefore,  to  return  to  their 
former  opinion,  and  lo  pass  this  Bill. 

Sir  It.  Peel  said  :  I  promise  (he  Gen- 
tlemen who  are  anxious  for  a  division,  that 
I  will  detain  them  but  for  a  short  period. 
The  ground  on  which  I  shall  resist  this 
Motion  I  shall  slate  very  briefly.  I  have 
never  concealed  from  myself  the  difficul- 
ties which  (he  Government  would  have  to 
encounter  in  proposing  this  new  plan  of 
academical  education  in  Ireland.  I  fore- 
saw that  an  attempt  to  form  new  institu- 
tions for  the  purpose  of  giving  academical 
education  in  a  country  so  circumstanced 
in  respect  to  population  and  religious  opi- 
nion, must  evidently  subject  the  Oovern- 
inent  to  the  charges  which  have,  in  my 
opibtoo,  most  unjustly  been  brought 
against  them  in  the  course  of  this  discus- 
sion. It  has  been  said,  that  the  principles 
which  we  adopted  in  Ireland,  in  the  forma- 
tion of  these  new  academical  instiiulions, 
necessarily  compelled  us  to  apply  those 
principles  to  other  parts  of  the  IBmpire, 
and  that  we  were  acting  ioconsisteotly, 
and  in  violation  of  our  principles,  if  we 
decliued  so  lo  apply  those  principles. 
Sir,  what  are  the  circumstances  under 
which  those  new  institutions  in  Ireland 
are  proposed  to  be  founded  ?  We  wish 
to  provide,  at  the  expense  of  the  State,  a 
good  secular  educaliou.  We  do  not 
propose  to  introdace  a  system  of  theolo- 
gical edneatioo.  We  do  not  propose  to 
educate  persons  intended  for  the  ministry 
of  the  Church.  We  do  not  propose  to  dis- 
coQDect  religion  from  a  secular  education  ; 
but  we  do  propose,  on  account  of  the 
peculiar  circnmitauces  of  the  population, 
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providing  a  secular  education  at  the 
charge  of  the  Stale  ;  and  we  call  on  in- 
dividuals lo  make  provision  for  the  reli- 
gious education  which  the  young  men  in 
these  Colleges  are  to  receive.  We  And 
existing  in  Ireland,  and  in  other  parts  of 
the  kingdom,  institutions  of  great  anti- 
quity intended  for  the  education  of  per- 
sons toservein  the  ministry.  In  England 
we  find  the  two  Universities,  and  in  this 
metropolis  we  find  King's  College,  an  in- 
stitution in  immediate  connexion  with  the 
Establishment.  In  Ireland  we  find  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  in  existence;  we  fiod 
Maynoolh,  for  the  education  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  priesthood ;  and  in  the 
north  of  Ireland  we  find  the  College  of 
Belfast,  at  which  many  of  the  Presbyterian 
mtntslers receive theireducaiion.  Itisquite 
true,  that  wc  propose,  with  respect  to  tbis 
secular  education,  after  very  mature  deli- 
beration, not  to  impose  as  a  condition, 
on  the  appointment  of  the  professors,  the 
taking  of  any  particular  tests.  Then  we 
are  told,  that  we  arc  chargeable  with  in- 
consistency, and  with  the  violation  of 
principle,  became  we  do  not  follow  the 
same  course  with  respect  to  the  existing 
institutions  in  Ireland,  Scotland,  and 
England,  which  are  intended  for  the  edu- 
cation of  the  ministers  of  the  Churcli. 
Do  we  propose  lo  affect  Trinity  College, 
Dublin?  We  avow  that  we  do  not.  You 
charge  us  with  violation  of  principle,  be- 
cause we  don't  open  Dublin  College  to  the 
Roman  Catholics.  We  said  from  the 
first  that  we  did  not  intend  to  interfere 
with  existing  institutions.  We  deny  that 
the  principles  on  which  we  founded  the 
new  Colleges  in  Ireland,  are  justly  appli- 
cable either  to  Dublin  or  to  the  Univer- 
sities of  this  country.  We  desired  to  io- 
atitate  new  Colleges  without  provoking 
opposition  to  them,  by  encouraging  an 
apprehension  that  the  same  principles 
must  be  applied  to  existing  institutions. 
We  defended  the  new  establishments 
solely  by  reference  lo  ibe  present  state  of 
Ireland  ;  for  we  were  aware,  that  nolbiag 
could  have  induced  some  gentlemen  lo 
have  supported  them,  unless  we  said  that 
the  principle  was  not  the  best  that  might 
be  acted  on.  The  pecoliaritj  of  the 
case,  and  the  circamsiances  of  the  po- 
pulation of  Ireland,  were  the  only  ground! 
on  which  wa  defended  our  measure- 
security  have  we  taken  in  lica 
of  the  application  of  tests?  We  con- 
tend that  u  tell)  are  not  to  be  ipplied, 
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we  should  have  some  security,  and  we 
therefore  propose  lo  give  the  Crown,  at 
the  commencenienl,  the  abaolute  power 
of  api^ointment,  and  the  absolute  power 
of  removal.  Whatdowefind  in  ScotlandT 
We  find  there,  that  there  are  certain  aca. 
demical  institutions  which  are  in  me- 
diately connected  with  the  Church  of  that 
country.  We  find,  that  in  thoae  institu- 
tions, the  ministers  of  the  Church  gene- 
rally receive  their  edacation.  We  find, 
that  this  very  Bill  admits,  that  the  aca- 
demical  iDstilutioDs  of  Scotland  are  in 
connexion  with  the  Church  ;  for  it  it  ex- 
pressly stated  by  it  that  nothing  in  it 
ahati  extend  to  the  chairs  of  divinity,  theo- 
I(^y,  or  church  history ;  or  any  offices,  thi 
holders  of  which  are  ex  officio  connected 
with  the  Cbnrch.  What  else  do  we  find 
with  respect  to  those  Universities  in  Scot- 
land ?  We  find  an  engagement  entered 
into  at  the  time  of  the  Union,  that  the 
profestors  of  those  Universities  shall 
scribe  a  certain  declaration  implying  their 
adherence  to  and  conformity  with  the 
doctrines  of  the  Church.  Can  there  he 
any  doubt  as  to  the  meaning  of  the 
ditions  of  the  Act  of  Union?  It  is 
qaired,  that  before  the  admission  < 
professor,  he  shall  acknowledge  and  sub- 
scribe to"  the  Confession  of  Faiib"  as  the 
confession  of  his  faith  ;  and  that  he  sht 
practise  end  conform  to  the  worship  ai 
nsageof  the  Church,  and  shall  submit  to 
the  goveromeot  and  discipline  thereof, 
and  shall  not  endeavour  to  prejudice  or 
subvert  the  same.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man fully  admits  the  binding  force  of  that 
engagement.  He  says  that  it  is  a  sniemi 
compact,  and  that  he  will  not  attempt  to 
qoibhie  it  away.  And  what  is  his  reason- 
ing? He  savs,  that  in  the  reign  of  Queen 
Anne,  in  1711,  an  Act  of  Parliament  was 
passed,  which  was  a  violation  of  the  Act 
of  Union,  ami  an  encroachment  on  the 
privileges  of  the  Church — that  is  to  say, 
be  contends,  because  130  years  since 
iherewBsa  vinlation  of  that  compact,  that 
we  are  at  liberty  now  to  disregani  it  alto- 
gether. And  lo  what  extent  does  that 
aq;ument  of  the  right  hot).  Gentleman 
go  f  It  goes  to  a  deaial  of  an  Established 
Cbarch  in  Scotland  altogether.  It  asserts 
that  there  has  been  none  since  1711, 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says,  that  he 
will  not  qaibUe  away  the  Act  of  Union. 
Shall  we  aa^,  then,  that  we  are  at  liberty 
to  set  anda  the  Act  of  Union,  because 
130  jtua  since  an  Act  of  Parliainent  was 
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passed  of  which  you  complain  7  Shall  we 
allege  that  in  consequence  of  the  passing 
of  that  Act  there  is  no  Established  Church 
in  Scotland?  Then  the  tight  hon.  Gen- 
tleman snys,  that  the  doctrines  of  the 
Free  Church  are  more  in  conformity  with 
the  doctrines  of  the  Church  at  the  time  of 
the  Act  of  Union  than  at  present.  Before 
the  secession  of  the  Free  Church  party 
from  the  Established  Church  of  Scotlsnd, 
they  held  no  such  doctrine  as  that  held  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  They  drew  a 
clear  distinction  between  the  Act  of  17 10 
or  1711,  and  the' claim  which  they  pre- 
ferred, to  be  exempted  from  the  jurisdic- 
tion of  the  civil  tribunals;  and  before 
that  disruption  of  the  Church  they  com- 
plained of  my  right  hon.  Fiiend  for  having 
classed  the  Act  of  Anne,  which  restored 
to  the  patrons  the  rightof  patronage,  with 
the  claim  which  they  preferred  Tor  ex- 
emption from  the  civil  tribunals.  They 
said,  expressly,  that  the  repeal  of  the  Act 
of  Anne  was  desirable;  but  yet  that  it 
was  distinct  from  their  claim  lo  exemption 
from  civil  jurisdiction.  They  said,  that 
though  one  were  refused,  the  Church 
might,  nevertheless,  continue  to  carry  on 
its  government  in  connexion  with  the 
Slate;  but  the  refusal  of  the  other  would 
render  it  impossible.  Distinct  claims  like 
these  might,  the  Special  Commission  ven- 
tured to  think,  have  obtained  a  reply,  in 
which  they  would  not  have  been  mixed 
up  one  with  another.  Therefore,  the 
Members  of  the  Free  Church  denied  that 
the  Act  of  Anne  was  a  violation  of  the 
compact  entered  into  by  the  Act  of 
Union.  Then,  if  we  were  to  say  to  the 
Church  of  Scotland,  that  we  are  at  liberty 
o  set  aside  the  Act  of  Union,  is  it  not 
lear  that  no  long  interval  may  elapse,  if 
we  acquiesce  in  this  Bill,  when  it  will  be  said 
to  us,  "  You  have  established  those  insti- 
tutions in  Ireland ;  you  have  no  tests  there ; 
but  you  have  done  more— you  have  dis- 
r^arded  the  claims  of  the  Scotch  Univer- 
sities ;  you  have  abolished  the  teats  which 
yon  found  there  immediately  connected 
with  the  Church  ;  now  we  ask  you  why  you 
iiuee  to  extend  that  doable  principle? — 
hy  do  you  not  abolish  also  the  tests  in  the 
English  Universities  T"  Now,  I  own  that 
I  do  contemplate  the  separation  of  the 
youth  of  Scotland  from  their  Church  with 
peculiar  anxiety  and  apprehension  ;  and  is 
it  not  possible,  if  the  Church  of  Scoltand 
loses  that  security  to  which  she  thinks  she 
ii  entitled  uiidef  the  Act  of  Upioo,  Uiat 
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you  may  rcmore  froin  her  tlie  whole  or  her  j  mean  to  lay,  if  the  opinion  of  the  Pre>- 
oivinity  studeDis  ?  Your  own  Bill  pro-  byterians  were  decidedly  in  favour  of  ihi* 
Tidei  that  the  theological  chairs  shall  ilill    Act,  that  we  iliould  rigidly  adbeie  to  « 


be  aubjeet  to  the  lest.  I  apprehend  that 
even  thai  iiiodiiicatioD  of  your  Bill  will 
poiiibly  lead  to  the  inititution  by  tlie  Free 
Church  of  academiefl  intended  for  eccleii- 
Mtical  education.  The  boo.  Gentleman 
who  ipoke  Isit,  tauoti  us  with  aotne 
incODiiateDcy  in  hafing  voted  for  this 
Bill  being  introduced,  and  in  now  oppos- 
ing it  on  the  second  reading.  Sir,  we 
were  assured  that  this  Bill  would  meet 
with  general  concurreoce  on  the  part  of 
the  people  of  Scotland ;  and  I  am  not 
prepaied  to  lay  that  if  the  general  Toice 
of  the  people  of  Scotland  had  been  in 
favour  of  it — I  aoi  not  at  all  prepared  to 
say,  that  in  that  case.  Parliament  would 
not  have  been  perfectly  right  in  agreeing 
to  it;  but,  1  must  say,  that  when  the 
Union  of  the  two  conntries  was  perfected, 
the  eogagement)  then  entered  into  are  not 
lightly  to  be  set  aiide,  contrary  to  the 
wishes  and  the  expression  of  the  public 
opinioDofthe  people  of  Scotland.  What 
demoDitralioD  have  we  had  oo  the  part  of 
the  Church  of  Scotland  in  favour  of  thii 
Bill?  instead  of  lach  a  demonstration, 
it  was  by  a  majoiit;  of  240  to  11  on  the 
part  of  the  constituted  authorities  of  the 
Church  that  they  ilaied  their  belief  that 
these  securities  were  granted  to  them  by 
the  Act  of  Union,  and  that  they  applied 
to  Parliament  for  the  maiateiiance  of 
them.  Were  there  petitions  from  Scot' 
land  in  favour  of  the  repeal  of  these  tests? 
Was  there  any  denionstralioD  from  Scot- 
land? [Mr,  liume:  Yes.]  I  don't  deny 
that  there  may  have  been  some  one  or 
two  peiitioQi;  but  does  the  hon.  Gen 
man  mean  to  contend  that  the  opinioi 
tbe  people  of  Scotland,  as  it  can  be 
fcrted  from  tbe  demoostrations  in  S( 
land,  it  to  be  taken  b§  being  in  favoai 
this  Bill  ?  [Mr.  Hume  ;  Yes.]  To  what 
extent  have  petitions  been  presented  ? 
[Mr.  Hvme :  None  against ;  and  all  for 
iL  lithe  recorded  opinion  ofthe  Church  of 
Scotland  itself  to  be  regarded  as  nothing  ? 
{Mr.  Hume  :  Not  more  than  the  recorded 
opinion  of  the  Roman  Catholic  preli 
against  the  Irish  CollegeG  Bill.]  I  laii 
that  esse,  as  I  say  here,  that  where  there 
isBcompactandanAciof  Union,  we  ought 
not,  without  the  gravest  considerations,  to 
set  aside  the  provisions  of  snch  a  compact. 
I  don't  mean  to  plead  them  against  (he 
voice  of  the  people  of  Scotland.    I  don't 


meainre  which  waa  opposed  to  the  sense 
aud  wishes  of  the  people ;  but  I  repeal, 
with  respect  to  tbi*  compact,  as  I  said 
with  respect  to  that  of  the  Irish  Act  of 
Union,  which  guarantees  tbe  continuance 
ofthe  Established  Church,  that  these  are 
matters  not  to  be  slightly  regarded — that 
they  are  matters  entitled  to  the  most  seri- 
ous consideration ,  if  you  with  tbe  faith 
and  the  honour  of  Parliament  to  be  re- 
ipecled.  And,  with  regard  to  Ireland,  we 
did  think  that  tbe  advantages  tu  be  de- 
rived from  those  new  academical  institu- 
tions, coupled  with  the  desire  to  conciliate 
the  good  will  of  the  people  of  that  country 
towards  them,  fully  warranted  their  eo- 
tablisboient.  We  have  felt  that  a  great 
prejudice  would  arise  against  tbetc  new 
institutions,  if  it  were  thought  that  the 
principle  must  necessarily  be  applied  to 
other  institotions  of  great  antiquity, 
intended  for  other  purposet,  and  gua- 
ranteed by  positive  contract;  and  upon 
that  ground  we  have  deemed  it  perfectly 
consistent  with  the  principles  we  have 
maintained  in  respect  to  those  new  inali- 
tulions,  not  to  insist  upon  the  condition 
of  a  test,  and  yet  in  respect  to  other  in- 
stitutions connected  with  the  Established 
Church,  founded  for  theological  education, 
intended  for  tbe  instruction  of  the  minis- 
ters of  religion,  to  apply  a  different  rule  ; 
and  while  we  impose  ao  test  on  tbe  pro- 
fessors in  the  new  institutions,  not  to 
alter  the  system  which  requires,  in  tbe 
case  of  the  ancient  instittitions  that  tbe 
professors  and  initructori  of  youth  should 
take  those  teats  which  the  law  and  usage 
of  the  country  impose  upon  them.  It  is 
my  intention  to  oppose  tbe  measure. 

Lord  /.  Rxui^:  I  am  snre  it  can 
hardly  be  necessary  to  argue  further  upon 
this queitiou ;  buti doiequest  the  House, 
now  that  they  are  able  to  extricate  them- 
selves from  it,  not  to  be  involved  in  the 
humiliating  dilemma  in  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  place  them. 
Hitherto  it  bat  been  supposed  that  ibeta 
matters  of  education,  of  religious  etlab- 
lisbment,  of  religious  tests,  were  matters 
of  principle,  one  way  or  the  other.  Men 
who  took  the  view  that  they  were  neces- 
sary for  the  maintenance  of  religion,  and 
useful  for  tbe  benefit  of  the  Sute,  like  the 
boo.  Member  for  Oxford  University  (Sic 
R.  loglis),  steadily  upheld  them ;  other 
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men,  who  cooceived  dial  they  were  a  mBie 
for  •Giupulous  coDsciencei,  aud  a  cobweb 
broken  through  kt  once  by  tboie  who  had 
no  faith  ind  Doicruple  about  ihcK  things, 
u  cooitanily  denounced  tbem  ae  worse 
than  umIcm,  and  prayed  for  Iheir  abo- 
lition. Either  coarte  may  be  taken  ; 
either  course  may  be  defended  by  argu- 
ment. My  boa.  Fiiend  the  Member  foi 
the  Univeraity  of  Oiford  can  well  defend 
his  opiaion ;  my  right  hon.  Friend  nho 
tits  near  me(Mr.  Macaulay)  ii  fully  ca- 
pable of  defending  the  opinion  which  we 
hold.  But,  now  we  have  a  Government 
which  holds  neither  lo  one  principle  nor 
the  other,  which  tells  us  one  day  that  there 
is  no  need  of  leligiooi  tests — that  if  you 
wish  to  provide  for  the  good  of  Ireland 
you  should  have  none — that  they  have 
been  found  utterly  useless  —  and  which 
goes  out  of  iiB  way  to  persuade  the  House 
to  reject  them  ;  and  comes  down  on  the 
next  diy,  saying,  that  such  tests  are  abso- 
lutely necessary  for  the  maintenance  of 
leligion  in  Scotland,  and  that  otherwise 
to  act  would  be  (in  the  language  of  the 
Lord  Advocate)  to  act  upoalatitudinarian 

firinciples.  Now,  I  do  put  it  to  the  House, 
et  them  assert  one  principle  or  the  other. 
Let  Ihem  assert,  as  I  hope  they  will,  the 
principle  which  they  have  stated  with  re- 
gard to  the  Irish  Colleges ;  but,  at  all 
events,  do  not  let  them  involve  themselves 
ro  the  reproach  that  they  are  utterly  in- 
diSerent  to  the  matter,  whether  there  shall 
be  religious  tests  or  no;  that  it  suits  the 
convenience  of  the  Ministry  one  day  to 
denounce  them  and  expose  their  futility, 
and  it  suits  their  convenience  the  next 
day  to  uphold  them  for  the  sake  of  certain 
interests,  and  that  this  House  is  ready  ser- 
vilely lo  agree  with  them,  and  set  at 
nought  that  rbaracter  which  it  has  for- 
merly sustained.  There  is  an  old  story  of 
two  knights  meeting  upon  difPeretit  aides 
of  a  shield,  and  one  saw  the  side  wbicb 
was  black,  and  the  other  the  side  which 
was  white;  the  one  knight  maintained  (hat 
Ibe  shield  was  white,  and  the  other  that  it 
was  black ;  and  they  fought  a  desperate 
battle,  and  were  ready  to  peril  their  lives 
for  the  sake  of  the  mainlenance  of  their 
opinions.  One  can  believe  that  each  irust- 
iog  to  his  own  eyesight  acted  honestly 
and  faithfully.  But  lo  tell  one  of  the 
knighu  to  come  round  to  the  black  side 
and  say  that  the  shield  was  entirely  black, 
aad  then  go  to  the  white  side  and  say  it 
wu  eotiTely  white  [a  laugh],  and  to  claim 
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credit  afler  that  for  acting  upon  a  con- 
scientious view,  is  really  what  no  fiction 
has  ever  supposed,  and  what,  until  this 
night,  no  one  ever  imagined  would  be 
realized  in  the  conduct  of  an  Adminislra- 
this  country.  I  will  declare  my 
own  opinion  fairly  to  the  House  with  re- 
gard to  religions  tests  applied  to  secular 
offices  of  all  kinds,  professorships  as  well 
Bs  others;  I  believe,  that  while  they  en- 
tangle scrupulous  person),  because  of  some 
(perhaps  no  very  impurlant)  difference  of 
opinion  which  prevents  them  taking  the 
lest,  they  are  no  guard  against  infidelity 
and  irreligion.  And  I  would  point  at  ooce 
to  three  examples — Lord  Bolingbroke,  who 
was  Secretary  of  Stale,  Mr.  Hume,  who 
held  office  abroad,  and  Mr,  Gibbon,  who 
held  office  in  this  country ;  each  at  a  liroe 
when  the  sacramental  test  was  imposed, 
and  when  persons  were  obliged  in  that 
solemn  ordinance  toavow  their  beltefin  the 
doctrines  of  the  Church  of  England.  Did 
it  prevent  any  one  of  those  men  from  be- 
ing a  holder  of  office  in  ihe  State,  and  be- 
ing a  good  Tory  supporter  of  the  doctrine 
of  Church  and  State  ?  Not  the  least  in  the 
world;  they  were  eminent  slalesmea  as 
well  as  authors,  every  one  of  ihem  ;  aad 
yet  my  boo.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ox- 
ford University  would  rely  upon  such  a 
test.  But  take  the  actual  instance  on  the 
other  side.  My  hon.  Friend  has  said  truly 
that  here  is  no  question  of  the  fundamen- 
tal doctrines  of  religion,  that  there  is  not 
even  a  question  of  church  government, 
generslly  speaking;  but  there  is  a  dif- 
ference on  one  point  of  church  govern- 
ment;  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  has 
so  distinguished  himselfthis  Session  by  the 
vole  he  gave  contrary  lo  bis  interest  (Mr, 
Priogle),  and  who  ought  after  that  testi- 
mony lo  his  character  to  be  listened  to  by 
the  House,  has  said,  that  the  difference 
between  Roman  Catholics  and  Pioteslanti 
is  a  difference  in  essentials;  but  that  that 
between  many  Protestant  denominations  is 
a  difference  in  non-essentials.  I  ask,  what 
is  the'  difference  upon  which  you  found 
this  test?  What  are  the  men  yoa  wish  to 
keep  out  by  the  reimposition  of  it— for  it 
is  a  reimposition?  You  exclude  men  who 
do  not  diS'er  upon  doctrine,  or  even  upon 
the  general  question  of  PresbyterJanchurch 
government  as  held  by  Presbyterians  in  all 
times,  but  who  differ  npon  one  point  of 
church  government,  which  is  in  dispute, 
and  for  that  one  point  you  would  keep  up 
a  test  to  exclude  th«m  from  being  pro- 
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feasors  of  natural  philosophy  and  mathe-  whether  even  five  or  biz  of  them  irould 
matics.  1b  not  that  an  application  of  a  TOte  in  faTour  of  that  oi  any  tneaiure 
test  nbichpreveatBineii  holdiogrerynear-  considered  detrimental  io  any  way  to 
ly  the  lame  opinions  from  coming  toge-  the  Eitabliahed  Chnrch,  and  admiiting 
Iber?  If  there  is  any  man  of  eminence  as  others  to  ihe  pmileges  of  which  hitherto 
a  mathemalicJaii,  would  you  prevent  his  ibey  have  had  esclu«iv«  enjovment.  Ai 
being  professor  of  mathematics  in  iheUni-  to  any  proof  of  (he  opinion  or  the  people 
veraityofGlasgow,  because  be  did  not  bold  of  Scotland,  that  most  be  given  by  those 
with  the  present  General  Assembly  of  the  whom  tbey  send  to  represent  them  in  this 
Church  of  Scotland  upon  the  question  of  Home,  to  tell  it  to  un  by  their  votes:  and 
Church  patronage  ?  I  am  of  opiniou  that  il  is  not  for  you,  the  Minister!  of  the 
ihero  can  be  no  difficulty  in  men  among  Crown,  to  overbear  tbat  opioion,  and  to 
whom  there  are  such  differences  as  this  tell  ui  that  we  must  not  pass  this  law, 
attending  Ihe  nme  instructors,  and  being  because  it  is  adverse  to  opinions  which 
guided  by  their  lessons,  to  the  advantage  you  have  ascertained  by  consulting  the 
of  all.  It  has  occurred  to  me,  in  conse-  Oeneral  Assembly.  But,  then,  it  isagainit 
qaence  of  late  discussions,  to  recollect  >be  Act  of  Union,  Why,  have  we  not 
tbat  when  I  was  at  Edinburgh,  attending  altered  that  in  various  instances?  in 
(be  University  there,  I  heard  the  last  bringing  forward  the  Roman  Catholic 
lectures  that  were  given  by  an  eminent  Relief  Bill,  the  present  First  Lord  of 
man— Professor  Dugald  Stewart :  ne  at-  the  Treasury  staled,  thbt  by  the  Act  of 
tended  the  lessons  of  that  great  professor,  i  Union  with  Scotland,  both  the  electors 
being  of  diffetent  persuasions  as  we  were,  <  "ud  the  elected  (for  Parliament)  were 
and  when  be  retired  from  Ihe  chair,  vie,  j  bound  to  make  decIaratioDS  against  the 
bis  pupils,  formed  a  Committee  to  draw  {  It^uian  Catholic  faith,  and  that  in  taking 
up  an  Address,  and  eipress  our  sense  of  <  away  all  those  disabilities,  it  was  not  fit 
bis  high  merits,  and  regret  at  his  retire-  >  (o  leave  tbat  which  was  imposed  by  that 


meot;  there  was  on  that  Committee 
Presbyterian,  there  were  members  of  the 
Church  of  England,  but  it  so  happened 
thai  (he  persona  to  whom  we  contiifed  the 
task  ofdrawing  up  the  Address  which  was 
adopted  wasa  Roman  Catholic — thepresent 
Lord  Fingall.  1  mention  it  as  a  proof  that 
men  who  differ  may  meet  and  derive  in- 
struction from  the  same  eminent  men  with- 
out any  compromise  of  their  religious 
fiiith.  Then,  if  that  is  the  case,  what  is 
there  which  should  prevent  you  from  ac- 
ceding to  the  abolition  of  these  tests? 
You  say,  there  i*  an  opinion  in  Scotland 
against  it;  and  what  is  the  proof  given  by 
(he  two  riefht  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have 
spoken  !  Why,  they  tell  us  that  in  the 
General  Assembly  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land, a  vast  majority,  I  think,  of  240  to 
11,  put  a  negative  upon  the  proposition. 
No  doubt  it  did.  The  members  of  the 
General  Assembly  are  the  clergy  of 
Ihe  class  who  are  interested ;  they 
are  tbe  excluding  body.  Why,  sup- 
pose you  asked  the  Primate  of  Ireland  to 
call  the  clergy  of  tbe  Established  Church 
of  f  relaod  together  at  Armagh,  and  put  to 
them  the  question  whether  Msynooth 
should  be  endowed,  or  even  the  new  Col- 
leges erected  ?  Why,  in  regard  10  May- 
nootb,  I  very  much  doubt  whether  there 
would  be  tnat  miDOnty  of  11 ;  I  doabt 


Act  of  Union.  In  tbat  instance,  I  believe, 
he  did  not  very  much  coninlt  the  wishes 
and  opiaions  of  the  people  of  Scotlaod. 
He  acted,  however,  according  to  all  true 
;  policy  and  wisdom.  What  is  to  prevent 
us  JQ  this  case  from  establishing  a  good 
rule,  and  doing  that  for  the  benefit  of  the 
people  of  Scotland  wbicb  I  really  believe 
will  be  approved  by  them  ?  But,  after  all, 
without  arguing  this  question  any  further, 
I  am  disposed  to  ask  the  House  to  come 
to  the  establishment  of  some  principle  or 
other  upon  these  questions.  My  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Oxford  University 
says,  that  the  Government  have  a  general 
pnlicy,  and  that  they  have  made  an  ex- 
ception to  it  in  the  case  of  the  Irish  Col- 
leges. Hy  hon.  Friend  may  be  right ;  but 
the  greater  part  of  those  on  this  side  of 
the  House,  when  tbey  heard  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman  opposite,  thought  tbat  the 
argument  was  upon  general  grounds,  ind 
that  it  was  a  very  convincing  proof  that 
tbe  non-admission  of  religions  tests  would 
be  a  benefit.  It  would  be  very  shal^ 
low  to  say  that  it  is  useful  to  bave  do 
religraus  tests  as  a  general  question ;  but 
that  it  is  useful  to  have  them  with  regard 
to  establishments  already  made.  I  do  not 
conceive  that  such  a  distinclion  could  be 
very  long  maintained.  But  let  us  adopt 
one  priociple  or  tbe  other.    Tbe  country 
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Teally  wants  it.  I  believe  they  will  be  dig- 
poied  to  adopt  sound  principles  on  ihit 
queaiion  if  you  lead  ihem  aright.  If,  on 
the  contrary,  you  are  detenntned  to  main- 
tain these  tests  rigidly,  why  Ihey  will  very 
likely  follow  what  I  cooaider  a  prejudiced 
Tiew  of  the  subject.  Bat,  in  either  case, 
the  country  would  hsTe  a  fixed  opinion, 
and  a  6xed  system  of  policy.  What  would 
be  moit  injurious  would  be,  that  the  opi- 
nions of  the  country  should  be  altogether 
shaken  ;  that  there  should  be  no  reiling- 
place  on  which  we  could  plant  our  Tool ; 
that  all  belief  on  principles  to  be  asserted 
and  acted  on  by  this  House  should  be 
altogether  lost;  that  there  should  be  no 
tmst  whatever  in  any  such  principles. 
Depend  upon  it,  if  you  adopt  that  vacil- 
lating; and  changing  course,  the  people  of 
England  may  be  at  first  bewildered  ;  but 
when  ihey  come  to  their  senses,  they  will 
condemn  your  conduct  and  the  conduct  of 
the  GoTemment  which  led  you  into  so  dis- 
graceful a  dilemma.  I,  therefore,  end  as 
I  began,  by  imploring  the  House  of  Com- 
mons i^ot  to  suffer  this  stain  upnn  its  own 
character;  to  leave  the  responsibility  of 
this  shifting  course,  this  playing  and 
trifling  with  great  principles,  to  rest  upon 
the  Government  of  the  day;  let  the  Home 
of  Commons  remain  intact  by  such  stain, 
and  not  touched  by  such  dishonour. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question  that 
the  word  "  now"  stand  part  of  the  Ques- 
tion:-4Ayes  lOS;  Noes  116:  Majority  8. 
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Relief  of  Rouak  Catholics.] 
The  Order  of  the  Day  having  been  read 
for  B  Commiltee  of  t&e  whole  House  on 
the  Roman  Catholic  Relief  Bill, 

Mi.  Walton  aaid,  as  the  meaanre  bad 
advanced  to  its  present  stage  without  any 
discasaion  of  its  principle,  he  wished  to 
state  the  grounds  on  which  he  asked  for 
the  assent  of  the  House  to  it.  Its  object 
was  to  repeal  the  remaining  penal  laws 
affecting  the  Roman  Catholics.  He  bad 
no  wish  to  touch  the  safeguards  of  the 
Church;  but  he  proposed  to  abrogate  a 
variety  of  penal  enactments  in  various 
Statntea,  passed  in  former  times,  when 
antipathy  to  the  Roman  Catholics  was 
the  prevailing  sentiment.  The  present 
measure  was  in  trod  need  along  with  the 
Act  of  last  Session  in  the  House  of  Lords, 
and  passed  the  Committee  there ;  but  the 
Session  being  so  far  udvanced,  it  was 
considered  that  only  those  clsuses  should 
be  left  in  tbe  Bill  wbich  could  pass  with- 
out any  objection  whatever.  Various 
Members  of  the  Oovemment,  and  among 
them  the  Lord  Chancellor,  expressed  their 
approval  of  its  proviaioni ;  the  only  ob- 
jection being,  that  it  did  not  go  far 
enough,  and  that  a  more  complete  Bill 
thoulil  belirought  in  to  repeal  those  penal 


laws  affecting  the  Members  of  various  re- 
ligious persuasions,  which  were  a  disgrace 
to  the  Statute  Book  and  to  tbe  present 
age.  Tbe  right  hon.  Baronet  appointed 
a  Commission,  which  duiiog  tbe  present 
Session  made  a  most  valuable  Report  on 
the  laws  affecting  all  classes  of  religion- 
ists. It  might  be  said,  that  thb  Bill  did 
not  go  far  enough,  because  ildid  not  apply 
to  other  Dissenters.  He  felt  Btroogly  this 
objection;  but  once  affirm  the  principle 
that  penal  laws  directed  against  a  form  of 
religion  were  unjust,  aod  the  rest  was  a 
mere  question  of  time.  Tbe  first  class  of 
measures  which  he  proposed  by  the  pre- 
sent .Bill  to  repeal,  were  those  affecting 
persons  acknowledging  the  religious  su- 
premacy of  the  Pope.  The  Report  stated, 
that  they  ought  to  be  repealed ;  and  none 
of  the  Relief  Acts  at  all  affected  the  pen- 
alties imposed  by  those  measures ;  unless 
tbe  parties  should  have  taken  the  oath 
prescribed  by  the  Relief  Act,  10  Geo.  IV. 
The  Acts  of  1  Elizabeth  and  5  Elizabeth, 
imposed  the  penalties  of  prevtunire,  for- 
feiture of  goods  and  Imprisonment  in  the 
first  instance,  and  of  bigh  treason  in  the 
second ;  the  offence  still  remained,  and 
might  be  disposed  of  before  a  justice  of 
the  peace.  Another  class  of  Acts  related 
to  persons  introducing  bulls  and  rescripts 
of  the  See  of  Rome ;  the  next  comprised 
Acts  relating  to  abnegation,  which  were 
recommended  to  be  repealed  by  the  Crim- 
inal Law  Commissioners ;  the  n^t  were 
those  relating  to  education,  which,  among 
other  provisions,  enacted  that  no  Roman 
Catholic  should  be  allowed  to  eogage  in 
the  business  of  instruction  without  a  li- 
cense from  an  archbishop  or  bishop  of 
the  Established  Church.  He  now  came 
to  the  class  of  laws  called  the  Relief  Acts, 
and  should  propose  to  repeal  the  penal 
clanses  contained  thereib.  The  first  of 
them  was  the  Act  I  George  HI.,  which 
required  all  persons  wishing  to  avail  them- 
selves of  its  provisions,  to  take  the  oaths 
within  six  months,  and  excluded  certain 
persons  from  any  benefit  under  the  Act. 
The  13  George  HI.,  also  expressly  ex- 
cluded persons  therein  specified  from  the 
benefit  of  the  Relief  AcU.  The  repeal  of 
those  two  Statutes  was  recommended  by 
the  Commissioners,  He  now  came  to  an- 
other class  of  those  laws,  the  only  one  to 
the  repeal  of  which  he  expected  that  any 
objection  would  be  made.  The  Relief 
Act  of  10  Geoi^e  IV.,  contained  three 
clauMB  which  he  proposed  to  repeal ;  the 
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by  lav  to  retide  in  the  country.     If  they 
became  diitutbers  of  the  law,  they  woold 


Iret  forbidding  eccleiiaitics  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  to  take  their  epiicopal 
ttengnelioDi  from  leea  which  gave  the 
ProteitBDt  biibops  ibeir  titles.  This 
elause  aniwered  no  good  object  whatso- 
ever :  and,  in  bis  opinion,  ought  to  be  re- 
pealed. The  next  clauie  he  asked  to  re- 
peal fas  that  prohibiting  them  from 
wearing  the  tacerdolal  garmenti  out  of 
their  churches.  On  this  subject  the 
Criminal  Latr  Comraiiiioners  had  ginn 
no  recommendation ;  ihey  staled  that, 
with  regard  to  several  other  penalties  and 
disabilities  still  remaining,  as  these  under- 
went  much  deliberation  by  the  Legisla- 
ture at  the  time  of  passing  the  Act  10 
George  IV.,  they  rerrained  from  offering 
any  opinion.  As  to  tbe  clauses  respect- 
ing titles  and  garmenti,  he  thought  they 
were  merely  vexations  enactments,  and 
ought  to  be  repealed.  The  truth  was, 
that  very  little  consideration  was  given  to 
them;  they  were  iniroduced  into  the  Re- 
lief Bill,  and  passed  without  reflection. 
The  last  clause  was  one  to  which  be  at- 
tached very  great  importance,  and  was  of 
an  extremely  penal  nature,  applying  to 
the  regular  clergy.  By  this  provision, 
those  members  of  the  regular  clergy  who 
were  in  this  country  at  the  time  of  the 
passing  of  that  Act,  might  remain  and 
exercise  their  functions,  which,  in  the 
case  of  most  of  them,  consisted  partly  ic 
the  edncation  of  youth.  But  the  Act 
provided  also,  that  no  Roman  Catholic 
ecclesiastic,  of  the  Jesuit,  or  any  other 
monastic  order,  should  come  into  this 
country,  except  by  license  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  that  only  for  a  period 
of  six  months  at  a  time.  If  they  remained 
here  afterwards,  they  were  liable  to  trans- 
portation :  and  if  any  person  were  edu- 
cated in  this  country  as  a  Jesuit,  or  bound 
by  any  religious  vow  of  any  monastic 
order,  the  person  who  so  educated  him, 
was  liable  to  transportation  for  life,  and 
the  person  so  educated  to  banishment  for 
life.  These  clauses,  he  found,  on  exami- 
nation, thoogh  inserted  in  the  Bill,  had 
received  no  discussion  whatever;  but  ihey 
were  offensive  to  a  highly  respectable 
class  of  clergymen.  The  regular  clergy 
were  equally  good  citriens  with  the  secu- 
lar clergy,  and  as  fit  to  be  under  the  pro. 
teciion  of  the  law;  they  dedicated  them, 
selves  to  education.  Yet  we  bad  a  penal 
enactment  subjecting  these  persons  to 
banishment  for  life ;  and  when  tbe  present 


be  justly  liable  to  punishment;  but  so 
long  as  they  conducted  themselves  peace- 
ably, they  bad  as  much  right  to  edu- 
cation as  the  youth  of  the  Roman  Ct- 
iholic  persDaaian,  or  any  other  class 
of  persons.  He  expected  to  receive 
for  this  Bill  the  support  both  of  hon. 
Genilemen  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
and  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  who 
had  declared  their  assent  to  the  prio- 
ciples  on  which  it  was  foonded  by  pass- 
ing the  Dissenters'  Chapels  Bill,  and 
the  Maynooth  College  Bill.  He  did  not 
introduce  this  as  a  solitary  measure,  but 
as  one  of  a  class  of  measures  which  should 
be  passed  to  carry  out  the  principles  as- 
serted )Q  the  Act  of  last  Session,  that  all 
penal  laws,  affecting  persons  with  punish- 
ment for  the  exercise  of  their  religion 
were  bad,  and  contrary  to  the  principles 
of  the  Constitution.  He  was  aware  that 
to  this  Motion  he  might  expect  some  op- 
position from  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  Oxford;  but  he 
hoped  that  hon.  Gentleman  on  consider- 
ation would  see  that  there  could  be  no 
real  reason  for  objecting  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill,  as  ha  bad  described  them. 
IfveasBerted  our  religion  and  Constitu- 
tion to  be  supported  by  penal  laws,  we 
should  deny  them  to  be  fouoded  on  the 
rock  of  truth.  It  became  us  to  rely,  for 
themaintenanceofthe  Protestant  Tcligion, 
upon  its  truth,  and  to  extend  to  othera 
the  same  toleration  which  tbe  law  secured 
for  that  form  of  Christianity.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  to  obtain  the  unanimous  con- 
sent of  the  House  to  this  Bill.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  concluded  by 
moving  that  the  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair. 

Sir  J.  Oraham  complained  of  the  late- 
ness of  the  hour  at  which  the  bon.  and 
learned  Member  brought  on  his  Motion, 
and  also  that  it  bad  been  introduced  at  a 
lime  when  none  of  the  Law  Officers  of 
the  Crown  were  present.  He  had  on  a 
former  occasion  reminded  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  that  with  reference  to 
the  principle  of  the  remission  of  the  pe- 
nal laws  there  was  no  difference  of  opin- 
ion among  Her  Majesty's  advisers  in 
either  House  of  Parliament  —  that  the 
principle  of  the  necessity  of  repealing 
those  laws  was,  he  thought,  distinctly  ad- 
mitted by  the  Bill  which  had  bten  sent 


race  died  off,  no  one  would  be  permitted    down  from  tbe  other  House  last  Session  : 
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but  thkl  th«  coniideiatioD  of  ihOH  Sla. 
tuies  involved  the  utmost  nicety  of  the 
Ian.  The  GoverDmenl,  feeling  the  force 
of  this  circumstance,  referred  the  lubjecl 
to  certain  lesrried  CommiHioneri  to  re- 
port  upon  (heie  Statutes  in  detail.  To 
tbe  Report  of  these  Commissioners  the 
hon.and  learned  Gentleman  had  referred  ; 
but  when  he  had  added  ihat  his  Bill,  in 
its  present  form,  had  received  the  support 
of  Her  Majesty's  advisers  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  he  thought  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  gone  a  little 
too  far.  The  most  important  part  of  the 
measure  was  the  poriion  which  went  to 
repeal  certain  clauses  of  tbe  Relief  Act 
of  1829.  He  apprehended  that  he  was 
right  in  saying  that  the  Bill  of  last  year 
contained  no  provision  foe  the  repeat  of 
ihcfie  clauses— QMr.  Watsoti :  It  contain- 
ed the  provision  asit  passed  the  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords.]  If  he  was  not 
much  mistaken,  the  Lord  Chancellor  had 
distinctly  stated,  that  no  support  might 
be  expected  from  the  Government  in 
passing  that  poriion  of  the  Act.  Tbe 
Commissioners  in  this  Report  stated,  that 
so  far  from  these  provisions  against  the 
regular  clergy  being  penal,  they  were 
recent  enactments,  formings  part  of  the 
policy  deliberately  adopted  by  the  Legis- 
lature as  necessary  safeguards  when  pass- 
iii|^  tbe  Relief  Bill ;  and  he  was  not  aware 
that  either  House  of  Parliament,  had  on 
any  occasion,  either  directly  or  indiiectly, 
expressed  their  aasent  to  the  repeal  of 
these  measures.  Some  of  the  Statutes  re- 
ferred to  were  repealed  in  tolo,  others  were 
repealed  id  part,  and  on  the  whole  he 
thought  it  would  be  highly  iaexpedi 
take  ihem  into  consideration  in  the  ab. 
sence  of  the  Law  OfBcers  ol  the  Crown. 
The  Government  had,  as  he  had  staled 
on  a  former  occasion,  called  upon  (he 
Commissioners  to  prepare  the  draft  of 
Bill  embodying  tbe  substance  of  (heir  Re- 
port. He  had  reason  to  know  that  tht 
Commissioners  had  attended  to  the  re. 
commendations  of  tbe  Government  on  (hi 
matter,  and  that  a  Bill  was  now  in  at 
advanced  slate  of  preparation,  which  he 
trusted  to  see  brought  before  Parliament 
next  Session. 

Mr.  RMington  begged  to  remind  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  that  Wednesday  < 
the  only  day  of  the  week  on  which 
Orderof  the  Day  could  be  brought  forward 
by  an    individual  Member,  and  that  the 
comf^aint  as  to  the  hour  at  which  the 
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Motion  had  been  made  was,  therefore, 
not  very  well  founded.  He  did  not  think 
hii  hon.  and  learned  Friend  would  be 
doing  justice  to  this  Bill,  if  he  did  not 
persevere  in  pressing  it  upon  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House.  It  was  a  Bill 
which  went  to  repeal  some  of  the  most 
odious  disabilities  that  could  possibly  af- 
fect any  human  being,  end  nbich  were, 
he  considered,  a  disgrace  to  the  Statute 
Book  as  long  as  they  were  auffered  to 
remain  upon  it.  He  had  heard  of  com- 
plaints being  lately  made  in  another  place 
of  certain  persecutions  that  were  said  to 
have  taken  place  under  tbe  laws  of  Scot- 
land  :  and  the  Secretary  of  State  reminded 
those  who  bad  brought  it  forward  that 
they  had  only  very  lately  repealed  such 
bad  laws  themselves.  Now,  it  would  ap- 
pear from  ihat  statement  that  everything 
necessary  had  been  done  already  lo  purge 
ihe  Statute  Book  from  pensl  enactments, 
though  evidently  such  was  not  the  fact. 
He  thought  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Tamworlh  ought  not  to 
have  allowed  Gfteen  years  to  pass  since 
the  passing  of  the  Emancipation  Act. 
without  adopting  measures  lo  repeal  ihese 
laws.  Much  had  been  sard  lately  about 
the  Jesuits.  He  was  not  ashamed  to  say 
that  tbe  Jesuits  were  a  most  worthy, 
most  efficient,  and  most  exemplary  so- 
ciety of  men;  and  he  would  venture  a 
comparison  between  them  and  the  most 
learned  body  in  Europe,  in  every  braocb 
of  literature  and  science.  He  also  bore 
testimony  to  the  efficiency  and  piety  of 
tiie  members  of  the  other  religious  bodies, 
and  asked  if  it  was  not  a  disgrace  lo  their 
laws  Ihat  a  man  who  bad  effected  so  modi 
public  good  as  Father  Mathew,  should  be 
proscribed,  and  should  subject  himcelf  to 
ihe  penalty  of  transporlation  every  day 
that  he  carried  on  hia  missou  ?  The  Go- 
vernment had  dared  prejudices  in  small 
things,  and  he  would  call  upon  them  to 
adopt  the  same  course  on  the  present  oc- 
casion in  respect  to  all  penal  enactments, 
no  matter  whether  tbey  had  been  1.5  years 
or  500  years  on  the  Ststote  Book. 

Sir  R.  Inglit  said,  ho  did  not  complain 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  bring- 
ing forward  bia  measure ;  but  he  did  com- 
plain that,  having  been  allowed  to  pass 
through  two  stages  without  any  discusuoa 
upon  its  mcriia,  he  had  refused  tn  inform 
him  (Sir  U.  Ingli.s]  nn  what  day  hcintcndnl 
proceeding  with  it,  on  being  resiKfctfullv 
requested  to  do  so.     The  hon.  Gentleman 
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now  brought  forward  the  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee  '■  on  the  Bill  at  twenty 
minutei  after  eleven  o'clock  ;  and  at  that 
late  hour  tlie  Houie  was  called  upon  to 
piooounce  a  decision  on  one  of  the  most 
important  subjects  brought  before  tbem 
during  the  Session,  and  which  was  now 
first  submitted  to  their  deliberate  consider' 
ation.  The  Bill  propcwed  to  repeal  the 
Act  of  Supremacy — the  Act  probibiting 
Jetuila  from  crooding  into  the  countrj — 
the  Act  which  prevented  Roman  Catholic 
bishops  from  assuming  the  titlesof  the  sees 
of  the  Established  Church ;  and  it  also,  he 
apprdiended,  went  to  remove  the  restric- 
tions which  prevented  Roman  Catholic 
proceasionB  fnim  taking  place  publiclj 
through  the  streets  of  every  city  and  town 
in  England.  He  had  understood  fnmi  a 
right  bon.  Baronet,  that  Her  Majesty's 
MiuUters  had  had  under  their  considera- 
tion some  of  the  laws  which  the  present 
Bill  proposed  to  repeal;  hut  whether  eucb 
repeal  originated  with  them  or  with  the 
hnn.  Member,  he  viewed  the  fact  with 
deep  regret.  Notwithstnnding  the  applause 
bestowal  upon  the  Jesuits  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  spoke  last,  it  coulil 
not  be  denied  that  in  public  opinion,  or 
in  public  prejudice  (call  it  which  people 
would),  there  were  two  terms  of  reproach 
wEiich  were  always  connected  with  the  as- 
sumed profesmon  of  the  parties ;  and  to  be 
like  n  Jew  or  like  a  Jesuit  was  always  a 
designation  of  disfavour.  To  the  Je- 
suits, he  believed,  was  to  he  attributed  the 
present  unhappy  condition  of  Switzerland. 
Regarding  the  Bill  as  n  repeal  of  the  few 
remuining  protections  of  the  Protestant 
Church,  he  could  not  but  oppose  it ;  and 
for  ihat  reason,  ho  moved  that  it  be  com- 
mitted on  that  day  three  months. 

Mr.  Netodegate  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  >SAet/  Mid,  that  the  hon.  Baronet, 
[he  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford, 
ought  to  be  the  taai  man  to  object  to 
monastic  instilntions  in  this  country.  As 
to  the  intercourse  between  this  country 
and  Rome,  it  seemed  to  him  much  better 
ihat  it  should  be  open  and  avowed,  than 
that  a  sort  of  backstairs  illegitimate  in- 
trigue and  liaison  should  be  carried  on  by 
Mr.  Petre  with  that  lady,  who,  in  the 
opinion  of  Protestants,  did  not  bear  the 
iiest  reputation.  The  hon.  Baronet  hud 
asserted  that  Jesuits  and  Jews  were  cou- 
pled in  public  prejudice ;  but  at  least  one 
Member  of  the  Government  might  be  found 
who  wo  uld  advocate  the  cause  of  the  Intter. 
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The  next  statement  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
was,  that  the  Jesuits  had  caused  the  dis- 
turbances in  Switzerland;  but  he  must 
have  forgotten  that  Mr.  Stransi  had  been 
Proleslant  Professor  of  Theology  at  Zu- 
rich.  [Sir  B. /splM.'  And  had  been  ex- 
pelled.] Tardily  expelled.  He  would  not 
at  this  time  of  day  discuss  the  merits  of 
the  Jesuits:  he  thought  that  their  ser. 
vices  in  the  cause  of  civilization  had  been 
long  acknowledged:  qua  regia  in  terris 
noslri  non  plena  laboris  was  iheir  motto, 
and  every  clime  and  every  age  had  shared 
in  the  heneGts  they  had  conferred,  al- 
though it  was  true  that  they  were  not  the 
owners  of  40,000  acres  in  New  Zealand. 
For  himself  he  had  been  educated  by 
Jesui's,  and  he  had  never  heard  from  one 
a  sentiment  that  was  not  consislent  with 
piety,  patriotism,  humanity,  and  liberality: 
he  therefore  look  thi^  opportunity  of 
bearing  his  humble  testimony  to  the  ob- 
ligations they  had  conferred  upon  man- 
kind. Il  would  be  well  if  the  education 
of  ihe  Roman  Catholic  gentry  in  Ireland 
were  always  enirusled  to  the  Jesuits ;  for 
he  defied  any  man  to  show  a  single  book 
from  ihe  Jesuit  press  that  contained  a 
sentence  or  a  sentiment  inconsistent  with 
genuine  Christisnily.  He  contended 
that  the  members  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic hierarchy  placed  on  the  Com- 
mission under  the  Charitable  Trusts 
Bill,  had  not  been  fairly  treated.  True  it 
was  Ihat  Dr.  Murray,  Dr.  Crolly,  and  Dr. 
Denvil  had  been  termed  archbishops  and 
bishops,  and  had  been  allowed  prece- 
dence of  the  Earl  of  Devon,  but  they  had 
neillicr  local  babilation  nor  name,  for  it 
was  not  Slated  of  what  places  ihey  were 
archbishops  and  bishops.  This  was  an 
inconsistency  which  had  given  offence  to 
ihs  whole  Roman  Catholic  body. 

Mr.  Netudegate  said,  that  he  had  not 
been  prepared  to  address  the  House,  and 
be  should  not  have  presumed  to  second 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Oxford,  if  he  had  not  been 
deeply  impressed  with  the  importance  of 
the  subject.  This  Bill  proposed  to  per- 
mit the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy  to  as- 
sume the  titles  ofcerlain  sees,  and,  among 
other  things,  to  permit  ihe  conducting  of 
their  processions  in  public.  Now  matters 
of  mere  name  or  title,  and  processions, 
however  much  they  might  inflame  that 
feeling  of  indignation  which  certain 
measures  of  Her  M(ye»ly'a  Government 
bad  excited  in  the  m<nds  of  the  Protes- , 
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tsDt  people  of  ihii  country,  were,  ft^er  all, 
trifles,  as  compared  with  the  final  propo- 
sition  of  this  Bill,  which  w&b  to  reroore 
those  claaseBof  the  Relief  Bill  of  1329, 
which  related  to  and  prohibited  the  in- 
stitution of  regular  monastic  orders,  par- 
ticular!; that  of  the  Jesuits,  that  most 
rigid  and  most  ambitious  order  of  ihe 
RomaD  Church  ;  a  sect,  which  embraced 
in  its  institution  the  roost  dangerous  and 
worst  elements  of  a  secret  society,  whose 
history  bad  been  marked  in  eTcry  country 
where  they  had  been  tolerated,  by  scenes 
of  confusion  and  disorder.  What  was  the 
latest  intelligence  of  them  .'  That  they  had 
been  commanded  to  remove  from  France 
and  this  very  spring  they  had  set  Switzer- 
land in  a  blaze  by  grasping  at  the  educa- 
tion of  hei  freeboro  sons.  The  right  hon 
Member  for  Dungarvon  had  endeavoured 
to  vindicate  ibe  order  from  the  imputa- 
tions which  their  whole  history  entailed 
upon  them,  and  had  staled,  that  having 
been  educated  among  them,  he  had  never 
known  illiberal  opinions,  or  principles  ad- 
verse to  free  institutions,  inculcated  by 
them.  Of  the  advantages  in  education, 
for  nhicb  the  right  hon.  Member  was  in- 
debted to  the  Jesuits,  the  House  bad  con- 
stant proof,  and  he  (Mr.  Newdegate)  fully 
believed  the  right  hon.  Member,  that  be 
had  never  known  improper  or  dangerous 
principles  inculcated  by  them  ;  for  it  had 
ever  been  the  policy  of  that  order  only  to 
sow  such  seedin  minds  they  found  adapted 
for  its  reception ;  and  be  was  convinced 
thai  the  mind  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
would  have  rejected  aucb  iustruction, 
and  that  his  trachers  knew  it :  such  had 
ever  been  the  system  of  the  Jesuits.  The 
House  might  have  sufficient  evidence  from 
documents  in  the  Biitisb  Musoem  ;  but 
did  these  facts  need  such  illustration  ?  He 
appealed  from  alt  history  to  the  occur- 
rences of  the  present  day  on  the  Continent, 
as  evidence  of  character  of  this  sect :  and 
it  was  with  deep  regret  he  had  heard  from 
her  Majesty's  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department,  that  a  proposition  for  re- 
moving ibe  only  safeguards  against  the 
propagation  of  this  sect  in  Great  Britain 
should  receive  his  consideration.  He 
(Mr.  Newdegate]  ht^d  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  would  not  be  blind  to  the 
circumstances  connected  with  this  sect  at 
present  throughout  Europe.  For  his  own 
part  he  entered  his  solemn  protest  against 
the  introduction  of  any  raeasuTe.the  effect 
of  which  could  be  only  to  give  countenance 


to  the  Jesuits ;  and  he  called  upon  Ihoae 
statesmen  who  had  supported  the  Bill  of 
1829,  to  justify  their  actions  then,  by  tbeir 
conduct  now. 

Sir  James  Graham  wished  to  comet  a 
misconception  of  what  he  had  said  on 
a  former  day ;  he  had  not  said  that  Go. 
veroment  was  ready  to  take  into  con- 
sideration a  measure  to  repeal  certain 
clauses  in  the  Relief  Act  of  1S29.  On 
the  second  reading  of  the  present  mea- 
sure, he  had  espreasly  claimed  that  Minis- 
ters should  not  t»e  considered  pledged  npon 
the  question.  What  he  had  said  was,  that 
the  Commissioners  had  been  directed  to 
prepare  a  bill  strictly  limited  to  the  recom- 
mendations in  their  Report;  and  in  the 
other  House  the  Lord  Chancellor  bad 
stated  that  the  Government  was  not  at  til 
pledged  upon  ihe  subject. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'Connell  was  anxious  that 
Ministers  should  pledge  themselves  to  re- 
sist what  was  now  required,  because  be 
was  sure  from  enperieoce  that  very  soon 
after  they  had  pledged  themselves  upon 
any  question  they  gave  way.  if  they  now 
pledged  themselves  to  maintain  the  absurd 
eiclusioDS  of  the  Bill  of  1829,  he  had 
more  than  a  hope  that  ihcy  would  aban- 
don them  in  the  next  Session.  The  truth 
was,  that  the  clauses  had  only  been  in- 
serted lo  satisfy  the  conscience  of  that 
exemplary,  religious,  aud  moral  monarcb, 
George  IV. ;  and  his  reign  being  at  an  end, 
people  could  now  consider  what  they  were 
really  worth.  The  onus  was  upon  the  op- 
ponents of  the  Bill  to  show  that  these 
outrageous  laws  should  remain  on  the  Sta- 
tute Book,  which  could  aot  be  enforced. 


was  against  it.  His  own  opinion  was,  that 
all  restrictions  upon  religious  belief  were 
as  unjust  to  men  as  they  were  insulting  to 
God. 

Mr.  Bickham  Escott  felt  disposed  to 
oppose  the  Bill,  becaose  the  Government 
had  asked  time  for  the  consideration  of 
the  subject,  so  as  to  bring  in  a  measure. 
He  believed  that  the  Bdl  was  founded  on 
the  principles  of  justice  and  sound  policy: 
and  he  considered  the  Acts  alluded  to,  to 
be  a  disgrace  to  tbe  Statute  Book.  If  he 
beard  that  it  was  the  intention  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  to  do  away  with  those 
enactments  on  account  of  religion,  he 
would  not  vote  lor  the  Motion ;  bot  if  that 
was  not  Ihe  case,  he  should  give  it  his 
cordial  support. 

D,  _,  ,i.X.OCH^Ic 
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Sir  R.  Peel  itatsd,  that  hit  Seuion  he 
had  brought  in  a  Bill  for  ibe  repeal  of  cer- 
tain Acts  which  afiec(«d  a  certain  part  of 
Her  Majesty's  tubjecli.  At  that  lime  it 
was  ioiimaled  to  him  that  be  wai  not  jus- 
lided  io  giving  relief  to  one  cJaBi,  and 
giving  DO  relief  of  a  limilar  character  to 
another  cUm,  The  whole  lubject  was  to 
complicated,  and  involved  in  so  man; 
Statutes  of  an  ancient  date,  that  he  slated 
be  would  refer  it  to  Connnisiioners  to 
coDsider  those  laws.  The  Commissi 
was  composed  of  very  eminent  men,  a 
their  Report  on  the  subject  was  not 
the  possession  of  the  Government  ui 
the  last  week  in  May,  and  be  had  not 
■een  it  uniU  June.  Now,  from  thi 
plicated  stale  of  public  buiioeas  connected 
with  the  various  departments,  and  ali 
fixim  the  necessity  of  considering  the  mei 
iuresto  be  submitted  to  the  House,  and 
also  from  their  sitting  in  that  House  from 
eight  to  nine  hours  a  day,  for  four  or  five 
days  in  the  week,  it  was  utterly  impossible 
lo  give  full  consideration  to  all  the  sub- 
jects that  might  come  forward.  The  ques- 
tion of  these  laws  had  also  reference  to 
persons  keeping  schools,  who  were  not 
Roman  Catholics,  but  Distenters  from  the 
Establishment.  The  Government  felt  that 
an  impartial  view  should  be  taken,  and 
that  the  measure  should  comprise  all 
classes;  they  had,  therefore,  desired  the 
Commissioners  to  prepare  a  Bill  on  the 
subject  of  these  ancient  Statutes.  He 
could  not  pledge  the  Government  more 
tliau  to  say  that  they  would  give  the 
fulleit  consideration  to  the  measures 
which  should  be  proposed  by  the  Commis- 
sioners. The  enactments  of  the  Bill  of 
1S29  were  of  a  very  different  character, 
and  he  was  not  able  to  make  any  promise 
or  any  pledge  on  the  subject.  No  doubt, 
as  had  been  staled,  there  would  be  con- 
uderable  opposition  out  of  doors  to  any 
proceeding  on  the  subject.  He  fairly 
owned  thai  there  were  many  enactments 
which  should  not  be  continued ;  and  he 
had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  he  was 
ready  to  encounter  opposition  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  removal  of  these  enactments 
from  the  Slalule  Book.  He  could  not 
pledge  himself  lo  any  psrticular  clauses  of 
the  Bill  of  the  hou.  and  learned  Gentle, 
man ;  but  he  could  assure  him  that  the 
lubject  should  receive  the  fullest  con- 
sideration. He  was  now  speaking  of  the 
anciei^t  enactments,  and  did  nut  refer  to 
thoie  which  were  impnsed  ivhen  the  Ca- 
VOLLXXXIl.      {^] 


tholic  Relief  Bill  paued.  He  hoped,'afier 
what  had  passed  that  the  bon.  Gentleman 
would  not  press  the  measure. 

Lord  John  Ritssell  considered  that  the 
Bill  involved  two  very  separate  questiooi. 
The  first  was,  whether  they  should  con> 
aider  with  a  view  to  their  repeal  certain 
ancient  enactments.  On  this  part  of  the 
subject,  after  what  had  fallen  from  both 
the  right  |hoa.  Gentlemen  opposite,  the 
Houie  should  be  satis6ed  with  their 
declarations.  It  certainly  would  at  that 
moment  be  difficult  for  the  Government 
lo  say  what  clauses  of  the  Bill  of  the  bon, 
and  learned  Gentleman  should  be  re- 
pealed ;  he  therefore  would  suggest  that 
this  part  of  the  subject  be  left  to  them. 
The  other  question  was  of  a  very  difierent 
character;  he  alluded  to  that  part  which 
referred  not  to  any  old  restrictions,  but  to 
those  imposed  by  the  Act  of  1839,  he 
meant  the  disallowing  clauses  in  the  Bill, 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Government.  The  ques- 
tion was,  whether  they  were  prepared  lo 
make  alterations  in  this  law.  This  sub- 
ject might  have  been  referred  to  ihe  con- 
sideration of  the  CommisBioners,  or  it 
might,  without  this,  have  been  considered 
by  the  Government  as  a  question  of  po- 
licy, io  the  Amendment  of  the  law  of 
1829.  They  had  done  neither,  however. 
They  now  stated  that  there  would  be  no 
reference  to  thi-  Act  in  the  measure  they 
intended  to  |..jpose.  He,  for  one,  was 
prepared  lo  go  into  Committee  on  those 
clauses  of  the  Act  of  1829.  He  did  not 
say  that  he  was  at  once  prepared  to  repeal 
all  those  clauses,  but  he  was  willing  to  go 
nto  Committee  to  deliberate  on  the  sub- 
ject. He  believed  that  they  might  repeat 
those  diiallowing  clauses  which  prevented 
a  Roman  Catholic  bishop  assuming  a  title 
held  by  a  bishop  of  the  Established  Chi rch. 
He  could  not  conceive  any  good  ground 
for  the  continuance  of  this  restriction. 
With  respect  lo  the  question  of  the  Je- 
and  the  regular  orders,  he  did  not 
think  that  the  Act  of  1829  was  satisfac- 
tory; but  he  should  like  to  look  into  the 
laws  of  other  countries  in  Europe  ;  and 
above  all,  into  those  of  Catholic  counlries, 
Ihe  subject  of  these  religious  orders. 
Ai  a  general  principle,  he  should  say,  do 
away  with  all  i  hese  restrictions ;  but  if  they 
found  that  in  Catholic  countries  there  were 
some  regulations  as  to  the  registralionof  the 
members  of  an  order,  or  similar  resiiaini, 
he  should  say  tha*  it  i*as  a  fair  subject 
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to  go  inio  CommittM  to  de1ib«rtte  upon, 
BUhough  he  would  not  pled^  himseir  for 
the  immediale  repeal  of  all  theie  redric- 
tlona.  As  for  going  into  Commitlee  that 
eveiiinRi  iiwaiaiubject  for  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman'! conitdenllon  :  but  if  he  divided 
the  Houte,  he  would  voie  for  the  Ho- 
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Mr.  Walton  taid,  that  he  should  cer- 
tainly take  ihe  Knie  of  the  Home,  ai  he 
did  not  conceive  that  he  hid  been  treated 
well  by  the  Government. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Qiieition, 
Ihtt  the  wurdi  proposed  to  be  left  ont 
stand  part  of  the  QueilioD :  —  Ayes  47  ; 
Noes  89  :  Majority  4-i.* 

Committee  pat  off  for  three  moDttis. 

HoQie  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  one 
o'clock. 
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Pkivueox.^  The  Doke  of  RicJkmond 
wished  to  call  the  atteniioD  of  their  Lord- 
ships to  a  petition  relating  to  privilege.  It 
was  from  Thomas  Baker,  of  Albion  Honse, 
Great  Church-lane,  Hammersmiih,  tot- 
merl;  superintendent  of  ihe  C  division  of 
the  Metropolitan  Police  Force,  but  now 
retired  upon  a  pension.  It  stated,  that  he 
had  been  cilkd  upon  to  attend  and  give 
evidence  before  their  Lordships'  Select 
Committee  on  the  Laws  relating  lo  Gam- 
iuK ;  and  ihst  a  person  of  the  name  of 
John  Harlow  had  commenced  an  action 
for  damegea  agalnat  him  for  words  spoken 
upon  that  occaaion;  that  John  Harlow 
intended  to  proceed  lo  trial  on  the  Slst 
instant,  at  the  Croydon  asKizes.  The  pe- 
titioner had  not  pleaded  to  the  action,  bnt 
prayed  their  Lordships  to  take  the  pre- 
niiea  into  consideration,  and  to  grant  hiro 
such  protection  at  might  seem  meet.  The 
noble  Duke  observed,  that  Mr.  Baker 
had  not  volunteered  his  evidence,  but  had 
been  called  upon  to  give  it,  having  been 
inspector  of  that  division  of  the  Police^ 
whose  duty  it  was  to  watch  the  gambling- 
houses  in  ihedisttiei.  He  had  been  ex. 
amined  upon  oath,  and,  under  the  sanc- 
tity of  that  oatli,  had  no  doubt  spoken  the 
truth.  The  noble  Duke  said,  that  he  had 
known  Inspector  Baker  for  a  great  many 
years,  and  he  had  served  not  only  during 
Ihe  Pcninsulur  war,  but  at  Waierlon,  and 
he  believed  thai  a  more  honourable  man 
did  not  exist.  It  did  not  become  him, 
not  being  a  law  Lord,  to  ofTerBoy  opinion 
on  the  question ;  but  he  begged  to  be  in- 
formed what  course  it  was  fit,  under  the 


The  Lord  Ckancellor:  It  is  perfectly 
clear  l^at  if  the  statement  contained  in 
the  petition  be  true,  this  action  cannot  be 
susluined.  The  petiiioner  alleges  that  the 
wards,  for  the  using  of  which  the  action 
has  been  brought,  were  spoken  by  him 
before  a  Committee  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  I  believe  an  indictment  may  be 
mainiained  for  perjury  against  a  parly 
who  has  sworn  fnlsely  before  a  court  of 
justice  ;  but  1  apprehend  it  is  perTectly 
clear  no  action  can  be  suslair.ed  for 
words  spoken  by  a  witness  in  evidence 
before  any  such  court.  But  that  is  not 
the  ({Deatian  at  present — the  question  is, 
whether,  under  the  circumstances  disclosed 
by  the  petition,  we  should  protect  the  de- 
fendant. It  is  stated  in  the  declaration 
that  the  words  were  spoken  "  in  the  pre- 
sence and  hearing  of  the  Comroiuee,"    It 


393 


PrhnUgr. 


{JpLt  10} 


Privilege. 


294 


)■  poiiible,  thenfore,  that  the  plBiatifFtnav 
represent  hii case  to  be  of  thii  detcriptiou, 
that  the  dafcndant  had  repealed  ihe  word* 
in  (he  presence  and  hearing  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  thi  Houw,  and  yet  may  not 
hi?e  been  at  the  lime  speaking  at  a  trit- 
neii  upon  Mtb,  I  ahould  recommeDd 
JOHT  Lordship!  to  appoint  a  Committee 
for  the  purpose  of  searching  for  prece- 
dents to  regulate  ouf  proceedings.  Cir- 
onmstancfls  make  it  incumbent  on  your 
Lordships  to  attend  more  particularly  lo 
this  matter,  because  we  are  ourselves 
a  court  of  justice  in  the  last  resort.  If 
Ihis  caia  should  go  on,  it  may  ulti- 
mately come  before  us  for  decision  as  a 
Court  of  Appeal.  I,  therefore,  beg  to 
move  that  a  Select  Committee  be  ap> 
poirited  to  search  for  precedents,  and 
that  the  said  petition  be  referred  to  such 
Commit  tea. 

Jjord  Campbell :  I  move,  my  Lords, 
as  an  Amendment,  that  the  plaintiff  and 
his  attorney  be  summoned  to  atlend  at 
the  bar  of  Ihis  House.  In  my  opinion 
there  is  no  oocaiion  for  any  Committee— 
nn  Committee  can  be  of  the  alighteit  ser- 
tice.  There  is  no  doubt  that  you  have 
here  an  action  broogbt  against  a  witness, 
for  evidence  given  on  oath  before  a  Com- 
miitee  of  your  Lordships'  House.  1  en- 
tirely agree  with  what  has  been  laid  down 
by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  that  no 
auch  action  in  point  of  law  can  be  main- 
tained ;  but  shall  you  allow  a  wiiness  who 
has  been  summoned  before  your  Com- 
mittee to  be  harassed  by  such  an  action? 
Nay,  more  my  Lords,  will  you  allow  your 
privilege  of  summoning  witnesses,  and  of 
eismininj;  them  before  a  Committee,  to 
be  sabmiited  to  any  Judge  who  may 
liippen  to  sit  on  the  trial  of  that  case  ?  I 
do  say,  my  Lords,  that  if  you  are  pre- 
pared to  imiiaie  the  eiample  set  you  by 
your  ancestors,  you  will  immediately  in- 
terfere, and  put  a  stop  to  this  action.  The 
most  recent  case  on  the  question  of  this 
privilen  whieb  has  occurred  befoie  your 
Lordships'  House  was  one  which  took 
place  during  the  time  when  that  illustrious 
Judgie,  Lord  Eldon,  presided 
Wootsaok.  It  arose  out  of  an  action 
bronfFbt  against  one  of  your  messengers 
for  taking  an  umbrella  belonging  to  a  vi- 
sitor, who  was  standing;  at  your  Lordships' 
bir  when  the  Hoiise  oas  silting 
of  JHstice.  Upon  the  Motion  of  Lord 
Eldon, -the  plaintiff  and  his  aUnrney, 


court  of  requesis,  were  sommoned  to 
the  bar,  and  informed,  according  to  your 
Lordships'  determination,  that  they  would 
both  be  committed  if  they  did  not  at  once 
abandon  all  legal  proceedings.  I  can- 
not doubt  that  your  lordships  are  now 
prepared  to  summon  both  this  plaintiff 
and  his  attorney  at  your  bar;  and  if  it 
shall  turn  out  that  the  action  is  brought 
for  words  spoken  by  the  wiiness  in  evi- 
dence before  your  Committee,  that  yon 
will  commit  to  prison  Ihe  plaintiff  and  his 
attorney,  if  they  persist  in  prosecuting  Iha 
action.  It  will  be  utterly  impossible  for 
you  to  exercise  your  iniquisitorial  pow- 
ers, unless  you  protect  the  witnesses  in 
the  evidence  they  give.  The  Committee 
in  question  was  a  most  important  one.  It 
was  10  inquire  into  the  frauds  alleged  to 
aiise  from  gaming.  There  were  many 
witnesses  examined,  and  many  transactions 
inquired  into,  and  a  great  deal  of  fraud 
and  dishonesty  disclosed.  If  any  person 
la  permitted  to  bring  an  action  against  a 
witness  who  should  have  disclosed  that 
person'sinramy,ln  whataituatkin  would  the 
witness  stand,  and  in  what  a  situation 
would  your  Lordships  be?  You  would 
ever  after  deprive  yourselves  of  the  power 
of  inatiluting  any  such  inquiry.  Your 
privileges  are  now  assailed  in  the  most 
alarming  manner,  and  unless  you  make  a 
resolute  stand  they  are  irrevocably  gone. 
1  have  heard  it  suggested  that  the  wit> 
ness  might  have  repeated  these  words  at 
another  lime;  that  after  having  given 
evidence  before  the  Committee  he  might 
have  repeated  in  the  presence  of  the  Com. 
mittee,  not  upon  oath,  and  not  judicially, 
what  he  had  said  before,  and  therefore 
that  might  be  considered  malicious,  and 
sufficient  to  form  a  ground  of  action.  But 
in  his  petition  the  party  declares  that  he 
never  did  use  the  words  unless  when  he 
was  examined  upon  oath  before  the  Com- 
mittee. It,  however,  may  be  learned  from 
the  plaintiff  and  his  attorney,  if  called  to 
the  bar  of  the  House,  what  is  the  real 
ground  of  the  action.  If  it  be  for  words 
spoken  on  some  other  occasion,  then  let 
the  action  proceed,  and  let  a  jury  give  a 
verdict  upon  it ;  but  if  it  should  turn  out, 
as  I  have  no  doubt  it  will,  that  the  action 
has  been  brought  for  words  spoken  by  the 
witness  when  on  oath  before  the  Com- 
mittee, then  I  implore  your  Lordships,  in 
accordance  with  all  the  precedents  you 
acted    upon,    th^l 
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the  prewDt  cue  there  ii  not  time  for  any 
Goimnilte  to  inquire  for  and  eiamiDe  iolo 
precedenii.  The  trial  n  to  t«ke  place  on 
the  3Ut  of  July  in  the  coDOty  of  Ssrre;  ; 
and  I  have  no  douht  he  will  he  called 
upon  to  plead  ia  foar  daye  from  the  lime 
deciaratioD  is  filed.  Before  the  Com- 
mittee have  made  tbeir  Report,  a  judg- 
ment may  be  obtained,  and  a  verdict  for 
1,000^  may  be  gireo  by  a  jury  agaioit  the 
defendant ;  and  ihia  became  be  hai  obeyed 
your  Lordship*'  sammona.  It  may  he 
aaid  that  the  defendant  may  jnitify  ;  hut 
bow  ?  Are  you  to  eipoie  him  to  the  tame 
peril  to  «bich  all  your  own  pri*ilegea  ap- 
pear now  to  be  expoaed  f  Hy  Lordi,  I 
aball  more  a*  an  Amendmeni,  "  That  the 
plaintiff  aad  hia  attorney  be  lummoned  lo 
appear  at  the  bar  of  thia  Hooae  to-morrow 
at  fi*e  o'clock." 

The  Earl  of  EUenhorough:  I  entirely 
a^^ree  with  the  noble  and  learned  LorS  a* 
to  the  coune  it  ia  eaaeatial,  for  the  main- 
tenaoce  of  the  dignity  and  piivilegea  of 
thi*  Honae,  and  ctf  iti  aothority,  for  yonr 
IjOrdahipa  to  parane,  and  I  ahall  give  my 
TOte  in  aopport  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord's  Amendment. 

Lord  Brmigham.-  Uy  donbt  ia  tbii,  and 
I  fairly  alate  it  to  yonr  Lordshipt.  This 
ii  the  first  time  that  the  tjneition  hai  ever 
been  brought  before  the  House.  We  have 
not  had  one  quarter  of  an  honr  by  the 
clock  10  consider  what  course  it  would  be 
the  best  for  as  to  take.  We  have  not  had 
one  quarter  of  an  hour  to  look  into  pre- 
cedenls.  We  are  surrounded  by  very  se- 
rious difficulties.  We  baveat  preseotthe 
statement,  aadonly  the  staiemenl,  of  the 
party  against  whom  the  ac  ion  is  brought. 
If  you  look  at  that  statement,  he  does  not 
himself  say  that  the  action  is  brought  for 
words  spoken  by  faim  id  giving  his  evi- 
dence upon  oath.  He  says,  he  believe* 
it  is  for  words  spoken  by  him  in  the  pre- 
aence  and  hearing  of  the  Committee.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
Back  has  suggested  that  it  doea  not  at  all 
follow  from  neceuitytbat  those  were  words 
used  by  him  in  giving  evidence  before  the 
Committee.  Though  he  aays  (it  is  bis  own 
asieition,  no  doubt),  that  he  never  did, 
except  upon  ibe  occssion  of  being  ex- 
amined before  the  Committee,  say  any- 
thing respecting  Mr.  Harlow,  still  he  may 
faave  done  it  upon  that  occasion  wiihont 
being  at  the  moment  giving  evidence  on 
oath.  My  noble  Friend  opposiie(tbe  Earl 
of  Ellenborougfa)  is  ready    lo  daoounce 


this  as  ■  breach  of  privilege.  I  have  had 
some  experience  on  questions  of  privilege. 
I  was  present  and  took  part  in  the  ail- 
ment of  the  great  case  of  privilege  at  yonr 
Lordships' bar:  and  I  will  venlore  to  say 
that  whoever  has  the  moat  considered  the 

3uestion  of  privily  will  find  the  most 
ifficulty  in  reconciling  the  conBiciing  de- 
cisions sod  precedents  on  the  subject,  and 
especially  in  deciding,  as  my  noble  Friend, 
who  is  not  a  member  of  the  profession^ 
has  done  offhand,  that  this  ia  a  breach  of 
privilege.  Taking  such  extremely  breath- 
leas  haste  as  our  guide  is  never  safe.  We 
ought  never  to  come  to  a  hnrried  de- 
cision when  a  little  time  for  deliber- 
ation might  make  our  proceeding  more 
useful  and  satisfactory  in  its  results.  In 
all  cases  arising  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, the  first  thing  done  is  the  adoption 
of  the  coarse  suggested'  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack — namely, 
the  appointment  of  a  Committee  lo  search 
for  precedenia.  Yon  are  not  like  the 
Honsa  of  Commons,  a  mere  inquisitorial 
body.  Yon  are  a  high  criminal  court  of 
justice  in  ibe  last  resort.  The  matter 
propounded  is,  that  you  shall  call  the 
plaintiff  and  his  attorney  before  you,  with 
the  manifest  intention,  that  if  you  are  sa- 
tisfied, on  examining  those  parties,  that 
thia  action  is  brought  for  words  spoken 
under  certain  circumstances,  you  will  stay 
the  action  by  exerting  your  power  of  force 
against  the  author  of  that  action.  That 
is  a  great  step  for  any  court  of  justice  to 
take.  It  is  a  very  novel  position  for  your 
Lordships  to  find  yourselves  in  :  that  you, 
a  court  of  judicature,  who  as  a  criminal 
court  in  the  last  reaort,  may  have  to  de- 
cide this  very  esse,  should  at  once  aay 
"  we  will  not  allow  this  action  to  proceed. 
But  it  is  said — "  Only  examine  the  plaia- 
tiffl"  la  it  nothing,  my  Lords,  for  a 
plaintiff,  upon  the  mere  application  of  the 
defendant — his  adversary  —  to  he  called 
upon  to  disclose  bis  case?  But  that  ia 
what  yon  are  doing,  and  upon  what 
ground?  Simply  because  the  defendant 
tell*  you  his  story,  he  being  the  advcnary 
of  the  plaintiff.  I  am  not  the  man  to  ad- 
vise your  Lordships,  without  further  consi- 
deration, topurane  this  extraordinary,  rtot 
to  say  extr  me  course  of  calling  upon  a 
plaintiff  to  tell  you  what  hia  case  is, 
merely  becanse  the  defeadant  asks  yon 
lo  do  so  by  telling  his  account  of  the 
matter.  I  am,  above  all  things,  for  main- 
taining the  purity  and  independeDce  of 


297  Priifiltgt.  {JoLt  10}  Prioiiege.  298 

1  hone  the  plaintiff  vill  be  allowed  to  as. 
■ert  ois  right  in  a,  court  of  law.  The  evi- 
dcDce  may  haTe  been  maliciously  ^ren  to 
his  prejudice,  and  he  may  be  ruined  in 
consequence  of  that  evidence  being  giren. 
I  thinJc  your  Lordshipa,  being  in  the  last 
resort  a  high  court  of  justice,  ought  to 
be  rery  slow  before  you  say  to  any  one  of 
Her  Majesty's  subjects,  on  bringing  ui 
action  against  another  for  an  alleged 
injury  done  to  him,  "  You  shall  not 
proceed  in  a  court  of  justice  to  shoir 
that  you  have  been  injured,  and  to  ob. 
tain  redress  for  that  injury."  But  it 
is  nid  that  this  petitioner  ftod  witness 
would  be  harassed  if  this  action  were  al- 
lowed to  be  brought  against  htm.  Would 
he  not  be  equally  haraued  if  he  were  in- 
dicted for  perj  ury  ?  and  yet  are  your  Lord- 
ships prepared  to  interfue  in  such  a  case ! 
Would  your  Lordships  prerent  such  an  in- 
dictment because  the  party  indicted  came 
and  told  you  that  he  was  guiltless  of  the 
crime  of  perjury  alleged  agaiost  him,  and 
that  he  had  said  nothing  but  the  truth  ? 


the  admioistration  of  justice,  and  I  be- 
lieve that  the  ptitileges  of  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  never  can  be  aafer,  and  never 
can  be  rested  upon  a  more  secure  foanda- 
lion  than  if  they  are  left,  like  the  rights 
■ad  privileges  of  all  the  rest  of  the  com- 
munity —  the  Sovereign  included  —  the 
Crown  included— left  to  the  adrointslra- 
Iron  of  civil  and  criminal  justice  in  those 
cooris  which  are  not  political  tribunals, 
the  courts  of  the  law  of  the  United  King- 
dora. 

Lord  CbffntAam  said:  As  to  what  course 
your  Lordships  ought  to  pursue,  iflhe  facts 
stated  in  the  petition  be  correct,  is  aques- 
tion  well  deserving  considerslion;  but  as 
to  what  the  petitioner  has  ststed,  it  appears 
to  me  he  puis  the  matter  beyond  all  dis- 
pute. He,  in  the  first  place,  states  what 
the  declsTStion  itself  slates,  that  the  action 
professes  to  be  brought  for  words  spoken 
in  the  presence  and  hearing  of  a  Coromil- 
tee  of  this  House.  He  then  goes  on  and 
states,  that  be  never  upon  any  occasion, 
except  upon  giving  his  evidence  before  the 
Committee,  spoke  or  published  aa^  such 
words  as  are  charged  against  him  in  the 
declaration,  and  that  be  verily  believes 
that  the  action  has  been  brought  for  words 
so  spoken.  Of  course  he  could  not  state 
nore  than  his  ■■  belief,"  as  he  speaki 
the  reasons  that  actuate  another  man's 
conduct.  Under  these  ci  reams  lances 
(there  may  not  be  a  word  of  truth  ir 
but  looking  at  the  allegation)  it  doea 
pear  to  be  a  most  direct  and  distinct 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  the  House. 
Therefore,  the  only  question  is,  in  what 
way  will  llie  House  assert  its  privileges? 
Beyood  all  doubt,  the  House  will  take  a 
much  time  as  circumstances  will  admit . 
but  my  apprehension  is,  that  there  will  be 
no  lime  if  you  do  not  act  this  evening  by 
suminoniag  the  parties  to-morrow.  The 
mischief  will  have  occurred  before  Moo - 
day.  I  trust  yonr  Lordships  will  not  foi- 
low  an  example  set  elsewhere,  and  permit 
the  party  to  plead,  and  thus  involve  your- 
selves in  difficulties  from  which  it  may  not 
be  possible  to  escape.  If  your  Lordships' 
privileges  are  to  be  asseited  at  all,  it  is  at 
the  time  when  they  are  first  invaded. 
Therefore,  although  I  am  anxions  to  take 
ai  much  lime  for  deliberation  as  circum- 
slances  may  admit,  yet  if  your  Lordships 
do  not  act  to-day,  you  will,  in  all  proba- 
bility, lose  the  opportunityof  acting  at  all. 

Lord  Denman  :  With  great  respect.tben, 
J  hope  your  Iiordehips  will  not  act  at  all- 


Are  your  Lordships  prepared,  on  such  an 
allegation,  to  declare  that  you  will  not 
allow  the  law  to  take  its  course,  nor  will 
allow  the  question  as  to  the  falsehood  or 
truth  of  the  party's  statement  to  be  inves- 
tigated by  a  competent  le^al  tribunal  >  I 
think  your  Loroships  will  incur  a  most 
serious  responsibility  if  you  undertake  to 
interfere  thus  without  great  deliberation, 
it  will  not  be  in  mj  power  to  attend  the 
House  after  this  day,  because  I  shall  be 
obliged  to  proceed  on  the  circuit.  For 
that  reason,  I  am  induced  to  enter  rather 
more  fully  than  I  otherwise  might  have 
done,  into  my  views  upon  this  most  im- 
portant qnestioo.     I  do  not  think  an^  in- 


jury wilt  arise  to  the  parties  from  delay. 
My  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Camp- 
bell) says  that  all  the  precedents  are  one 
way,  and  that  it  will  not  be  very  difficult 
to  find  tbem.  He  mentioned  but  one  pre- 
cedent—that known  by  the  name  of  the 
umbrella  case,  a  precedent  which  I  trust 
your  Lordships  will  not  be  eager  to  follow 
when  you  know  the  facts.  A  person,  while 
attending  at  the  bar  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  when  sitting  as  a  court  of  justice, 
lost  his  umbrella,  and  believing  that  one 
of  your  Lordships'  messengers 'had  taken 
possession  of  it,  he  brought  an  action 
10  the  court  of  requests  a^inst  the  mes- 
senger. The  House  of  Lords  thought  it 
became  its  dignity  and  sense  of  justice  to 
interfere,  and  prevent  the  plaiutifF  from 
establishUig  his  right  to  his  property,  and 
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to  ihe  fact  of  bit  hsTiog  been  illefpll]r  de- 
pri?ed  of  it.  I  caanot  think  that  that  i*  a 
case  which  tout  Lordabips  will  feel  proud 
or  anxious  to  act  upon.  I  bag  to  express 
my  very  great  disapprobation  of  avtioni 
being  brought  for  the  sake  of  producing 
collUiom  between  Parliament  and  the 
Courts  of  Justice— a  drcumstance  at  all 
times  much  to  be  deplored — actions  brought 
for  tbe  purpose  of  obtaining  from  the 
prejudices  or  excited  feelings  of  a  jury 
damaget  which  greatly  exceed  the  amount 
of  injury  sustained.  I  do,  at  the 
same  time,  think  that  there  is  no  more 
certain  mode  of  encouraging  such  pro- 
ceediogs,  than  by  interfering  with  a  new 
to  stop  the  due  course  of  justice  between 
the  Queen's  subjects  br  the  high  hand  of 
power  OQ  the  part  of  Parliament,  under 
the  pretence  that  theparties  against  whom 
such  proceedings  were  taken  were  acting 
under  its  protection.  I  should  be  rery 
slow  in  offering  any  opinion  upon  this  case. 
The  facts  at  present  before  your  Lordships 
are  merely  ex  parte.  I  know  that  the  pro- 
position before  your  Lordships  is,  that  the 
facts  be  inquire  into  by  summoning  those 
parties  to  the  bar  who  are  supposed  to  hare 
injured  this  petitioner,  that  is,  to  summon 
the  plaintiff  and  his  attorney.  But,  by 
summoning  thosepartiea  before  you,  your 
Lordships  pledge  yourselves  to  take  some 
course,  provided  certain  disclosures  are 
made ;  but  which  disclosures,  I  hum- 
bly apprehend,  ought  not  to  be  sought 
for  from  any  of  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects who  are  only  seeking  to  establish 
their  rights  in  a  court  of  justice.  1  am 
very  unwilling  to  commit  myself  without 
necessity  upon  a  point  of  law ;  but  I  have 
not  the  least  difficulty  in  saying,  that  if 
this  statement  be  true,  and  I  have  no  doubt 
it  is— if  this  respectable  person,  of  whom 
the  noble  Duke  has  spoken  so  highly,  has 
really  done  no  more  than  what  is  stated  in 
his  petition,  then  I  have  not  the  least  diffi- 
culty in  saying,  nay,  it  admits  of  no  doubt, 
that  the  plaintiff  cannot  bold  up  his  head 
in  a  court  of  justice.  What !  when  a 
petent  tribunal,  justly  held  in  the  high- 
est respect  by  the  country — a  Committee 
of  the  House  of  Lords,  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  necessity  of  making  an  amendment 
in  the  law  of  the  land — when  such  a  tri- 
bunal summons  before  it  a  public 
man  competent  to  speak  of  the  conduct  d 
certain  parties  having  relation  to  that  law, 
and  when  that  officer  shall  have  fairly  and 
fully  disclosed  what  he  knows  oa  oath — 
is  he  to  be  accused  as  a  malicious  slanderer 


because  he  makes  that  disoloiure  t  It  could 
not  be  endured  for  a  moment :  and  do 
your  Lordships  believe  that  any  coort  of 
justice  would  say  that  a  plaintiff  could  pos- 
sibly succeed  in  such  an  action,  or  that  a 
witness  so  conducting  himself  should  be 
punished  ?  Why  should  it  be  supposed 
that  a  court  of  justice  would  overlook  all 
circuroslancesof tbisnature?  Allconfiden- 
tial  communications,  that  are  made  bond 
fide,  are  privileged  communications;  but 
the  privileges  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and 
of  your  Lordships'  Committees  for  tbe 
purpose  of  public  inquiries,  stand  beyond 
the  reach  of  any  criminal  or  civil  proceed* 
ing  by  way  of  action.  I  venture  to  think, 
although  I  know  what  has  been  said  in 
another  place,  that  there  is  nothing  in  the 
conduct  or  in  the  disposition  of  the  courts 
that  disentitles  them  to  thecredit  of  wishing 
put  down  any  action  brought  under  such 
circumstances.  But,  on  the  other  hand,  is 
be  maintained,  if  parlies  will  vent  any 
personal  malice,  or  will  indulge  in  any  per- 
sonal and  unjust  reflections  to  the  preju- 
'ice  of  others,  while  giving  evidence  before 
Committee  of  your  Lordships' House,  that 
those  persons  are  not  be  pursued  in  order 
that  the  facts  may  be  inquired  into,  and 
be  decided  upoD  in  due  course  of  law  7  But 
upon  this  more  general  ground — a  ground 
which  has  been  considered  and  felt  at  all 
times  by  those  Judges  who  were  aware  of 
the  high  privilege  they  enjoyed,  of  stand- 
ing between  irresponuble  power  and  those 
whom  it  was  sought  to  make  its  victims — 
I  am  opposed  to  tbe  undue  interpoution  of 
privilege  to  impede  the  due  administration 
of  justice  between  subject  and  subject. 
The  feeling  which  has  actuated  all  those 
Judges  who  have  thus  appreciated  their 
own  high  privilege,  has  been  this— "We 
know  our  duty,  and  that  duty  we  will  per- 
form ;  we  will  perform  it  without  fear  or 
favour,  for  the  protection,  not  of  one  class, 
not  of  an  individual  who  happens  to  have 
been  a  witness  before  a  Committee  either 
of  this  place  or  of  another  place,  but  for 
the  protection  of  all ;  for  doing  equal  jus- 
tice tn  all,  in  order  that  those  who  are  in- 
jured may  obtain  redress,  and  that  those 
who  complain  that  they  are  injured  may 
have  the  right  to  show  how  and  wberrin 
they  have  suffered."  These  are  general 
grounds,  1  think  at  least,  sufficient  to  induce 
your  Lordships  to  pause  before  any  steps 
are  taken.  I  should  have  thought  the 
Motion  of  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  tbe  Woolsack,  if  any  course  wss  to  be 
taken  on  the  suliject,  was  the  only  coune 
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that  a  deliberative  body,  with  doe  regard 
to  their  own  higli  station,  and  to  the  great 
power  ithey  possess,  and  the  great  injury 
they  may  by  possibility  inflict,  could  hire 
taken  on  such  proposal  being  made.  My 
Lords,  I  venture  to  warn  you  against  the 
notion  that  dignity  consists  in  taking  sud- 
den offenoe,  and  in  putting  dawn  all  who 
quesUon  your  proceeding*.  There  may  be 
good  grounds  for  the  statemenU  or  those 
who  come  before  you  for  protection.  Your 
Lordships  do  not  posseis  the  meaua  of  tn- 
restigating  tba  merits  between  the  con- 
tending parties ;  but  if  those  grounds  esiat, 
the  assertion  and  proof  of  tliem  will  be 
arailable  to  the  party  complaining  in  any 
court  of  justice  in  the  kingdom. 

Lord  Campbell  would  warn  their  Lord- 
ship* of  the  jn6nite  importance  of  the  step 
ihey  were  now  about  to  take-  If  they  re- 
fused the  Amendment  he  had  proposed, 
Ibey  would  be  declaring  to  all  jlhe  world 
that  let  an  eciion  be  brought  against  any 
one  for  what  he  mitibt  hare  said  before  a 
Commitreeof  their  Lotdsbipi'  House,  tliey 
would  not  iiilerfere  lo  protect  him,  even 
though  be  should  be  a  Peer  of  the  realm, 

Lord  Brougham  had  always  said  that 
the  Home  had  the  right  lo  commit  for 
contempt  of  its  privileges.  The  courts  of 
law  had  the  same  right.  He  would  ask, 
however)  if  an  action  were  brought  againiit 
a  witness  for  lomething  which  he  had  said 
upon  oath  in  ibe  Court  of  Queen's  Bencli, 
would  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  call  the 
plaintrB* and  his  attorney  before  him  and 
ask  him  on  what  account  his  action  was 
btougbt ;  and  if  they  replied  "On  account 
of  what  the  defendant  had  said  before 
you,"  would  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  then 
"  Tben  I  commit  you  for  contempt?" 


Yet  that,  he  considered,  would  be  tanta- 
mount to  acceding  lo  the  Motion  of  bis 
-  wble  end  learned  Friend  near  him.  He 
would  oaty  add,  that  if  the  atatemenlt 
contained  in  tbo  petilioa  were  Iru*,  this 
wa;;  one  of  the  most  ridiculoua  aclions 
thai  hul  ever  been  brought  againit  any 
person. 

On  QueUion,  That  the  wordi  propoted 
tobe  left  out  aland  part  of  Motion  7  Houaa 
divided :— Content  33  ;  Non-CooteDt 22 : 
Majortiy  11. 

Beiolved  in  the  Affirmative.  Then  the 
Ofigiaal  Motion  being  put. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanrtcartfe  contended 
that  if  they  allowed  their  privileges  lo  go 
to  the  courts  of  law,  they  gave  up  th«ir 
pion^UifCB  and  anbuitud  themftelTea  to 
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the  other  coirtt.  Ha  wiihtd  to  know  with 
what  justice  they  ooidd  ask  wiinaaiea  to 
give  evidence  before  their  Committees,  by 
which  they  would  aubject  tbenaelHa  to 
penalties  such  aa  that  which  thepstilioaer 
had  iucurrod  P  He  said  penaltiea,  becaose 
the  petitioner  had  already  incurred  ei- 
pensei,  and  which  would  bo  further  in- 
creased.  IF  witnesses  were  to  be  subject 
to  such  actions,  they  could  not,  injustice, 
be  eipeoied  lo  come  forward  and  tell  the 
whole  truth  on  matters  npon  which  it  was 
necesaary  for  the  House  to  be  informed. 

Lord  Stanley  protested,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  against  the  doctrine  that 
the  House  was  abandoning  those  persona 
who  gave  true  and  faithful  evidence  in 
obedience  to  their  Lordships'  orders. 
There  could,  he  believed,  be  hardly  a  dit- 
sentienl  voice  to  the  proposition  that  it  waa 
their  duty  lo  protect  those  persons.  By 
the  vote  tlie  House  bad  juit  come  lo,  they 
had  not  abandoned  one  jot  or  tittle  of  iht 
privileges  of  the  House;  but  what  they 
had  done  was  to  abstain,  on  the  recom<- 
mendation  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
from  taking  a  hasty  course  the  moment  a 
petition  had  been  presented.  They  bad 
been  recommended  lo  take  some  short 
time  to  examine  into  precedents  of  the 
course  adopted  on  former  occasions,  in 
order  to  assist  them  in  arriving  at  a  de- 
cision upon  the  course  to  be  taken  in  the 
present  iastance.  He  conceived  that  nei- 
ther their  Lordships'  privileges  nor  the 
cause  of  those  persons  who  had  given  evi- 
dence before  them,  were  compromised,  if, 
upon  conflicting  opinions  being  expressed 
by  the  highest  authorities  upon  such  a 
question,  their  Lordship*  took  twenty-four 
hours  to  consider   the   wisest  course  to 


pursue. 

The  Earl  of  EUenborough  could  not 
but  feel  appreheniion  if,  after  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Committee,  the  House  should 
adopt  the  course  recomraended  by  the  no- 
ble and  learned  Lord  opposite,  that  a  most 
serious  effect  would  bfl  produced  upon 
evidence  given  in  future  before  Commit- 
tees of  tbeir  Lordships'  Houie.  It  waa 
essential  that  evidence  given  before  those 
Committees  should  be  giveu  without  the 
apprehension  of  punishment — it  was  es- 
sential that  it  should  be  given  without 
fear.  If  witnesses — even  although  they 
shoold  ultimately  receive  indemnity— were 
to  give  evidence  under  the  apprehension, 
go  embarrassing  and  distressing  to  nervous 
,  minds,  that  they  might  be  forced  iuto  a 
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coatt  of  justice  aa  a  reiult  of  their  teiii- 
moDjr,  they  would  flinch  from  lelliog  the 
truth,  and  theii  Loidihip*  would  find 
themwUes  unable  Iq  ezerciie  one  of  the 
mott  important  of  their  functions,  that  of 
eittracttng  troth  from  wiineites  before 
Committees. 

■  Lord  Brougham  agreed,  that  nolhiag 
was  more  important  ihan  that  evidence 
should  be  given  without  apprehension ; 
tnit  he  feared  their  Lordships  could  not 
carry  out  the  principle  conlended  for  by 
his  noble  Friend  opposite.  Suppose  in 
this  case  the  petilioner  had  given  false 
evidence  before  the  Committee  agsioit 
Mr,  Harlow,  the  latter  had  only  to  prefer 
his  bill  of  indictment  before  the  grand 
jury,  and,  upon  the  bill  being  found,  the 
witness  would  then  be  put  upon  his  trial 
for  hii  evidence. 

Lord  CoUenham  laid,  that  the  House 
having  rejected  the  Amendment  of  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend,  the  question 
before  them  wss  the  orifcinal  Motion  of 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack.  The  petitioner  had  slated  a 
most  distinct  breach  of  privilege;  and 
that  hsving  been  brought  under  the  alten- 
tion  of  the  House,  they  had  postponed 
the  consideration  of  the  case  to  search  for 
precedents.  What  were  (be  Committee 
10  inquire  into?  Into  the  question  what 
their  privileges  were?  Or  into  the  mode 
of  asieriing  them?  He  apprehended  that 
both  those  points  were  perfectly  clear  and 

filain,  and  could  not  be  elucidated  by  the 
aboun  of  any  (Tommiitee. 

Lord  Campbell  believed,  that  the  House 
would  herearier  regret  that  bii  Amend- 
ment had  been  lost.  They  must  now,  he 
supposed,  adopt  the  Motion  of  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack;  but 
be  hoped  that  ihe  Committee  would  enter 
to-night  upon  the  consideration  of  the 
question,  and  make  their  Report  lo-mor- 
Tuw,  by  which  course  only  twenty-four 
hours  would  be  lost. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  so  far 
as  he  waa  concerned,  no  delay  should 
take  place;  bnt  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  seemed  to  consider  that  the  in- 
quiry of  the  Committee  was  much  more 
limited  than  it  really  was.  They  had  to 
ioqaite  into  ibe  whole  cause  of  proceeding 
from  beginning  lo  end  ;  and  when  their 
Lordships  considered  the  result  of  the 
course  which  had  been  pursued  in  the 
other  House  of  Ptrliamenl,  he  would 
suggest  a  little  cauiioo,  in  order  that  they 


might  weigh  the  consequences  of  every 
step. 

The  Eail  of  Ellenborough  apprehended, 
that  Ihe  duty  of  the  Select  Committee 
wotild  only  be  lo  examine  into  and  report 
(o  the  House  what  had  been  done  on  for- 


The  Duke  of  RtcAmontf  said,  it  had 
been  suggested  by  some  noble  Lord,  whe- 
ther the  words  spoken  by  the  petitioner 
might  not  have  been  in  conversation  with 
the  Cummillee.  and  not  at  strict  evidence 
upon  oath.  He  (the  Duke  of  Richmond) 
was  chsirman  of  that  Committee,  and 
could  inform  ihe  House  that  the  witness 
stood  in  the  nitness  box,  and  answered 
upon  oath  the  questions  put  to  him,  and 
which  he  wss  boond  to  answer.  In  an 
exsminalion  of  the  kind  that  look  place 
efore  the  Committee  upon  Gaming,  it 
was  necessary  to  put  the  most  searching 
questions.  With  ail  the  blaclcvvards  the 
Committee  had  to  deal  with,  it  was  most 
difficult  to  get  any  evidence  at  all,  except 
from  Ihe  police.  The  petitioner  had  given 
bis  evidence  in  a  very  proper  way  ;  and  it 
was  to  be  hoped  the  House  would  protect 
him.  If  the  minutes  of  evidence  had  not 
been  printed,  [he  House  must  have  trusted 
to  the  Committee's  Report.  But  in  these 
cases  the  House  sent  their  evidence  to 
the  other  House,  and  they  choose  to  sell 
it.  No  men  would  give  evidence  if  they 
could  help  it,  when  they  found  they  might 
be  subject  to  iaconveaience  and  pecuniary 
loss  by  so  doing. 

Motion  agreed  lo,  and  Committee  no- 
minated. 

Forgery  of  Names  ih  Railwat 
DsEDs.]  The  Duke  of  Richmond  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  two  petitions 
of  James  Pym ;  and  which  had  been  placed 
upon  the  Table,  making  a  direct  charge 
against  certain  directors  of  a  railway  com- 
paoj,  or  rather  staling,  that  in  their  deed 
of  contract,  there  were  ten  or  fifteen  cases 
of  forgery.  So  serious  an  allegation  should 
not  be  made  without  an  inquiry  being  ia- 
stiluled  ;  snd  he  would  suggest  that  a  Se- 
lect Committee  be  appointed  to  which 
tbeie  petitions  should  be  rererred.  He  was 
aware  that  some  difficulty  might  be  expe- 
rienced in  obtaining  a  full  attendance  of 
Peers,  on  account  of  so  many  being  en- 
gaged upon  Railway  Committees;  but  it 
would  not  be  aatisfsclory  to  the  public  to 
allow  such  allegatioDi  to  pais  unnoticed. 
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The  Mircjueu  or  Clanricarde  wished 
to  koow  if  the  noble  Dulce  propoied  to 
Terer  the  Sill,  to  which  petition!  related, 
to  the  propoMd  Select  Committee. 

The  Doke  of  Richmond :  Oalj  the  pe- 
tition :  but  I  think  the  Bill  ought  not  to 
EM  until  the  Report  of  the  ConiDittee 
■  been  receifed. 

The  MerqucH  of  Clanriearde  objected 
to  the  progiess  of  the  Bill  being  delijred. 

The  Duke  of  Atc&moHd  laid,  he  knew 
DOlhiojr  of  the  CR«e  but  thit— the  peti- 
tioaert  dated  that  they  had  never  signed 
or  authorited  my  one  to  sign  their  names 
for  them,  wberea*  people  had  iwom  that 
they  bad  leea  the  parties  sign. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  appre- 
beoded  that  it  was  a  case  of  perjury, 
puoUhable  in  the  ordinary  wa^  before  a 
court  of  law;  but  he  did  not  see  why  the 
Bill  should  bedelsyed  on  account  of  this 
allegaiion,  because,  supposing  all  these 
names  erased,  there  would  still  remain  a 
snfficiency  of  surplus  to  carry  on  the  work. 

Lord  Brougham :  The  House  might  in 
poBHom  of  such  proceeding  delay  the  Bill. 

After  ft  ihorl  conversation, 

The  Dnke  of  Richmond  said,  he  did  not 
desire  to  delay  the  Bill  long,  but  only 
until  an  inquiry  had  taken  place.  He 
must  inform  the  noble  Marquess  thai  the 
amount  of  100,000/.  had  been  struck  ofT 
the  subicrrplion  for  noncompliance  with 
the  Standing  Orders,  and  then  would  re- 
main the  question,  whether  enough  sur- 
plus still  remained  to  carry  on  the  works. 
It  would  be  absurd  to  pass  the  Bill  through 
all  its  stages  until  that  fact  was  ascer- 
tained. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  said,  he  was  tempt- 
ed to  move  the  adoption  of  an  interme- 
diate course,  sa  an  Amendment  on  the 
Motion  of  his  noble  Friend.  Why  should 
not  the  petitions  be  referred  specially  to 
the  Committee  of  the  Bill,  with  power  to 
inquire  into  the  allegations  contained  in 
those  petilioni ;  and  also  whether,  if  the 
fact  were  proved,  it  ought  to  delay  the 
further  progress  of  the  Bill. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  his  noble 
Friend  could  not  take  that  course;  for  by 
the  Standing  Orders  of  the  House,  the 
Committee  could  not  entertain  the  in- 
quiries proposed,  and  his  noble  Friend 
must,  therefore,  give  a  day's  notice  of 
moving  the  suspension  of  the  Standing 
Oder. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Marquess  of 
Oanrkarde  and  the  £a(l  of  Charleville, 
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Lord  Monteagle  said,  such  a  case  as  an 
allegation  of  the  forgery  of  fifteen  names 
should  not  be  suffered  to  pass  without 
strict  inquiry.  Only  last  night  a  state- 
ment bad  been  made  regarding  a  Member 
of  the  other  House,  who  had  been  ren- 
dered liable  to  the  amount  of  30,000/.  by 
the  insertion  of  his  name  in  an  Act  of 
Parliament  without  his  authority.  No 
inconvenience  could  result  from  postpon- 
ing the  measure  ;  and  although  he  should 
regret  Ibis  particular  Bill  being  lost,  he 
would  rather  that  should  happen  than 
these  allegations  pass  without  inquiry. 

Committee  nominated. 

DocuuentabtEvidencxBill,]  Lord 
Brougham  moved,  that  the  House  do  re- 
solve itielf  into  a  Committee  on  the  Docu- 
mentary Evidence  Bill.  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  explained  the  sUte  of  the 
existing  law  respecting  documentary  evi- 
dence, and  the  defects  which  the  Bill  was 
intended  to  remedy.  Railway  Bills  had 
introduced  sundry  anomalies  in  this  branch 
of  the  law;  and  whilst  providing  for  the 
admission  of  documentary  evidence,  omit- 
ted to  attach  penalties  in  cases  of  fraud. 
The  Great  Western  Railway  Company  had 
obtained  the  insertion  of  a  clause  stating 
that— 

"Wberesi,  ibe  books  of  the  Company  were 
by  law  evidence  against  them,  it  was  very  ex- 
pedient that  ihey  ihnuld  be  alio  evidence  for 

It  therefore  enacted,  that,  with  respect  to 
all  questiooB  of  rate,  the  entries  in  the 
books  of  the  Compiiny  should  be  evidence 
for  the  Company  of  all  matters  contained 
in  them.  The  Bill  corrected  all  these 
anomalies,  and  mado  it  forgery  to  coun- 
terfeit certificates  of  documents.  There 
was  likewise  a  clause  to  enable  the  Journals 
of  either  House  of  Parliament  to  be  given 
in  evidence.  The  noble  Lord  concluded 
by  moving  that  the  Bill  be  commit- 
ted, in  order  that  when  the  Report  should 
be  brought  up,  he  might  propse  his 
Amendments,  and  have  the  Bill  reprinted, 
anil  afterwards  recommitted. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  highly  approved 
of  the  suggestion  of  his  noble  end  learned 
Friend  with  respect  to  constituting  the 
printed  Journals  of  their  Lordships  House 
legal  evidence  in  a  court  of  justice,  and 
agreed  entirely  in  the  proposal  to  intro- 
duce a  clause  to  that  effect  into  the  Bill. 

Lord  Campbell  highly  approved  o(  the 
Bill,  It  would  simplify  the  proceedings 
■ave  expense,  and  pieveat  aooioalie) 
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Houie  in  Commitlee.  Bill  rtporitd 
without  Amendment.  Amendments  made. 

Free  Church  ot  Scotland.]  The 
Marqueu  of  Breadalbaae  presented  pe- 
titions from  the  General  Atsembly  of  tlie 
Free  Church  of  Scotland,  the  Inhsbi- 
tanti  of  Wick,  and  of  ibe  Free  Church 
congregation  at  Peebles,  complaining  of 
the  conduct  of  certain  landowners  in 
Scotland,  who  peremptorily  refuse  lo  grant 
sites  for  the  erection  of  churches  for  the 
use  of  congregations  of  the  Fiee  Church 
of  Scotland  ;  also  a  petition  from  the  Pres- 
bytery of  NewcBslle-upon-Tjne,  in  con* 
nexion  with  the  Presbyterian  Church  in 
England,  praying  that  "the  law  of  pro- 
perty may  be  so  far  modided  as  to  admit 
of  the  purchase  of  sites  for  churches  and 
chapels  for  the  use  of  members  of  the  Free 
Church."  The  noble  Marquess  slated, 
that  great  dissatisfaction  had  been  caused 
by  the  refusal  of  landed  proprietors  to 
grant  sites  among  the  community  of  the 
Free  Church.  That  community  embraced 
800  congregation  9,  with  620  tninisters. 
The  amount  subscribed  for  the  use  of  the 
Free  Church  since  the  disruption,  was 
776,000i.,  of  which  320,000/.  had  been 
applied  in  the  erection  of  churches.  He 
hoped  that  the  prayer  of  the  petitioners, 
which  was  confined  loohtaiDing  the  ac' 
commodation  indispensable  for  the  free 
exercise  of  their  worship,  would  be  acceded 
to;  and  that  their  Lordships' would  pro- 
nounce by  an  authoritative  declaration  that 
men  who  were  good  cilizeas  and  obedient 
to  the  laws,  alihough  dissenting  from  the 
Established  Church,  should  not  be  pre- 
cluded from  that  free  exercise  of  their 
religion  which  wai  guaranteed  to  the  pro- 
fessors of  all  forms  of  Cbristianity  by  the 
great  principle  of  toleration  inseparable 
from  tbeBriiish  Constitution,  If  large  pro- 
prietors were  to  exercise  their  rights  of  pro- 
perty in  direct  contradiction  to  that  prin- 
ciple, we  might  say  that  we  had  a  theory 
of  religious  liberty,  but  that  our  practice 
would  be  totally  at  variance  with  it. 

The  Earl  of  Cawdor  denied,  that  io  the 
conduct  which  he  had  obserred  with  re> 
Eard  to  the  adherents  of  the  Free  Church, 
he  had  been  actuated  by  the  harsh  and 
oppressive  motives  attributed  to  him  by  the 
Rev.  Mr.  Begg  and  others,  or  that  he  had 
wi!>hed  to  exercise  an  extreme  right  in 
order  to  obstruct  the  enjoyment  of  re- 
ligions liberty,  lie  had,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, objected  to  ibe  erection  by  them 
of  a  pemiiuient  plsce  «f  wonhip,  becttuae 


he  bad  some  reason  then  for  believing  that 
the  delusion  would  be  but  temporary,  and 
that  the  people  would  return  to  the  Estab- 
lishment; but  he  had  ^iven  consent  for 
the  erection  of  a  temporary  building,  on 
the  condition  that  it  abould  be  removable 
at  six  months'  notice,  which  he  thought 
a  perfectly  reasonable  nne.  He  «■•  only 
ous  to  promote  the  permanent  in- 
t  of  the  country.  The  question  be- 
tween his  tenantry  and  him,  was  not  one 
of  principle  but  of  time,  and  he  trusted 
that  in  the  end  ail  differences  would  be 
licably  adjusted. 

The  Duke  of  BaccUuch  said,  he  shouM 
it  have  troubled  their  Lordships  with  nay 
observations,  had  it  not  been  that  his 
e  was  mentioned  in  the  petition  as 
of  those  who  objected  to  and  took 
ns  to  prevent  the  building  of  a  Frae 
Church;  and  he  also  wished  lo  take 
notice  of  the  extraordinary  zeal  acd  dili- 
gence with  which  some  people  laboured 
to  put  forward  the  seceding  party,  aa  if 
they  were  the  great  body  of  the  Church 
of  Scotland.  For  his  own  part,  be 
thought,  instead  of  any  complaints 
being  made  against  him,  that  he,  oa 
the  contrary,  had  greaF  right  to  com- 
plain of  the  treatment  that  he  had  re- 
ceived, and  of  the  conduct  of  many  per- 
sons connected  with  the  seceding  body, 
in  the  part  of  the  country  with  which  be 
was  more  immediately  conoected.  In 
those  districta,  every  species  of  sgilaiioo 
was  resorted  to,  end  no  pains  spsred  to 
excite  the  worst  passions  of  the  people. 
The  agitators  talked  of  toleration — it 
nould  be  well  if  they  only  practised  m 
little  of  that  toleration  ibemielvos  whicit 
ihey  BO luudly  demanded  from  others.  T^ej 
had  described  hira  as  a  godless  tyrant, 
who  would  trample  down  their  rights; 
and  this  description  ot  him  had  been  given 
to  one  of  the  congregations  during  that 
most  solemn  period  of  divine  service,  the 
administratioQ  of  the  sacrament,  and  that 
language  was  applied  to  him  by  the  per- 
son officiating'.  Though  the  worst  feeling 
was  thus  exhibited  agamst  him,  tie  hoped 
that  be  had  preserved  his  own  mind  free 
from  the  influence  of  any  angry  senti- 
ments. As  he  had  so  far  occupied  their 
Lordships'  attention,  he  should  just  add, 
that  having  heard  it  was  intended  lo  per- 
form divine  service  and  administer  the 
sacrament  in  one  of  the  parishes  with 
which  he  was  connected,  literally  on  the 
roadside,  he  wrote  in  order  to  have  ar- 
nngementa  made  for  pieventhig  Uiis  ;  k 


{Jblt  10} 


of  Scotland  Bill. 


310 


did,  however,  take  place  wUhin  a  field  at 
DO  coDiiderable  distance.  But  it  was  not 
alone  the  coogiegatioa  of  one  pariab  which 
met  there ;  it  wai  a  vast  coocourse  of 
people  auenibled  ffoni  all  the  adjacent 
parishcR.  Wbathe  said  al  that  time  was,  that 
he  saw  no  reaaoo  why  the  parties,  whose 
caie  was  now  under  consideTalion,  could 
not  do  as  o  her  Dissenters  did— why,  for 
example,  Ih  y  might  not  go  to  the  next 
town.  Then  he  had  been  accused  of  dia- 
missing  servants  of  his  for  joining  the 
Free  Church.  So  far  from  that  being  the 
fact,  be  had  not  interfered  with  overseers 
of  his  who  had  exercised  their  influence 
wilh  the  labourers  in  his  employment  to 
■ndoce  them  to  join  the  Free  Church, 
He  had  not  been  actuated  by  any  illwill 
towards  the  Free  Church  of  Scotland; 
and  he  might  state  that  he  had  in  his 
employment  persons  who  had  become 
members  of  that  Church,  and  in  whora 
he  placed  the  most  entire  coaGdence,  A 
great  number  of  his  tenants  in  different 
pails  of  the  country  had  also  become 
members  of  the  Free  Church,  but  with 
them  be  had  had  no  difference.  He 
believed  that  not  one  quarter  of  the  dis- 
content to  which  the  noble  Marquess  had 
referred  would  have  been  maaitested  but 
for  the  itinerant  agitators  who  had  gone 
about  the  country,  and  who,  instead  of 
inculcating  charitable  feelings,  had  excited 
feelings  of  hostility  against  the  Established 
Church  and  the  landed  proprietors.  They 
bad,  in  eSecl,  used  the  language  of  a  rev. 
gentlemaa  who  had  taken  a  prominent 
part  in  that  movement,  that "  the  Estab- 
lishment was  a  great  moral 
which  ought  to  be  swept  from  the  face  oF 
the  earth." 

Lord  Campbell  said,  he  did  not  wish  to 
throw  any  blame  apon  the  noble  Duki 
(Boccleuch),  oi  the  noble  Earl  (Cawdor) 
but  he  was  anxious  to  state  generally  his 
sealimenls  upon  a  subject  so  interesting 
to  hii  native  country.  He  considered  the 
noble  Earl  (Cawdor)  was  fully  justified 
doing  everything  in  his  power  to  prevent 
the  disruption  of  ihe  Church  of  Scotland  i 
for  in  his  (Lord  Campbell's)  opinion  the 
disruption  of  that  Church  would  be  a  tre. 
raendous  national  calamity.  He  thought 
that  the  Church  of  Scotland,  for  which  he 
entertained  the  highest  respect  and  reve- 
rence, had,  for  many  generations  con. 
ferred  the  greatest  benefits  upon  that 
country.  But  he  roust  say,  that  any  great 
proprielor  in   a  county    or   parish. 


had  left  the  Established  Church,  by  re- 
fusinglhem  the  means  oF  erecting  places 
of  worship,  abused  the  rights  of  property, 
and  placed  those  rights  in  great  jeopardy. 
Though  he  did  not  agree  in  the  principles 
upon  which  the  recent  secession  had  taken 
place,  it  was  impossible  not  to  admire  and 
respect  the  motives  by  which  the  seceding 
ambers  of  the  Church  had  been  actuated 
they  had  acted  in  a  most  noble  and 
disinterested  manner,  and  had  sacrificed 
all  prospects  of  worldly  advantage  for  con- 
science'sake.  It  could  not  be  said  that 
the  Free  Church  did  not  inculcate  sound 
doctrine  and  pure  morality;  but  he  re- 
gretted, with  the  noble  Earl  opposite  the 
tolerance  manifested  by  some  of  its 
members.  He  thought,  that  while  not  a 
few  of  them  would  resist  persecution 
themselves,  they  woald  not  be  slow  to 
persecute  others  ;  but  he  considered  that 
the  condnct  of  great  landed  proprie- 
tors, who,  after  the  disruption  had  taken 
place,  endeavoured  to  embarrass  and 
harass  the  members  of  the  Free  Church, 
by  preventing  them  from  purchasing 
sites  in  localiiies  where  a  place  of  wor- 
ship was  needed,  was  greatly  to  be  de- 
precated. He  believed  there  was  no 
proprietor  in  Ireland,  who,  however  strong 
his  Protestantism  might  be,  and  however 
might  disapprove  of  the  Popish  re- 
ligion, would  not  allow  a  site  for  the  erec- 
tion of  a  Roman  Catholic  Chapel.  The 
;  now  stood,  was  certainly  in 
favour  of  those  who  refused  such  grants 
The  petition  presented  by  his  noble 
Friend  prayed  that  the  law  might  be 
altered,  and  he  considered  that  if  these 
refusals  were  persisted  in,  some  alteration 
would  be  necessary,  in  the  case  of  the 
railroads  their  Lordships  had  interfered 
with  the  rights  of  private  property  in  a 
manner  which  called  forth  the  nightly  vitu- 
peration oF  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Brougham),  who  had  left  the  House, 
Having  dona  this,  be  did  not  see  why, 
if  it  became  indispensably  necessary,  it 
would  be  any  violation  of  the  just  rights 
of  property,  if,  under  certain  restrictions, 
they  should  provide,  that  on  reasonable 
compensation  being  given  to  a  proprielor, 
sites  should  be  granted  for  the  erection  of 
places  of  worship  in  connexion  with  tha 
Free  Church.  This  might  be  done  by 
appeal  to  the  Court  of  Session,  or  some 
other  tribunal.  He  hoped,  howerer,  that 
such  a  step  would  not  be  necessary,  and 
that  if  a  recouciliat*       '  '       " 


would  endearour  to  persecute  those  who  tablished  Church  and  the  Free  Church 
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wai  bopetetB,  both  parlies  would  lemeni' 
ber  (hat  they  were  UbrJBtiani. 

The  Maiquesa  of  Breadalbane  replied, 
He  thought  the  charge  of  intolerance  im- 
puted to  the  Free  Church  somewhat  mis- 
applied. He  believed  they  were  ready 
10  act  ou  the  principle  of  giving  tolerati 
to  all  religious  perEuasloos  —  amongst 
others,  to  the  Roman  Catholic.  This 
the  description  given  of  one  of  these 
meelinga  by  the  clergyman  who  offici- 
ated :— 

"  I  (00,  Sir,  have  been  at  Canobie  ;  and 
never  shall  I  forget  the  icenc  ihat  was  there 
presented  to  my  sight.  I  weoi  to  Canobie 
amid  snow  and  storm,  and  bad  formed  the 
resolution  within  myself  not  to  speak  to  them 
of  the  privations  and  sufferings  Ihey  were  un- 
dergoing. I  was  glad.  Sir,  that  I  had  formed 
this  resolution,  for  I  could  not  have  trusted 
myself  to  speak  to  them  of  the  wrongs  they 
were  called  to  endure.'  When  I  went  from 
Langholm  on  Sabbath  moroiutt  to  the  place 
where  I  was  to  preach,  the  roads  were  covered 
with  the  melting  sdow,  the  wind  was  biting 
cold,  the  Esk  was  roaring  in  full  Sood,  and  a 
more  bleak  and  wintry  prospect  it  is  impos- 
sible to  conceive.  On  turning  a  point  in  the 
road,  I  suddenly  came  upon  500  people  col- 
lected together  to  hear  the  Gospel ;  and  so 
sudden,  impressive,  and  desolate  was  Ibe 
whole  scene,  that  when  it  broke  upon  our 
view,  the  mail  who  drove  me  to  the  spot 
looked  in  my  face,  and  burst  into  tears.  I 
never  saw  such  a  scene  before ;  God  grant 
that  I  may  never  see  such  a  scene  again  I  Had 
the  Duke  of  Bucclcuch  been  there,  he  could 
not  have  withheld  bis  tears  at  the  sight.  The 
hardest  heart  must  have  melted  to  see  so 
many,  young  and  old,  assembled  on  that  open 
road  for  the  worship  of  the  God  of  their  Wi- 
thers. A  lent  was  erected  for  me  under  the 
leadess  branches  of  a  tree,  which,  in  truth,  af- 
forded little  protection  lo  me  or  to  them  :  but. 
Sir,  I  found  I  could  not  preach  in  that  tent. 
It  may  seem  to  some  an  unaccountable  kind 
of  feeling  in  roe;  but  you  can  understand  it. 
I  felt  as  if  I  could  not  preach  io  that  tent 
while  those  poor  people  stood  shivering  round 
me.  I  have  been  much  struck  to  find  that, 
in  very  similar  circumstances,  when  preaching 
on  a  bleak  moor,  Richard  Cameron,  in  his 
wanderings,  was  accommodated  with  a  tent; 
but  he  felt  that,  while  the  people  stood  un- 

firiiteded  around  him,  he  could  not  preach  in 
t.  It  was  widi  the  same  feeling  that,  upon 
this  occasion,  I  could  not  preach  to  (hose 
people  from  the  tent.  I  left  it  and  look  op 
my  place  upon  the  ground.  Before  I  was 
half  through  with  the  sermon,  lashing  torrents 
of  rain  came  down  upon  me,  and  soon  I  was 
almost  as  wet  a*  iff  had  been  dragged  through 
ihe  river  that  rolled  by  us  in  winter  floods. 
On  the  conclusion  of  the  service— while  (he 
lain  fell  heavy— I  said  lo  some  genitemen 
who  weie  pieKHI,  that  it  would  be  cruelty  to 


ask  these  people  to  come  hack  again  j  but 
with  one  voice,  they  protested  against  my  re- 
solution, and  said,  with  an  earnestneas  which 
bespoke  (he  earnestness  oF  their  hearts,  that 
if  1  would  remain  to  preach,  they  would  come 
back,  and  remain  to  hear  me  if  it  were  till 
midnight." 

Were  not  such  things  enough  to  excite 
the  feelings  of  the  people  ?  At  toleration 
was,  in  theory,  a  part  of  the  Coostituiioo, 
it  ought  lo  be  obserred  in  every  part  of 
Ihe  country. 

Petitions  read,  aod  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table. 

New  Zealand.]  The  Earl  of  Chi- 
chester presented  a  petition  from  the 
Church  Miasioaary  Society  of  Africa  aod 
Ihe  East,  respecting  the  righis  of  the  na- 
tives lo  the  full  enjoyment  of  their  lands, 
and  praying  that  the  same  may  be  effec- 
tually secured  to  them.  It  slated,  that 
there  were  35,000  attendanla  at  religions 
worship,  15,000  acholars,  and  300  native 
teachers.  The  petilionera  slated,  that 
from  the  period  of  the  cession  of  the  laod 
by  the  native  princes,  tbej  did  everything 
lo  promote  harmony  between  the  abori- 
gines and  the  colonists:  that  they  were 
deeply  impiessed  with  the  necessity  of 
having  the  land  question  speedily  and 
Unally  settled.  That  the  Queen,  by  the 
Treaty  of  Waitangi,  guaranteed  full  and 
undisputed  possession  of  their  lands  to 
the  natives,  and  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  petitioners,  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  affect- 
ing; the  rights  of  the  native  princes,  vaa 
contrary  to  the  principles  of  justice,  and 
Id  the  express  declaration  of  the  Treat; 
of  Waitangi.  Their  Lordships  could  an- 
deratand  the  alarm  felt  by  the  Society, 
whose  petition  he  bad  read,  as  well  u 
the  alarm  of  all  those  who  took  an  inter- 
In  their  happiness  and  welfare.  The 
missionaries  of  the  Society  were  alarmed 
at  a  course  of  policy  being  suggested,  the 
pursuance  of  which  would  set  aside  the 
Treaty  of  Waitangi,  which  provided,  that 


natives  should  not  have  lands  taken 


from  them  by  virtue  of  the  sovereignly 
over  the  island,  ceded  by  them  to  the 
British  Crown.  Nnthing,  he  thought, 
could  be  more  clear,  than  the  actual 
meaoing  of  the  Treaty;  and  he  believed 
that  the  New  Zcalanders  were  sufficiently 
lightened  and  educated, perfectly  toon- 
derstand  the  interpretation  which  com- 
mon sense  would  put  upon  it.  To  act  in 
any  way  in  contraTention  to  the  Treat;, 
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would  be  to  puraae  a  course  at  once 
Traa^ht  with  disaster  to  the  Datives  and 
to  the  settlers  in  New  Zealand.  He  wished 
10  lake  the  opportuuity  of  making  a  stale- 
meot  to  the  House  upon  the  part  of  the 
Church  Missionary  Society,  because, 
among  other  chargei  made  by  the  friendi 
or  the  Company,  waa  one  which  accused 
the  iniMionartes  in  New  Zealand  of  having 
actefl  in  an  improper  manner  ;  of  having 
in  fact,  impeded  the  progress  of  the  Colo- 
ny, and  of  having  obtained — not  by  the 
most  reputable  means — a  very  largequan. 
tilyofland.  Now,  the  land  in  questior 
was  held  under  certain  regulations  made 
by  the  MiSsionaiy  Society,  which  allowed 
a  certain  sum  of  money  to  the  mission- 
aries for  every  child  above  fifteen  years  of 
age;  that  money  had  been  invested  in 
the  purchase  of  land,  obtaiDed,  not  for 
the  private  advantages  of  the  missionaries, 
but  for  (he  public  good.  The  regulations 
bad  been  strictly  acted  upon  in  these 
purchases,  and  he  possessed  authentic 
ioformalioD  of  the  exact  quantity  of  land 
•o  obtained.  The  Society  had  also  pur- 
chased a  certain  portion  of  the  land  for 
the  purposeaof  the  mission,  but  the  whole 
of  this  property  had  been  placed  at  the 
disposal  of  the  Crown.  No  missionary 
held  more  land  than  he  naa  strictly  en- 
titled to  hold  under  the  regulations  of  the 
Society,aodtherewas  no  instance  of  a  mis- 
aionary's  claim  having  been  disallowed  by 
the  Government  Commissioner.  In  thenases 
ID  which  a  reduction  had  been  made  in  the 
quantity  of  land  possessed  by  missionaries, 
the  reduction  had  been  effected  with  the 
perfect  consent  of  the  holders.  He  would 
remind  the  House  of  the  favourable  testi- 
mony borne  to  the  conduct  of  the  mis- 
sionaries of  the  Church  Society,  by  all  who 
had  had  an  opportunity  of  witnessing  it. 
New  Zealand  had  been  visited  by  many 
travellers — some  of  them  in  an  official 
capacity;  it  had  been  recently  visited  by 
two  bishops,  and  the  conduct  of  the  mis- 
sionaries had  also  been  watched  by  wit- 
nesses not  likely  to  be  partial  to  them — 
he  meant  the  emissaries  of  a  neighbouring, 
not  a  rival  institution — the  Wesleyan  mis- 
sion— the  missionaries  of  the  Church  So- 
ciety had  been  watched,  and  their  con- 
duct had  been  commented  upon  by  all 
■base  witnesses  to  il,  and  he  had  never 
heard  it  asserted  that  they  had  been  led 
away  from  their  ministerial  duties  by  any 
occupation  connected  with  the  posseasion 
of  land.    On  the  contrary,  every  report 
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which  he  bed  aeen  on  the  state  of  New 
Zealand  was  most  creditable  to  the  mis. 
sionaries,  and  proved  them  to  be  most 
worthy  and  disinterested  men.  One  of 
the  great  objects  he  had  in  making 
these  remarks  was,  if  possible,  to  draw 
from  GovernmeoE  some  assurance  that  the 
alarm  fell  by  the  petitioners,  from  the 
cause  to  which  he  had  alluded,  waa 
unfounded.  He  believed  that  the  main- 
tenance of  that  interpretation  hilbetto  put 
upon  the  Treaty  of  Wailangi  was  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  our  own  reputation 
for  good  faith,  and  to  the  cause  of  the 
civilization  and  progress  of  New  Zealand. 
So  long  as  the  missionaries  had  been  un- 
molested by  voluntary  settlers,  nothing 
could  have  beeo  more  satisfactory  than 
the  way  in  which  the  natives  had  con< 
ducted  themselves,  and  nothing  more  rapid 
than  the  progress  they  had  made  in 
Christian  knowledge.  He  hoped  that  (he 
Government  would  feel  the  great  import* 
ance  of  promoting  that  object,  and  would 
recollect  that  it  could  only  be  attained  by 
maintaining  the  strictest  good  faith  to- 
wards the  natives  themselves—- by  showing 
that  we  were  alive  to  their  bet  interests, 
and  that  we  had  taken  New  Zealand  un- 
der our  protection,  as  much  with  a  view 
to  their  benefit  as  our  own. 

hwA  Stanley :  Your  Lordships  will  feel 
that  it  would  be  very  inconvenient  were  I 
at  all  (o  enter  at  this  time  upon  the  ge- 
nera] question  connected  with  New  Zea- 
land. I  have  no  intention  of  troubling 
you  with  a  single  word  upon  that  subject; 
but  the  noble  Ear)  has  indicated  a  desire 
to  hear  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment as  to  that  Treaty  by  which  ihe 
sovereignty  of  New  Zealand  was  ceded  to 
the  British  Crown,  I  have  no  hesitation 
in  giving  the  noble  Earl  the  assurance 
which  he  seems  to  desire.  At  the  same 
lime,  however,  I  should  ha«e  thought- 
whatever  may  have  been  the  auspicions— 
whatever  may  have  been  the  blame  cast 
upon  the  Government  in  the  matter — that 
the  course  which  they  have  pursued  would 
have  prevented  its  being  imagined  for  a 
moment  (hat  they  entertained  an  idea  of 
avoiding,  or  in  any  way  violating  a  Treaty 
by  which  they  consider  themselves  to  be 
bound.  Almost  the  whole  of  the  difficulty 
with  which  the  Covcrnment  has  had  to 
contend  in  New  Zealand,  has  arisen  out  of 
the  apparently  conflicting  engagementa 
entered  into  towards  the  New  Zealand 
Company  on  the  one  hand,  and,  under 
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the  Treaty  t>t  Wsilangi,  townrds  (he  na- 
tiTes  on  the  other.  Had  we  fett  ourialtes 
at  liberty  to  depart  from  the  strictest  ful- 
filment of  the  term*  of  that  Treaty,  we 
should  have  met  but  little  difficulty;  and 
in  pcoor  or  the  Tact,  our  eitibarraMinenta 
hate  arisen  maitily  Tram  our  feeling  thai, 
hoveter  desirable  and  impoitanl  it  is  to 
promote  the  colonization  of  New  Zealand, 
yet  that  object  would  be  very  dearly  pur- 
chased were  it  to  be  obtained  by  the 
slifthtest  reflection  on  the  good  fnith  of 
this  country,  or  by  any  tiabiliiy  to  the  im- 
puiation  that  we  wished  to  shrink  from  an 
engagement  we  entered  imo  with  the  na- 
tives— an  engagement  which  1  think  the 
natives  perfectly  understand,  the  full  im- 
portance of  nliich  [  think  they  are  as 
deeply  impressed  with  as  we  can  be— and 
an  engagement  which  we  have  always 
fell  that  the  Oovernnient  of  this  country 
were  bound  to  adhere  to  in  its  fullest 
integrity.  I  assure  your  Lordships  that 
we  have  strictly,  in  every  ib  struct  ion 
we  have  issued  (and  the  Papers  upon 
the  Table  prove  the  fact),  insisted  on 
the  strict  fulfilment  of  the  spirit  and  the 
letter  of  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi.  Our 
instructions  upon  that  point  have  been  uni- 
form. They  were  given  lo  Captain  Fitz- 
roy,  and  whatever  instrnciions  may  have 
been  gincedespaiahed  to  his  successor,  they 
have  in  this  respect  remained  unaltered. 
We  have  told  him — our  declaratii  ns  to 
ihe  effect  have  been  reiterated — that  while 
he  should  seek  in  every  possible  mode  to 
promote  the  amicable  settlement  of  the 
affairs  of  the  New  Zealand  Company,  thi 
lie  should  always  consider  it  to  be  the 
paramount  duty  devolved  upon  him,  spe- 
cially, and  scrupulously,  and  religiously  to 
fulfil  our  solemn  engagements  with  thf 
natives  of  New  Zealand. 

Lord  Monteagle  thought  that  it  would 
be  very  satiifaciory  were  the  nohle  Lord 
to  stale  more  definitely  what  was  the  pre. 
ciae  construction  put  by  the  Government 
upon  the  Treaty  in  question.  He  would' 
wish  to  know  whether  he  carried  the  prin. 
ciple  so  far  as  to  assume  that  there  was  t( 
remain  to  a  semi- barbarous  population  luch 
a  right  over  the  whole  of  the  immense  terri- 
tory of  New  Zealand  as  would  preclude  ihe 
possibility  of  OUT  exerciiing  a  right  of  go- 
vernment, except  by  the  permission  of  the 
natives  themselves.  With  respect  to  the 
general  subject,  he  was  far  from  adopting 
all  Ihe  views  of  the  New  Zealand  Com- 
roiitec.  He  knew  Ihe  difDculiies  which  the 
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Colonial  Office  had  to  contend  with  is 
the  oases  of  Colonies  founded  by  ttn- 
lUthorized  settlers.  Most  of  the  difficul- 
ties of  New  Zealand  had  ariaen  from  thai 
cause,  and  from  the  character  of  maay 
of  the  original  settlers  in  New  Zealand, 
eomprehending,  as  they  did.  some  tit 
the  worst  portion  of  the  population  of 
Australia  and  of  this  country.  He  re- 
peated that  he  did  not  by  any  means  fally 
adopt  the  Report  of  the  New  Zealand 
Committee  ;  but  still  the  opinion  of  thai 
body  was  entitled  to  very  considerable 
weight,  when  it  was  recollected  that  it  bad 
been  appointed  with  the  approval  and 
concurrence  of  the  Colonial  Oflflee.  He 
did  not  want  lo  go  beyond  the  fact  that 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  had  b«en 
generally  adverse  to  Ihe  system  pursued 
by  the  Colonial  Office  in  the  administra- 
tion of  New  Zealand ;  and  the  membara 
of  the  Committee  so  far  had  been  amply 
supported  by  events  which  had  occurred 
in  the  Colony  itself.  But  he  entirely  pro- 
tested against  the  doctrine  that  the  finding 
fault,  even  by  inference,  with  the  roBO- 
agement  of  New  Zealand,  was  to  suggest 
that  there  had  been  any  bad  faith  or  doubla 
dealing  on  the  part  of  the  Colonial  Office. 
Any  such  charge  was  as  much  unsupport- 
ed by  proof  as  it  was  contradicted  by  tbe 
character  of  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head 
of  Ihat  branch  '.f  the  public  service.  Still, 
however,  a  more  melancholy  instance  of 
mismanagemeut  than  that  displayed  in 
the  local  government  of  New  Zealand, 
never  was  eKhihited  in  tbs  colonial  •A. 
mintslralion  ofaay  country  i  and  he  wat 
convinced  that  until  there  should  be  a 
clear  and  distinct  espositloo,  upon  tha 
part  of  Qovernment,  of  the  esaat  con- 
struction which  it  would  be  prepared  lo 
put  upon  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi,  that 
the  Slate  of  confusion  Which  now  ezistvd 
in  New  Zealand  would  continue.  He 
wished  to  guard  himself  from  being  sup- 
posed to  acquiesce  in  all  the  slatemcnta  of 
tbe  petitioners  J  but  he  did  believe  that 
had  the  missionaries  been  left  unmolested 
t>y  the  vicious  population  which  had 
settled  around  them,  the  results  of  their 
labours  would  have  been  such  as  had  been 
aniicipated  by  his  noble  Friend  who  bad 
presented  their  petition.  But  from  the  evil 
influence  eiened  upon  New  Zealand  by 
its  first  settlers,  a  train  of  calamities  arose. 
Insults  had  been  offered  lo  the  British 
name,  crimes  had  been  cummitted,  wars 
waged    to    an   eitaot    uuequalled    in  titc 
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history  of  oar  colonial  addimistration.  He  '■ 
repeated  (hat  the  ColoDial  Office  was  oot 
to  be  blamed  Tor  (bis.  He  had  been  for  a 
abort  time  ia  that  Office  himseir;  and  he 
cx)uld  not  forget  not  only  the  difficitlciea 
but  (he  perrect  impossibility  which,  as  it 
seemed  to  him,  existed  in  many  of  the 
tlutiesof  (bat  Office,  as  at  present  consti- 
tuted, being  satisfactorily  performed.  In 
1834  a  change  had  taken  place  in  ihe 
Colonial  Office,  which  it  would  havQ  been 
well  to  have  adhered  to.  Our  Colonies 
had  increased  in  numbers  and  in  import- 
ance, (o  such  an  extent,  that  his  noble 
Friend,  with  all  his  energy  and  ability — or, 
indeed,  that  two  equal  to  bis  noble  Friend, 
would  be  incapable  of  carrjinf:  on  the 
manifold  duties  of  the  Colonial  Secretary 
in  such  a  maoiier  as  to  be  generally  satis- 
factory and  generally  successful,  and  as 
it  had  been  comparatively  easy  to  manage 
them  flliy  yeirs  ago.  He  exprestied  his 
tegret  that  the  improvements  introduced 
into  Iha  ronsiituiion  of  the  Colonial 
Office,  in  1834,  had  not  been  adhered  to. 

The  Earl  of  Cliiclieiter  never  consid- 
ered that  tlie  Governoieni  could  be  fairly 
charged  with  an?  breHch  of  faith  in  their 
administration  of  the  affairs  of  New  Zea- 
land. The  Church  Missionary  Society, 
however,  bad  reasonable  grounds  for  the 
fears  eiprssaed  in  their  petition.  He  was 
■adifled  with  the  distinct  intimation  of 
hi>  noble  Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Colo- 
nial  Department,  and  ha  was  sure  that 
that  lnttms(ion  would  be  equally  8B(isfac- 
tory  to  the  pelitinners. 

Lord  Stanley  .■  1  beg  to  lay  one  word. 
I  should  have  wished  that  my  noble  Friend 
had  either  abstained  from  touching  on  the 
topics  (o  which  he  has  alluded,  or  (hat  he 
had  brought  forward  the  subject  in  a  more 
distinct  form,  and  at  a  period  of  ibe 
erening,  and  in  a  slate  of  the  House,  when 
I  could  have  entered  into  a  full  explana- 
tion of  the  dilferent  points  alluded  (o. 
Under  present  circumitnncci,  then,  I  will 
abstain  from  doing  anyiliing  but  answer- 
ing the  demand  made  upon  me  by  my 
noble  Friend  as  to  (he  cnnstructioD  which 
Covernmeni  is  prepared  to  placa  upon 
the  Treaty  of  Wnnajigi,  The  whole  ques- 
tion of  (bat  Treaty  1  will  not  argue  now. 
If  my  noble  Friend  will  give  me  na  op- 
por(unity  of  arguing  it,  I  will  undertake 
to  prove  to  demon  si  rati  on,  tlinl  not  only  by 
the  present,  bnt  by  all  former  Oovetn- 
ments— that  not  only  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  preceded  me,  but  by  the  noble  Mar- 


quess who  preceded  him — that  not  only 
by  (he  present  but  by  former  Parliaments, 
has  the  same  constructioD  been  placed  < 
upon  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi — (bat  con- 
stniclion  which  never  was  disputed  by  any 
authority,  by  any  patty,  until  the  year 
1843.  1  am  prepared  also  to  show,  and 
whenever  I  am  called  on  I  shall  show,io  this 
House,  that  whatever  may  be  the  appa- 
rent discrepency  between  the  conditions 
of  arrangement  entered  into  by  Lord  John 
Russell  nlili  the  New  Zealand  Company, 
and  those  concluded  under  the  Treaty  of 
Waiiangi,  Ihal  discrepancy  is  not  teal, 
but  apparent,  and  that  it  arose  from 
Lord  John  Russell  acting  on  the  misre- 
presenlation  of  facts  made  to  him  by  the 
New  Zealand  Company.  He  conceded  to 
that  Company,  on  the  part  of  the  Crown, 
a  certain  number  of  acres,  providing  that 
that  number  of  acres  should  be  taken 
within  a  certain  disliict — the  foundation 
of  the  whole  arrangement  beine  the  as- 
sertion and  declaration  of  Ihe  New  Zea- 
land Company,  thai  they  had  purchased 
the  whole  of  that  district,  comprising  a 
space  of  about  twenty  millions  of  acres, 
from  the  natives  themselves.  In  (bat  way, 
and  in  that  way  alone,  can  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  noble  Lord  be  consistent.  In 
(hat  Way  they  are  consistent,  and  in  (hat 
way  the  declaration  and  agreement  made 
by  Lord  John  Russell.  conHrming,  instead 
of  contradicting,  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi 
—  namely,  that  on  the  part  of  the  Crown, 
be  confirmed  the  claim  of  the  Company 
to  a  certain  tract  of  land,  on  the  assump- 
tion that  they  had  bought  it  front  the  na- 
tives. In  (hat  way  I  contend  the  arrange- 
ments of  the  noble  Lord  are  perrectly  con- 
sistent. His  assumption,  proved  by  his 
agreement,  leads  to  the  inference,  that, 
in  his  opinion,  the  natives  had  a  rinht  (d 
sell  to  the  Company  that  tract  of  land 
which  they  did  not  inhabit;  and  f  ran 
show  hy  repealed  Acts  of  Parliament  that 
that  right  to  sell  on  the  part  of  the  na- 
tivcE,  not  the  land  which  they  occupied 
and  enjoyed,  but  the  waste  land  which 
they  did  not  occupy  or  enjoy,  was  uni- 
formly recognised  during  the  period  from 
)83C>  to  1842.  1  am  not  prepared  (o  say 
that  there  may  not  be  some  districts 
wholly  waste  and  uncultivated — (here  are 
such  in  the  northecn  island — but  they  are 
few  in  number;  but  I  know  that  a  large 
portion  of  the  district  in  question  is  dis- 
tributed among  various  iribes,  all  of  whom 
have  as  perfect  a  knowledge  of  the  boun- 
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prosecutions  would  be  iuitituted  eipecu 
all;  by  informers. 

The  Lord  ChanceUor  rentarkecl,  tbat 
the  object  of  GarerDmenl  had  of  Ute  been 
to  ge[  rid,  ai  far  as  possible,  of  prosecu- 
lioni  by  common  informers  for  penalties, 
since  Dothing  could  be  worie  than  a  system 
under  which  they  were  encournged.  Pro- 
secutions by  the  law  officers  of  the  Ciovd 
had,  in  many  Instances,  been  substituted, 
and  an  alteration  might,  he  thought,  be 
introduced  into  this  Bill  in  Committee 
without  endangering  it. 

Bill  read  2*. 

House  adjourned. 


darlei  and  limita  of  their  posietsions — 
boundaries  and  limits  in  some  places  na- 
tural, in  others  artificial — as  satisfactory 
and  well  defined,  as  were,  one  hundred 
jeers  ago,  the  bounds  and  marshes  of 
diitrrcls  occupied  by  great  proprietors  and 
their  clans  in  the  Highlands  of  Scotland, 
With  respect  to  the  greater  portions  of 
New  Zealaad,  1  assert  that  the  limits  and 
rights  of  tribes  are'known  and  decided 
uponbyuative  law.  I  am  not  prepared 
to  say  what  nomber  of  acres  in  New  Zea- 
land are  so  postessed;  but  that  portion  which 
is  notso  claimed  and  poasesed  by  any  tribe, 
is,  by  the  act  of  sofereignty,  vested  in  the 
Crown.  But  that  is  a  question  on  which 
native  law  and  custom  have  to  be  con- 
sulted. That  law  and  that  custom  are 
well  understood  among  the  natives  of  the 
islands.  By  them  we  have  agreed  to  be 
bound,  and  by  them  we  must  abide. 
These  laws  —  these  customs  —  and  the 
right  arising  from  them  on  the  part  of  the 
Crown — we  have  guaranteed  when  we 
accepted  the  sovereignty  of  the  islands 
and  be  the  amount  at  stake  smaller  or 
larger :  so  far  aa  native  title  is  proved — 
be  the  land  waste  or  occupied — barren  or 
enjoyed,  those  rights  and  tides  the  Crown 
of  England  is  bound  in  honour  to  main- 
tain ;  and  the  interpretation  or  the  Treaty 
of  Waitangi,  with  regard  to  these  rights, 
is,  that,  except  in  the  case  of  the  imelli- 
gent  consent  of  the  natives,  the  Crown 
has  no  right  to  lake  possession  of  land, 
and  having  no  right  to  take  possession  of 
land  itself,  it  has  no  right— and  so  long 
a*  I  am  a  Minister  of  the  Crown,  I  shall 
not  advise  it  to  exercise  the  power — of 
making  over  to  another  party  that  which 
it  does  not  itself  possess. 

Petition  read  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 

FoBF.iaN  LoTTBaisa  Bill.]  Lord 
Stanlei/  moved  that  this  Bill  be  now  read 
2«. 

Lord  Monleagle  sard,  that  nothing  had 
been  farther  from  the  intention  of  the 
Government  of  which  .he  had  been  a 
Member,  than  to  encourage  lotteries  for 
the  advantage  of  speculators  at  home  or 
abroad;  in  fact,  a  Bill  had  been  framed 
with  the  contrary  effect;  but  he  did  not 
approve  of  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  de- 
prived the  informer  of*  all  inducement  to 
follow  up  a  prosecution  where  the  law  had 
been  violated;  he  feared  that,  if  the  pe- 
cuniary motive  were  withdrawn,  very  few 
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sir  FtalahiThnl- 


—!•■  ShrewdHur  mai  Hnlrhwl  Rokt. 
DTTol.  — Dublin  Pipg  watt  Itto.  t)  i    Saua  DtniD 
iU«]r  ■  LuuHvKn  ud  SouUi  OCTOB  Haiiny  I  Oool* 

nd  pooal:— LKly  Smdy^  |oi  Tunm"!)  »«ile ,  ai». 
■I,  B«Tti«l,  ud  NriliUn  DIncc  Rtfwir. 

[  Mr.  Miilt,  frns  GMidiad, 
.  lo  ChuTBh  Pni]iatT^-BT 
n,  from  Absdeen,  In  bTODi  nf  the  Uui. 
mliki  (SKKlud)  Bill.— Bt  Mr.  E.  Doilm  m  «>h. 
hoD.  MenUicn,  (torn  £tiicUuild«i  tad  ol 
at  New  SouUl  WllH.  ror  Rqml  ot  cRUl 


lOr  Rdlif  ttna  Tuukn  cf  Agrimltun.— Bj  Mr.  Sel- 
Jcmt  Hurphr,  and  Hi.  1.  O-CodmII,  rroa  ■  pot  Dum- 
bB  of  plica  In  IrElud.  agidnn  tbE  Colkgct  (Inlud) 
BlII^By  Sir  Homrd  DdugiB,  Item  tha  Hito.  Aldw- 
mBi,  wd  BuigiHti  of  Llmpdoi,  tgiintt  th«  Daodn^ 
AlnliCioa  (No.  n  Bill.— By  M>.  H.  ClKpDUn  ud  otbcr 
bon.  HcmbBi,  from  rbe  Onaij  of  York,  In  bvour  of  Uu 
Tm  Hour^  BUI  In  FiKtorieu— By  Mr.  L.  Bnc^  turn 
ThomB  Phmipc  and  RoIjbI  Wlllett.  fot  AllBadua  at 
LuuUc  Aiyliuni  ud  Pauper  Lufulia  BIIL — By  Mr. 
SliEil.  ftnn  Ountim  of  Oit  Clo^nn  Uidan,  ii|iliiit  0» 
FuDdilil  SutUnnt  BUL— By  Mr.  Shtil,  from  wa^ 
plKH,  tea  AllottoD  of  Phyile  ud  SiugS]  BiU^-By 
Mr.  Hmwtt,  Imm  ■  goat  oamba  of  pines,  to  bTour  at 

the  Pbyilc  ud  Smgiry  BID By  Vlu         ~     ~ 

MHIbn  at  tke  Roy*]  CoD^e  of  Si 
LiTBpaol,  ht  Inquiry  Isu  Uk  Oorersmoit.  i 
Royil  Cidlegg  of  Sur|KH.  —  From  Sc  Jol 
BiitWk  u  Law,  (be  AltotioB  of   L»   r 
Tmun  of  Uad  (Ittiudl. 


Commons'  Ehclosdhe  Bill.]  The 
House  met  at  twelve  o'clock,  and  pro- 
ceeded  in  Committee  with  the  remaining 
clauses,  which,  with  Amendments,  were 
agreed  to,  and  the  Report  was  ordered  to 
be  received. 
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CoLLsaiB  (Iselakd).  Sir  Jama 
Graham,  at  the  five  o'clock  sittiog,  moTed 
the  Third  Reading  of  the  Colleges  (Ire- 
land) Bin. 

Mr.  Bemal  Oihorne  rase  lo  bring  for- 
ward the  Aroeadment  of  which  he  had 
given  notice,  for  an  Addresslo  Her  Majesty, 
praying  that  she  would  be  graciously 
pleased  to  direct  an  inquiry  to  be  made 
into  the  amount  of  the  revenues  of  Trinity 
College,  Dublin.  He  said  that  he  was 
fully  sensible,  at  thii  adraoced  period  of 
the  Session,  when  ibe  fatigues  of  July 
le^ialalion  overcame  the  energies  of  the 
House,  that  it  was  impossible  for  any 
Member  to  succeed  in  rousing  the  dor- 
mant attention,  or  in  exciting  the  netted 
energies  of  the  Members  of  the  House  in 
favour  of  sume  particular  subject.  He 
felt,  therefore,  the  difficulty  of  awakening 
the  attention  of  hon.  Members  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Ilia  Motion,  to  (he extent  which  the 
importance  of  the  question  so  pre-emi- 
nenily  deserved;  bur,  at  the  same  time, 
it  was  hit  intention  to  condense  what  he 
felt  it  necesaar]'  to  say  in  the  tmalleit  pos- 
sible compais.  He  did  not  believe  that 
be  could  be  fairly  charged  with  throwing 
any  unneceiiary  impediment  in  the  way 
ofthiameasore.becanse, in  accordance  with 
the  rertueitofihe  right  hon.  Baronet,  hehad 
withdrawn  hitiUotion  on  a  former  occasion, 
at  a  timewbenhebad  thechanceofamuch 
larger  number  of  hon.  Members  present, 
and  consequently  a  much  greater  probabi- 
lity of  aiipport  than  at  present.  The  more 
he  considered  the  subject,  the  more  did  he 
feel  the  force  at  the  allegation  (bat  the 
measure  was  one  which  must  be  wholly 
inefficient  for  the  purpose  for  which  it  was 
proposed,  unless  some  great  change  were 
effected  in  the  contlitution  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege, Dublin.  He  entertained  no  hostility 
to  that  inititution.  On  the  contrary,  he 
had  many  friends  among  its  members. 
But  he  could  Dot  conceal  from  himself  the 
fact  that  the  whole  system  pursued  in  that 
College  was  ao  totally  unknown,  that  while 
the  darkness  respecting  it  was  maintained, 
a  stop  must  be  put  to  all  legislation  in  that 
House  in  any  way  connected  with  it.  He 
would  ask  hon.  Members,  when  they  con- 
sidered the  vast  and  great  resources  of 
Ireland,  and  also  when  they  recollected 
that  the  Roman  Catholic  gentry  of  that 
couutry  annually  send  10,000^  to  the  So- 
ciety at  Lyons  for  the  Propagation  of  the 
Faith,  whether  the  people  of  that  country 
should  be  induced  to  look  to  the  Contoli- 
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dated  Fond  when  any  new  initilntion  was 
to  be  raised.  During  the  present  Session 
they  had  drawn  coniiderable  sums  from 
that  fund  for  the  endowment  of  a  Roman 
Catholic  College,  coo trary  to  the  feeling  of 
the  great  majority  of  the  tax-payers  of  this 
country.  They  were  also  called  upon  by 
that  measure  to  lake  from  the  same  source 
anotberamouDt  for  the  Colleges, and  which 
was  to  be  done  against  the  wishes  of  the 
Catholic  bisbopa;  and  it  waa  impossible  to 
>ay  what  dips  might  be  made  into  it  in  the 
course  of  next  Seasioo.  The  Land  Com. 
miisionera  also  looked  very  temptingly  at 
this  fund  ;  for  they  suggested  or  recom- 
mended that  a  grant  for  the  Irish  Consta- 
bulary ahould  be  taken  from  this  source. 
He  did  not  mean  to  enter  upon  this  qnes- 
lion  at  present ;  but  he  had  no  doubt  that 
the  Irish  Members  of  that  House  would  bs 
constantly  looking  to  this  fund,  as  the 
pool  of  Belhexda  was  by  cripples,  that 
they  might  have  a  dip  when  the  right  bou. 
Baronet  troubled  the  waters.  Although 
he  agreed  with  hit  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Limerick  ia  many  things,  he  could 
not  agree  with  him  that  it  was  not  with 
good  intentions  that  the  Government 
brought  forward  this  measure ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  the  wiser  and  more  satisfac- 
tory course  would  have  been,  if  they  had 
in  the  first  place  made  inquiry  into  the 
revenues  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  with 
a  view  to  the  e"i.)jllshment  of  these  iotti. 
tutions  in  coivicsion  with  that  University. 
At  this  nviiiient  the  whole  of  the  higher 
educatioD  in  Ireland  was  mooopolized  by 
eighteen  or  twenty  Fellows  of  Trinity  Col- 
lege, Dublin,  who  look  to  themielves  all 
the  eodowmenta  of  that  rich  University, 
He  found,  from  a  return  which  had  been 
laid  before  Parliament,  that  only  one  in 
330,000  Roman  Catholics  went  to  that 
College:  those  who  did  attend  were  re- 
ceived there  as  loog  as  the  heads  of  the 
University  could  gel  any  money  for  their 
education,  but  afterwards  excluded  tbem 
from  all  the  endowments.  On  a  late  oc- 
casion the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  when  he  was  not 
present,  resisted  all  inquiry  into  the  sub- 
ject, on  the  ground  that  the  revenues  of 
the  College  were  private.  Did  the  right 
ban.  Gentleman  represent  the  Colleges  in 
that  House  in  a  private  or  corporate  capa- 
city? The  Legislature  had  interfered  with 
and  remodelled  the  rights  of  all  the  muni- 
cipal corporations  in  Ireland;  end  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  say  that 
M 
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Parliament  could  not  interferft  with  Trinity . 
College  a*  a  corporation  7  Ai  to  the  dis- 
tinction between  prifBte  and  corporate 
righlj,  be  vould  refer  to  the  authority  of 
a  moit  eminent  juriit  on  the  point.  He 
alluded  to  Sir  Jamei  Macintosh.  That 
eminent  man  aaid— 

"Prifate  property  wai  one  of  those  funda- 
mental acti  which  cunstiluted  society.  It  was 
the  bund  of  society  iuelf.  But  the  acts  which 
fotm  and  endow  corporations  are  subsequent, 
and  subordinate;  the  property  of  indifiduals 
ii  eilablished  as  a  {[cneral  principle  which 
■eems  coeval  with  society  itself;  but  bodies, 
vhether  ecclesiastical  or  civil,  are  iostruments 
bbricated  by  the  liegislaiure  for  a  speciRc  pur- 
pose, which  ought  to  be  preserved  whilst  Ihey 
are  beneficial,  amended  when  tbey  are  im- 
paired, and  rejected  nben  they  become  useless 
and  iojorions." 

He  regarded  this  to  be  a  clear  distinction 
between  public  and  pnrale  property;  and 
notwithstanding  the  strenuous  opposition 
which  he  might  expect  from  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin,  and 
some  other  persons  cooneclad  nith  Trinity 
College,  he  felt  that  he  should  have  the 
support  of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Uni< 
versity  of  Oxford;  for  that  hon.  Gentleman 
had  said  that  he  would  vote  for  inquiry  if 
any  allegation  of  abuse  were  brought 
forward.  Now,  if  he  brought  forward 
allegations  of  abuse,  and  if  he  proved 
aatisfaclorily  that  the  chatter  had  been 
violated,  and  that  the  endowments  had 
been  diverted  from  the  purposes  for  which 
Ihey  were  intended,  and  that  the  acade- 
mical system  had  been  changed,  he  should 
rely  upon  the  support  of  the  hon.  Baronet. 
He  probably  should  be  met  with  the  cuckoo 
cry,  ihat  this  was  a  Protestant  insiiiution, 
established  by  a  Protestant  Queen  for 
Protestant  purposes.  He  would  not  be 
stopped  by  such  an  objection.  He  be- 
lieved that,  on  inquiry,  the  religious  opi- 
nions of  Queen  Elizabeth  would  not  be 
considered  to  have  been  orthodox  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Oxford. 
But  let  them  see  how  much  Protestant 
money  was  devoted  to  the  endowment  of 
this  College.  It  was  founded  in  1592  by 
Queen  Elizabeth,  and  it  was  endowed  out 
of  the  confiscated  estate  of  the  Earl  of 
Desmond,  and  it  was  built  on  the  site  of 
the  Catholic  monaiteryof  Allhallows.  The 
letter  of  the  Lord  Deputy,  would  show  for 
what  purpose  this  University  was  founded ; 
he  would,  therefore,  read  an  extract  from 
it  (a.B.  1591)  :— 
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Whereby  knowledge,  learning,  and  civi. 
lily  may' be  increased  amoog  ihe  Irish,  and 
their  children's  children,  especially  those  that 
be  poor  (as  it  were  in  an  orphans'  hoipiial, 
freely),  may  have  their  learninf;  and  education 
given  them  with  more  ease  and  lesser  chargn 
than  in  other  Universities  they  can  attain  it." 

So  far,  then,  from  its  being  endowed  with 
Protestant  money  for  an  exclusive  pur- 
pose, it  was  endowed  with  public  money 
lor  public  purposes,  lie  defied  the  boo. 
Member  to  point  out  a  single  word  in  the 
chaitsr  which  justified  the  sssertion  that 

i«  for  exclusive  Protestatit  purposes. 

as  reserved  to  forty  years  later,  when 
Strafford,  for  his  own  and  his  master's 
purposes,  chose  to  introduce  some  arrange* 
meats  with  respect  to  Roman  Catholic 
Fellows,  He  would  go  to  the  foundation 
of  this  institution  ;  and  when  be  was  told 
that  it  was  a  College  endowed  with  Pro. 
testant  money  for  Protestant  purposes,  he 
luld  recommend  those  who  alleged  this 
go  to  the/oR$  el  origo  of  this  establish- 
ment. He  understood  that  the  right  boo. 
Member  for  the  University  of  Dublin  al- 
luded to  the  Oath  of  Supremacy  the  other 
evening,  and  intimated  that  the  existence 
of  that  would  prevent  Catholics  taking 
part  in  the  University.  If  Ibis  was  the 
case,  why  allow  them  to  take  degrees? 
The  Member  for  Oxford,  who  was  well  ac- 

Inled  with  the  hiaiory  of  his  own  and 
all  other  countries,  must  be  awaie  that 
the  lyilem  with  respect  to  the  Fellowa  ia 
Trinity  College  was  peculiar,  and  a  de- 
parture from  the  general  academical  sys 
tem.  In  fact  the  whole  system  of  th« 
University  of  Dublin  was  an  anomaly,  be- 
cause the  Fellows  consisted  of  married 
persons.  The  rule  and  custom  of  tbe 
University  had  been  changed  in  this  le- 
spect  within  the  last  five  yesrs.  It  was 
enough  to  make  Queen  Elizabeth  shudder 
in  her  grave  to  hear  of  a  body  of  married 
priests  holding  the  fellowships  in  the  Col- 
lege established  by  her.  Supposing,  then, 
that  the  University  had  the  power  of  ab- 
regaling  the  Statute  in  one  instance,  ss 
they  had  done  in  this  case,  was  it  lo  be 
said  that  they  had  not  tbe  power  in  an- 
other? He  was  sure  that  Queen  Elix«- 
beth  would  have  been  more  readily  re- 
conciled to  ihe  abandonment  of  a  rehgione 
lest  with  respect  to  a  chemical  professor, 
than  to  a  bod;  of  married  Kellowi  in  tbe 
College.  He  thought  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  could  hardly  resist  hia 
Motion,  for  the  body  of  married  Fellows 
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w»  GODtrary  to  the  whole  lyitem  of  aca- 
demical inslitDtioot ;  and  they  might  uj 
of  it  that  it  was  a  gigantic  scheme  of  col- 
legiate connubiality.  Though  they  had  a 
body  of  maTried  priesia,  Fellows  of  the 
College,  Tcsidiog  withiQ  the  walls  of  the 
University,  he  was  told  that  a  Tery  small 
number  of  the  Fellows  attended  in  hall,  aod 
■til)  fewer  were  present  in  chapel,  which 
certainly  was  not  ■  good  example  to  set 
to  the  students.  The  object  of  the  eccle- 
■issticat  patronage  of  the  College  was  al- 
together nullified  since  the  Fellows  had 
been  allowed  to  marry  ;  for  aioce  that 
lime  only  two  had  resigned  their  fellow- 
ships to  lake  a  lining.  The  junior  Fellow 
refused  to  resign  and  go  out  to  a  country 
living,  where  he  would  get  an  income  of 
about  300/.  a  year,  while  he  was  secure  of 
a  good  income,  a  residence  in  a  very 
pleasant  place,  and  his  domm  el  placens 
vxor  in  Dublin.  The  truth  wai,  that  no 
Fellow  who  could  get  a  wife  would  take  a 
living.  [Laughter. ]'Th'\t  might  appear  to  be 
a  farce,  but  it  was  an  nodoubted  fact,  and 
he  knew  that  a  Fellow  of  Trinily  College, 
Dublin,  was  considered  a  most  eligible  in- 
vestment in  the  coteries  there.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  hoo.  Gentleman  would 
agree  with  him  so  far.  There  was  another 
allegation  of  abuse  which  he  could  estab- 
lish. Every  Fellow  on  his  indactioo  into 
hii  Fellowship  look  an  oath  in  which  was 
the  following  passage  : — "  Sludiorumjinit 
erit  mihi  theologia  profestio,  u(  eccletia 
Dei  prodette  potsim."  Now,  so  far  from 
the  Fellows  of  Trinity  College  devoting 
themselves  to  the  study  of  divinity,  several 
of  tbem  were  eminent  mathematicians, 
but  the  divines  were  few  and  far  between. 
The  great  proportion,  in  fact,  of  the  Fel- 
lows were  men  of  science  and  maibemati> 
cians,  and  among  them  hecould  mention  the 
names  of  Hamilton,  Lloyd,  and  Robinaoii, 
Trinity  College  was  composed  of  one 
Provost,  seven  senior  Fellows,  and  tweniy- 
five  junior  Fellows.  There  were  twenty- 
five  Professors.  It  was  a  difficult  thing 
to  ascertain  the  amount  of  their  incomes, 
as  there  was  no  Income  Tax  in  Ireland: 
but  having  taken  some  pains  to  inquire 
into  the  subject,  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  the  gross  revenues  of  Trinity 
College  were  50,000/.  a  year.  Fie  would 
not  weary  the  House  by  going  into  details 
on  the  subject,  but  he  would  give  a  sketch 
of  the  receipis  from  various  sources.  He 
look  some  of  his  euimales  from  the  Uni- 
versity Calendar  of  1644,  and  others  from 
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memben  of  the  Univeisity.  It  appeared 
thai  the  total  of  ihe  income  derived  from 
leaching  was  28,316/.  a  year.  The  rent 
from  land  held  under  the  College,  although 
it  was  difficult  to  get  at  it  accurately,  was 
very  great.  Some  of  the  land  must  be 
very  valuable,  such  as  Brunswick-street 
and  other  streets  in  the  neighbourhood ; 
and,  therefore,  the  estimate  of  the  rental 
might  be  fairly  taken  at  21,6R4/,  a  year, 
thus  making  a  total  of  50,000/.  a  year, 
or  course  if  he  knew  exactly  the  amount 
of  revenue  of  the  College,  all  necea- 
cesaity  for  his  Motion  would  be  obviated. 
Sach,  he  believed,  was  really  the  amount 
of  the  income,  while  the  money  expend- 
ed in  prizes,  scholarships,  &c.,  was  only 
4,404/.  14r.  It  was  alto  stated,  thai  will) 
this  deduction,  and  after  the  common  ex- 
penses of  the  College  were  paid,  the  Fel- 
lows divided  the  remainder  among  them. 
["Not"]  Surely,  tt'hon, Gentlemen  would 
not  agree  to  the  Motion,  ihey  would  fa- 
vour him  by  staling  bow  it  was  paid.  At 
any  rate,  the  duties  of  the  Fellows  were  at 
an  inverse  ratio  to  their  emoluments;  for 
their  duties  were  extremely  small,  while 
their  incomes  were  very  large.  The  seven 
senior  Fellows  were  supposed  to  receive 
from  2,000/.  to  3,000/.  a  year  each.  [Mr. 
Shaw  ;    No.]     Then,  what  did  they  re- 

I?  Why  not  lay  a  return  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  of  their  emoluments, 
coDseul  to  inquiry  ?  The  junior  Fellows 
received  1,500/.  a  year  each,  and  besides 
this,  the  Fellows  laid  violent  hands  on 
many  of  the  professorships.  One  of  the 
senior  Fellows,  whose  name  it  was  un- 
necessary to  mention,  but  who  was  a  most 
excellent  man,    was   reg-ius  professor  of 

ik,  and  he  combined  very  oddly  with 
this  the  offices  of  caiechist  and  professor 
of  oratory.  There  was  another,  who  was 
also  a  catechist  and  professor  of  modern 
history  and  civil  law.  Thus,  in  addition  to 
an  income  of  2,0001.  a  year  from  their  fel- 
lowships, they  received  large  fixed  salaries 
attached  to  the  professorships.  He  would 
appeal  to  any  rational  man  whether  they 
sliould  not  look  for  a  different  standard  of 
eligibility  for  a  professorship  than  the  hold- 
ing a  University  fellowship.  Was  it  not 
obvious  that  a  much  better  system  was 
pursued  in  the  Universities  of  Scotland 
lod  Germany,  where  the  test  of  excellence 
and  the  amount  of  emolument  depended 
upon  the  numbi^r  of  siudenis  attending 

'eclures  of  the  professor?  If  the  pro- 
fessors in  Trinity  College  were  paid  ac- 
M2 
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COfdJDg  to  the  numtwr  of  their  pnpili,  and  ;  u  for  the  other  three  braecbee,  logie,  neology, 
by  them,  their  proreiiorahipB  wonid  be  !  "■'•""Ti'hey  ireentirely  outof  iheqaeetioo. 
north  between  30/.  end  401.  e  je.i  eech.  !  "  "'•  k"'  B««'  ""b  reejeel  to  the  ne»  Col- 
Tbi.  .ppea,«l  f.rei=.l  end  ridienlo...  ,.t  ;  15 J;.™, )'"";,r'"''J  "  ■■""'•■* '^^ 
the;  were  told  by  the  hoo.  OeutlemaD  that  ) 

they  could  not  interfere,  because  it  wag  i  The  continuancB  of  tha  ajitem  in  Trinity 
private  property  ?  Look  to  the  UniTCraity  |  College,  waa,  in  fact,  atating  that  the  Pro- 
of Dublin  at  the  seat  of  education  of  ihe  ;  teaianti  were  the  only  fitting  periona  " 
Protestant  youths.  Aa  waa  truly  aaid  the 
other  night  by  the  right  hoo.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  GoTemment,  a  forced  at- 
tendance at  chapel  wai  not  very  jilcely  to 
generate  a  feeling  of  deTOtroo  and  rever- 
eoce.  But  those  intended  for  hoty  ordera 
were  forced  to  attend  at  chapel,  and  the 
only  other  religions  ioitructioa  they  re- 
ceifcd  was  an  examination  in  the  Oreek 
Testament.  When  they  were  preparing 
for  ordination  they  went  to  a  perioo  called 
a  "  crammer,"  and  they  then  took  up 
"  Moaheim's  Ecclesiastical  History,"  "  Ma- 
gee  on  the  Atonement,"  and  "  Marsh'* 
Leclares."  They  then  went  forth  to  coun- 
try diatricts  as  clergymen,  and  from  the 
nature  of  the  education  they  received,  en- 
tertained the  most  bitter  leelinga  against 
the  Catholic  religion,  regarding  it,  as  it 
had  been  described  in  anotiier  place,  as 
the  master-piece  of  Satan.  Here  was  a 
Protestant  clergyman  receiving  his  educa- 
tion in  a  place  where  all  the  emoluments 
were  bestowed  on  Protestants,  and  where 
the  Catholics  were  sedulouly  excluded  from 
every  place  of  trust  and  emolument,  which 
naturally  engendered  a  feeling  as  to  the 
inferiority  of  the  latter.  He  repudiated 
all  distinctions  between  institutions  found- 
ed by  the  endowments  of  Catholics  or  Pio- 
lestanls.  If  there  was  an  endowment  of 
a  Catholic  institution  from  Protestant 
money,  yoa  woold  complain— how  then 
could  you  take  the  endowment  for  the 
Froteaunt  Church  from  the  Catholics  ? 
fiut  in  this  case  did  they  intend  to  keep 
np  Protestant  eiclusiveness  in  this  Col- 
lege? He  had  always  understood  that  the 
institutions  were  made  for  the  people,  and 
not  the  people  for  the  inslilutions.  On  this 
point  he  would  refer  to  a  speech  made  a 
short  time  ago  by  the  right  bon.  Secretary 
for  Ihe  Home  Department.  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman  declared  that  be  could 
see  no  relation  between  science  and  sects, 
and  then  proceeded  to  say— 

"  In  the  ease  of  neiaphjsics  and  moral  phi- 
loiophy,  I  can  see  no  possible  raasoa  or  necet- 
sily  for  requiring  profesiots  of  any  particular 
creed  in  order  to  render  them  competent 
teachers  in  iliosa  blanches  of  initmetion  j  and 


teach  chemistry,  botany,  anatomy,  logic, 
oratory,  and  all  other  branches  of  art,  and 
science,  and  literature.  A  short  time  ago, 
he  found  the  following  advertisement  in  a 
newspaper,  reporting  a  vacant  professor- 
ship  in  Trinity  College  : — 

"  Ttinilf  College,  Dublin— Pnnuaat  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Act  of  40  Geo.  111.,  notice 
II  hereby  given,  that  the  professonhlp  of  che- 
mistry in  Trinity  CoUega,  Dublin,  will  become 
vacant  on  the  16th  of  May  next,  and  that  on 
Saturday,  the  27lh  of  Ma;,  the  Provost  and 
senior  Fellows,  at  the  board-room  of  Trinity 
College,  will  proceed  to  elect  a  professor  of 
chemistry.  The  emoluments  of  this  professor- 
ship consist  of  a  sum  of  2001.  paid  annually  by 
the  College,  and  of  four  guineas'  fee  paid  by 
each  penon  attending  the  professor's  lectures. 
Under  ihe  proviiioos  of  said  Act  of  Par- 
liament, said  profetsorahip  is  open  to  Pro- 
testants of  all  nations,  provided  they  shall  have 
taken  medical  degrees,  or  shall  have  obtained  a 
license  to  practise  from  the  College  of  Physi- 
ciani,  in  consequence  of  a  testimonium  under 
the  seal  of  Trinity  College." 

The  professorship  was  open  to  the  Protet- 
tanls  of  all  nations,  but  it  was  shut  to  the 
Catholics  of  Ireland.  It  must  be  in  the 
recollection  of  the  House  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Government, 
on  a  recent  occasion,  passed  a  high  but  a 
just  eulogium  on  the  attainments  of  Pro- 
fessor Kane,  who,  he  stated,  was  the  first 
profesaor  of  chemistry  in  Ireland.  Now, 
it  so  happened,  that  Professor  Kane  was 
ineligible  to  this  professorship,  which  was 
open  to  Protestants  of  all  nations.  A 
Frenchman,  or  a  German,  or  a  Spaniard 
might  be  eligible,  but  these  professorships 
were  shut  to  the  people  of  Ireland,  If  the 
penal  laws  were  wrong,  do  not  allow  such 
restrictions  as  these  to  exist,  but  carry  out 
the  principle  of  the  Act  of  1793.  It  waa 
the  bounden  duly  of  the  House  rather  to 
extend  inquiry  into  the  College,  after  the 
case  which  he  had  staled.  The  right  hoo. 
Baronet,  who  apparently  bad  more  love 
for  a  precedent  than  a  principle,  could 
be  furnished  with  a  striking  one  on  this 
point.  A  Commission  had  been  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  Scotch  Universities — 
why  not  have  one,  ihea,  to  inquire  into  the 
Irish  UniTersity  ?    The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
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once  say  that  he  cwme,  in  the  present  in- 
Btanca,  to  the  same  conclunon  at  which  he 
had  then  arrived.  Since  the  former  di»« 
cussioD,  however,  he  had  had  the  subject 
more  undei  his  consideration,  and  he  had 
also  considered  what  grounds  there  were 
for  the  House  of  Commons  addressing  the 
upon  the  question;  andf  liavtng 
listened  with  attention  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member,  he  had  been  unable  to 
discover  that  the  hon.  Member  had  alleged 
any  Parliamentary  grounds  whatever  for 
the  adoption  of  the  course  recommended. 
It  appeared  to  him  that  the  hon.  Member 
had  not  been  able  to  allege  any  specific 
abuse  or  misappropriation  of  the  moneys  of 
this  University.  Bui  what  were,  in  de- 
tail, the  abuses  of  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man compluned?  in  the  first  place,  ha 
■aid  that  a  certain  number  of  the  Fellows 
had  been  albwed  to  marry.  It  was  not 
for  him  to  ^ive  an  opinion  if  that  indul- 
gence which  had  been  given  to  Trinity 
College  had  been  rightly  conceded,  or  not ; 
but  he  might  be  permitted  to  remind  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  that  that  concession  was 
an  arrangement  which  hod  been  made  but 
H  very  few  years  ago,  and  durin}i  the  period 
when  Lord  Fortescne  was  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant  of  Ireland — the  previous  Govem- 


tnaa  uid,  that  (here  were  peculiarities  in 
legislating  for  Ireland;  but  surely,  that 
was  no  ground  for  reaiiung  inquiry.  If  it 
could  not  be  properly  done  by  that  House, 
why  not  submit  it  lo  Royal  hands,  and  to 
a  Sovereign  who  rivalled  Elizabeth  in  all 
■he  high  attainments  of  legislation,  and 
was  superior  to  her  in  all  ihe  softer  at- 
tributes  which  adorned  the  woman,  and 
under  whose  away  more  had  been  done 
for  Ireland  than  under  all  the  Sovereigns 
before  het?  The  hon.  Member  concluded 
by  proposing  thefollowing  Amendment  :— 
"That  an  bumble  Addreia  be  presenied  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  that  She  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  direct  an  inquiry  lo  be  made 
into  Iba  amount  of  the  Re»enu8s  of  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  from  rents  of  Collage  Undi, 
enilownienu  and  bequests,  fees  on  mairicula- 
lion,  on  taking  degrees,  and  from  every  other 
■ource ;  sUo,  into  the  manner  in  which  ihat 
income  is  expended,  the  number  ofSenior  and 
Junior  Fellows,  of  Piofeisots,  Scholars,  and  all 
other  Officers  of  the  College,  with  the  amount 
of  salary  and  allowances  lo  each  of  them;  with 
a  view  to  ascertain  whether  the  income  or 
funds  at  present  applied  solely  to  the  beneBl  of 
Proleslanls  in  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  might 
not  be  beneficially  extended,  so  as  to  make 
Roman  Catholics  and  ProtesUnt  Dissenters 
eligible,  if  otherwise  qualified, 


all  Scholar- 


ships,  and  to  all  such  Fellowships,  Professor-    ^g^  having  constantly  refused  to  grant  it 

ships,  and   other  Offices  in   Trinity  College,  •        - 

Dublin,  as  are  not  intended  for  ecclesiastical 
purposes,  or  immediately  connected  widi  ec- 
clesiastical endowment.'' 

Mr.  Bellew  seconded  the  Motion.  Me 
■aid,  a  Catholic  could  not  go  through  his 
studies  at  Oxford ;  ha  could  go  throogb 
his  atudiet  at  Cambridge,  but  could  not 

take  a  degree;  at  Dublin  he  could  both 
itudy  and  take  a  degree.     He  could  also 

vole  for  the  Member  of  Parliament  for  the 

University.    This  was  not  included  in  the 

charter  o'f  Elizabeth.  Tlie  hon.  Mem- 
ber proceeded  to  draw  a  distiuction  be- 
tween the  systems  pursued  io  the  Univer- 
sities of  England,  and  that  pursued  in  the 

University  of  Dublin.  He  tnaintained  that 

so  long  as  that  ayalem  was  to  be  continued, 

lo  long  would  eiiat  that  Protestant 

dancy  which  the  Government  appeared  to 

think  had  gone  by.  He  thought  that  there 

ought  to  be  a  second  College  united  to 

Trinity  College,  forming  together  Ihe  Uni' 

versity  of  Dnblin. 

Sir"  T.  f  remwU/e  said,  that  when,  on  a 

former  occasion,    the    hon.    Member  for 

Wycombe  had  brought  forward  a  similar 

Motion  to  the  present,  he  bad  considered 

it  bis  duty  to  reidit  it ;  and  be  nigbt  at 


— and  he  thought  it  was,  therefore,  rather 
hard  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  to 
charge  that  as  an  abuse  against  the  Uni- 
versity, which  had  been  done  with  the 
consent  of  the  Government  under  which  it 
took  place,  and  against  which  he  bad  never 
beard  any  complaint  or  remonstrance  on 
the  part  of  the  people  of  Ireland.  But 
the  senior  Fellows,  said  the  hon.  Member 
— and  this  was  the  head  and  front  of  their 
offence — enjoyed  very  large  emoluments, 
amounting  to  between  2,000/.  and  S.OOOf. 
a  year.  The  hon.  Member,  indeed,  did 
not  Bay  that  he  had  any  very  accurate  data 
to  go  upon  in  making  thu  charge  ;  hut  he 
(Sir  T.  Fremantle)  thought  that  he 
ought,  before  he  made  such  statements,  to 
have  had  some  better  grounds  for  them  than 
he  appeared  to  have  had.  Now,  if  he  mb- 
took  not,  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Shaw)  who  represented  the 
University  of  Dublin,  had  made  a  statement 
not  very  long  ago  upon  this  subject,  and 
had  observed  that,  eStei  making  every  in- 
quiry into  the  case,  he  was  prepared  to 
state  that  the  incomes  of  the  senior  Fellows 
did  not  exceed  1,500/.— and  that  a  consid- 
erable portion  of  that  sum  was  derived 
from  professorships  held  by  them,  and  to 
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wbich  offices  the  discharge  of  important 
duties  WAS  attached.  He  would  put  it  to 
the  House  whether  1,500/.  a  ;ear  was  too 
large  a  sum  for  them  to  enjojr,  when  the 
laboriouB  duties  they  bad  to  perform  were 
taken  into  consideration.  But  it  was  al- 
leged that  they  also  held  professorships. 
Why,  s  better  arrangenient  could  not  be 
made  than  that  the  Fellows  should  super- 
intend the  education  of  the  University. 
They  remained  in  the  College,  as  it  seemed 
to  him,  for  that  especial  purpose.  And 
this  ought  not  to  be  made  a  ground  of 
complaint  against  Trinity  College,  for  the 
same  took  place  in  other  Universities. 
With  regard  to  the  patronage  of  livings 
which  they  held,  he  n-as  not  sufficiently 
acquainted  with  the  details  to  speak  upon 
this  point;  but  he  did  not  think  the  h on. 
Gentleman  made  out  B  very  good  case  on 
the  subject.  The  hun.  Gentleman  stated 
that  the  proceeds  of  the  College  amounted 
to  50,000/. ;  but  it  appeared  that  the  rents 
derived  from  the  property  of  the  College, 
amounted  to  only  21,000^,  the  remainder 
of  the  50,0001.  being  derived  from  tuitions; 
but  it  was  not  fair  to  make  the  money  ob- 
tained from  the  teaching  of  young  men  a 
ground  of  complaint  against  the  College. 
The  hon.  Gentleman,  and  also  the  hon. 
Member  for  Louth  said,  thai  as  long  as 
Trinity  College  was  maintained,  they 
maintained  Protestant  ascendancy.  But 
this  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  funds  of  the  College.  Be- 
sides, hon.  Gentlemen  knew  that  Trinity 
College  was  as  much  open  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholics as  it  was  to  Protestants,  for  the  pur- 
poses of  education ;  end  he  was  rejoiced  to 
see  that  so  many  Roman  Catholic  Genllc- 
men  looked  back  with  satisfaction  to  the 
education  which  they  received  there.  It 
might  as  well  be  said,  that  as  long  as  they 
gave  26,000/.  a  year  to  Maynooth,  from 
which  Protestants  were  altogether  excluded, 
that  Roman  Catholic  ascendancy  was  mun- 
tained.  He  admitted  that  Parliament  was 
competent  to  interfere,  if  any  abuses  or 
misappropriation  of  the  public  money,  on 
the  part  of  Trinity  College,  could  be  shown, 
But  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  made 
this  B  ground  for  his  Motion.  In  1818 
and  1819,  a  Commission  was  appointed  for 
the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  all  the  schools 
of  the  United  Kingdom ;  but  the  Universi- 
ties were  excluded  from  that  inquiry.  If 
they  were  now  to  allow  this  inquiry,  it 
would  be  considered  hard  and  offensive  by 
Trinity  College.  It  was  true,  as  the  faon. 
Gentleman  stated,  that  a  Commission  was 


issued  to  inquire  into  the  state  of  the  Scotch 
Uoiversities ;  but  the  circumstances  were 
different,  for  there  was  at  that  time  a  grant 
of  money  from  the  public  funds  forthoie 
Universities,  and,  therefore,  they  were 
justly  open  to  the  cognisance  of  Parliament. 
There  were,  besides,  irregularities  and  dis- 
putes in  those  Universities;  and  it  was  with 
the  consent  of  the  Universities  themselves 
that  the  Government  interfered.  There 
was,  therefore,  no  analogy  between  the  two 
cases.  The  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion  con- 
cluded by  stating  that  it  was  made  with 
the  view  of  ascertaining  whether  the  in- 
come and  funds  now  solely  applied  for  the 
benefit  of  Protestants  might  not  also  be 
applied  for  the  benefit  of  Roman  Catholia 
and  Dissenters.  But  this  was  not  a  ques- 
tion which  depended  on  the  amount  of  re- 
venue possessed  by  Trinity  College.  It 
was  a  question  of  law.  The  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  had  already  decided  that 
the  visitors  could  enter  into  the  quettion, 
and  give  an  opinion  upon  it.  If  the  deci- 
sion was  against  the  gentleman  who  brought 
the  case  before  the  Court,  it  would  be  k 
subject  for  the  interference  of  the  Legisla- 
ture. It  could  not  be  affected  by  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  did  not 
think  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  laid  any 
grounds  for  his  Motion,  and  he  should, 
therefore  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Redinglon  hoped  that  an  Act  would 
be  passed  on  the  subject,  if  the  dectsian  was 
against  the  person  who  brought  the  matter 
before  the  Courts  in  Dublin.  With  regard 
to  the  inquiring  into  the  Scotcli  Univeiri- 
ties,  it  was  not  confined  to  the  money  given 
by  the  State;  and  with  respect  to  abuses, 
he  was  not  quite  clear  that  none  existed  in 
Trinity  College.  It  was  not  fair  to  say 
that  Trinity  College  was  open  to  Roman 
Catholics,  when  they  were  excluded  from 
all  the  prizes  and  rewards  of  industry  sod 
learning.  The  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland 
would  not  be  satisfied  till  they  were  put 
on  an  equality  with  their  Protestant  fellow 
countrymen;  and  he  thought  this  might  ba 
done  with  regard  to  the  University  of 
Dublin,  by  leaving  all  the  professorships 
for  the  purposes  of  the  Protestant  religion 
the  hands  of  Protestants,  and  throvring 
n  all  other  professorships  to  persona  of 
all  denominations.  Roman  Catholics  could 
not  hold  any  professorships  at  present,  be- 
cause they  were  obliged  to  take  an  oath  to 
conform  to  the  liturgy  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland. 

r.  George  A.  //nmt'/fon  had  certunly 
anticiiwted  that  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
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exceptiona,  Sir  W.  Hamilton  >nd  Prorenor 
M'CulIagb.  At  all  eventi,  not  long  ago, 
the  hon.  Member  had  uked,  in  wmevliat 
contumelioui  terms,  who  ever  beard  af  any 
eminent  man  being  educated  at  Dublin 
Cullege ;  and  on  another  occasion  be  had 
urged  it  is  a  matter  of  reproach  that  the 
Unirenitjr  of  Dublin  should  be  misrepre' 
■ented,  as  he  nas  pleaaed  to  say,  by  hia 
right  ban.  Colleague  and  himself,  neitbet 
of  whom  hod  been  educated  there,  inii- 
mating  that  no  person  educated  at  that 
University  could  be  found  qualified  to  re- 
present it.  Certainly,  when  the  htin. 
Member  talked  of  never  having  heard  of 
■ny  eminent  men  who  were  educated  in 
Dublin  College,  he  felt  that  he  had  to 
argue  with  the  hon.  Member  under  some 
disadvantage-  He  was  compelled  to  sup- 
poie  that  the  hon.  Member  had  never  hap- 
pened to  hear  that  there  existed  witliin 
the  last  century  a  very  distinguished 
prelate  of  the  Irish  Church,  whow 
name  was  Jebb,  distinguished  as  a  scholar, 
distinguished  as  a  divine,  and  distinguished 
also  for  his  sound  and  practical  knowledge 
of  Ireland.  It  bappenKl  upon  one  occasion, 
ia  H  speech  in  the  House  of  Lords,  which 
speech  at  the  time  caused  no  inconsider> 
able  sensation,  that  this  prelate  adverted, 
amongst  many  other  things,  to  the  very 
matter  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member; 
and  in  doing  so,  he  used  the  following  ex- 
pressions, which  might  convey  an  answer 
to  the  hon.  Member : — 


Member  for  High  Wycombe  would  be  re- 
sisted strenuous^  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment ;  and  it  was  to  him  a  cause  of 
much  satisfaction  that  be  had  not  been 
mistaken  in  that  anticipation.  He  bad 
grounded  his  expectations  upon  the  strong 
expressions  which  bad  been  used  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  a  speech  which  he  had 
made  not  ver^  long  ago,  when  resisting  a 
similar  Moiion  in  reference  to  the  English 
Universities.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
on  that  occasion  had  stated  that  a  Ro^ al 
Commisuon  of  inquiry  in  such  matters 
was  generally  adopted  as  au  instrument  of 
reform,  where  great  abuses  were  known  to 
exist,  and  not  as  a  weapon  which  could  be 
called  into  every  day  use,  for  the  mere 
purpose  of  gratifying  curiosity.  The  very 
fact  of  instituting  a  trial  implied  censure, 
and  though  the  charge  was  disproved,  the 
impression  remained.  Such  being  the  lan- 
guage of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  with 
regard  to  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  he  should 
certainly  have  felt  surprised  if  difierent 
language  or  a  difierent  course  hud  been 
taken  with  reference  to  the  University  of 
Dublin.  He  would  take  it  upon  himself 
to  state,  that  there  was  no  induporition  on 
the  part  of  the  Provost  and  Fellows  uf 
Dublin  College,  to  afiord  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  any  information  which  they 
might  think  proper  to  seek  for  any  useful 
purpose  that  was  conustent  with  the  ob- 
jects for  which  the  University  of  Dublin 
was  established,  and  which  might  equally 
be  sought  for  in  reference  to  the  Univer- 
sities of  OxfOTd  and  Cambridge,  But  he 
had  a  right  to  consider  the  Motion  before 
tbe  House  as  a  hostile  Motion,  originating 
with  a  hostile  party,  and  with  a  design 
certainly  not  friendly  to  the  University  of 
Dublin.  With  regard  to  the  object  of  the 
hon.  Member,  it  was  not  concealed  in  bis 
Motion  that  his  real  object  was  to  confiscate 
a  part  of  the  property  of  tbe  University, 
and  to  apply  it  to  purposes  different  from 
those  for  which  it  was  designed.  And 
with  regard  to  the  hostile  feelings  of  the 
hon.  Member,  what  hod  been  the  language 
which  that  hon.  Member  had  always  used 
—what  bad  been  the  language  he  had  used 
that  night,  in  reference  to  the  University 
of  Dublia  t  Why,  the  hon.  Member  hod 
intimated  that  scarcely  any  men  of  distinc- 
tion had  been  connected  with  that  Univer- 
sity. [Mr.  Osborne  had  spoken  of  theo- 
logians.] But  the  one  or  two  exceptions 
which  tbe  hon.  Member  had  quoted,  were 
not  theologians.     He  bad  ijuoled,  as  tbe 


"  Ths  Vaiversity  of  Dublin,  which  in  its 
earliast  days  produced  Usher,  the  most  pro- 
foundly learned  offapring  and  ornament  of  tbe 
Rerormalion,  and  Loftui  in  oriental  letters, 
rivulUd  ooly  by  his  great  coeval,  Pocock; 
which  afterward)  sent  forth  to  shine  »aang 
the  foremost  of  an  Augustine  age,  Parnel,  lli* 
chastest  of  our  poets ;  Swift,  tlie  parest  of  our 
prose  writers;  and  Berkeley,  the  first  of  oar 
m  eta  physic  i  ana  t  Uoldsmith,  the  most  natural 
depictor  of  life  and  maaners ;  Burke,  the 
greatest  philosopher  and  stslesmao  at  his  own 
or  soy  other  age  or  country ;  Orattan,  the  elo- 
quent asscrter  of  his  country's  rights— tb« 
parent  oF  Irish  independence  ;" — 

and  in  later  times  he  would  remind  tbe 
hon.  Member  that  the  erudition  and  learn- 
ing of  Dr.  Hales  and  Archbishop  Mogee, 
and  Dr.  Graves  and  Dr.  Miller,  and  the 
eloquence  of  Plunkett  and  North— [Sir  R. 
Pent:  Bushe  and  Curran.]  Yes,  Bushe 
and  Curmn.  He  only  mentioned  those 
whose  names  occurred  to  him  at  the  mo- 
ment. He  would  further  add,  that,  bow- 
ever  they  might  difier  in  pcditici,  il  roiut 
be  a  niattei  of  i^ride  to  every  one  coauecti^ 
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with  Dublin  College,  that  the  traascendent 
eloquence  and  brilliaot  imagination  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvon,  had  been  nurtured 
under  the  auipicet  of  that  Univenity. 
Amongst  thoae  who  are,  or  have  been,  in 
the  present  generation,  more  immediately 
connected  with  the  University  of  Dublin, 
the  House,  he  was  sure,  would  recognise 
the  natnes  of  Professor  Lloyd,  Professor 
M'Cullagh,  who  had  been  mentioned  by 
the  hon.  Member,  and  to  vhom  recently 
the  Copley  prize  had  been  awarded  by  the 
Boyal  Society  fur  his  beautiful  researches 
respecting  light — Sir  William  Hamilton, 
the  ABtronomer  Royal;  Dr.  Robinson,  the 
astronomer  at  Armagh ;  Dr<  Wall,  well 
known  to  (he  right  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garTon,  [Mi.  Sheil:  Hearf] — and  one  of 
the  most  distinguished  echmars  of  these 
times  in  the  ancient  oriental  languages. 
He  might  appeal  to  an  hon.  Member  whom 
he  saw  opposite,  the  Member  for  Kendal, 
whether  these  names,  as  well  as  many 
others  whom  he  might  enumerate,  such  as 
Professors  Kane  and  Apjobn,  were  not 
well  known  and  acknowledge  by  every 
man  of  science  in  Europe,  as  persons  of 
whom  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  might 
justly  be  proud.  And  now  with  respect  to 
theologians — he  supposed  the  hon.  Member 
would  not  deny  that  Bishop  O'Brien  was 
eminent  as  a  theologian.  Doctor  O'Brien 
had  been  a  Fellow ;  Doctor  Elriiigton  and 
Doctor  Singer  were  at  present  connected 
with  Dublin  College.  It  would  be  unfair 
and  invidious  to  institute  a  comparison  be- 
tween the  Fellows  of  one  University  and 
those  of  another ;  but  when  the  hon.  Meoi' 
her  spoke  of  the  Fellows  of  Dublin  College 
being  unoccupied  and  not  distinguished  as 
authors,  he  must  remind  the  House,  that 
while  in  the  two  great  English  Universi- 
ties, there  were,  as  he  believed,  more  than 
900  Fellows— in  Dublin  there  were  hut 
thirty,  and  of  those  thirty,  the  twenty- 
three  junior  Fellows  were  engaged  In  the 
education  of  a  body  of  young  men  not 
much  inferior  in  point  of  numbers  to  the 
undergraduates  at  either  of  the  English 
Univenities.  He  did  not  know  the  precise 
number  of  undergraduates  at  Oxford  or 
Cambridge,  but  there  was  considerably 
more  than  1,SQ0  in  Dublin  College  under 
the  instruction  of  the  twenty-three  junior 
Fellows.  With  respect  to  the  seven  senior 
Fellows,  he  could  assure  the  House  these 
offices  were  anytbine  but  sinecures;  in  the 
fir«t  place,  as  the  Board  of  the  College, 
they  bad  die  whole  direction  and  manage' 
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ment  and  supervision  of  that  great  institu  ~ 
tion,  and  the  estates  and  everything  con- 
nected with  it;  in  addition  to  which,  most 
of  them  were  Professors,  and  in  that  capa~ 
city  had  onerous  duties  to  perform — and 
they  had,  further,  the  preparation  for  the 
fellowship  examinations,  which  it  must 
be  obvious  required  a  constant  course  of 
severe  study.  He  would  now  say  a  very 
few  words  on  the  other  subject  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  referred.  Tbe  hon. 
Member  had  urged  as  a  matter  of  reproach, 
that  the  Dublin  Univeruty  was  repre- 
sented in  that  House  by  two  persons,  nei- 
ther of  whom  had  been  educated  there. 
Now,  as  far  as  his  right  ban.  Friend  and 
Colleague  was  concerned,  he  must  deny 
that  this  could  justly  be  said  to  be  the 
case.  His  right  hon.  Friend  had  gone 
through  the  whole  course,  or  nearly  the 
whole  course,  of  his  education  at  Dublin 
College  }  and  although  it  was  true  that  he 
had  afterwards  gone  to  Oxford  for  a  short 
time,  and  taken  his  d^ree  of  A.B.  there, 
substantially  he  had  received  his  education 
in  Dublin  College.  With  regard  to  him- 
self, he  had  to  acknowledge  that  he  was 
open  to  the  reproach  of  the  hon.  Member ; 
and  be  acknowledged  he  had  felt  it  to  be 
an  objection  to  him.  But,  because  he  had 
been  elected,  it  was  by  no  means  fair  to 
raise  the  inference  that  there  was  any  want 
of  persons  who  had  been  educated  in  Dublin 
College  eminently  ciuali6ed,  much  better 

Jualified  than  he  was,  to  represent  (hat 
Iniversity,  so  far  as  talents  and  collegiate 
attainments  were  concerned.  He  would  say 
nothing  of  bis  right  hon.  Friend  near  him 
(the  At(omey  General  for  Ireland),  further 
than  this,  that  every  one  who  knew 
that  right  hon.  Gentleman,  most  know 
that  in  point  of  talents  and  acquirements 
he  was  eminently  fitted  to  represent  the 
University  where  he  had  graduated.  Be- 
sides the  Attorney  GeneilBl,  he  had  had, 
as  his  competitor,  a  gentleman  formerly  a 
Fellow,  now  a  Professor,  in  that  Uuiver- 
sity*  Dr.  LoRg6eld,  a  gentleman  whom  he 
did  not  hesitate  to  acknowledge  was  greatly 
his  superior  in  talenls  and  academical  ac- 
quirements, and  who  certainly  would  have 
represented  the  Univeinty  with  great  abi- 
lity. But  the  fact  was,  the  constituency 
of  the  University  of  Dublin  consisted  now 
of  nearly  2,000  persons — the  resident  gen- 
try and  clergy  of  Ireland,  as  well  as  tbe  Fel- 
lows and  scholars  of  the  College — and  it  did 
happen  that  there  were  other  considerations 
involved — the    recollections,    perhaps,    ha 
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had  been  engaged,  and  eipecially  those  for 
the  citj  of  Dublin,  which  had  excited  so 
much  interest — had  induced  the  coDstitu. 
ency  to  prefer  him  (though  he  had  not 
come  forward  of  Limgelfj  to  others  far 
more  distinguished  for  talents  and  acquire- 
ments, and  in  mtaj  respects  much  better 
SialiBed  to  represent  the  Uoiversiiy  of 
uhlin  than  himself.  He  should  now 
proceed  to  notice  the  objecticms  which  had 
been  made  to  the  preient  constituiion  of 
Dublin  Universitr>  The  first  of  thoee 
objections  was  its  Protestant  character. 
Now,  in  reference  to  this,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  maintain  that  it  was  a  Protestiint 
institution,  and  founded  for  Protestant 
purposes  and  objects.  Really,  consideiing 
the  time  when  it  was  founded,  the  drtum- 
stances  of  the  country  tit  that  period,  and 
the  parties  vho  bad  been  prtDcl{NJiy  instru- 
mental in  its  foundation,  he  did  not  think 
tbatanj  hon.  Member  could  argue  seriously 
that  it  was  not  founded  and  designed  for 
Protettant  purposes.  Could  it  be  supposed 
that  Queen  Elisabeth  at  that  time,  and 
under  the  then  circumstances  of  Ireland, 
could  have  contemplated  anything  hut  an 
institution  for  promoting  the  principles  of 
the  Reformation?  Could  it  be  supposed 
that  Archbishop  Loftus,  and  Usher,  and 
Burleigh,  in  those  limes — or  Bishop  Bedell 
and  Archbishop  Laud,  and  Sir  William 
Temple,  and  Jeremy  Taylor,  in  later  timet 
— all  of  whom  had  been  engaged  in  fram- 
ing the  constitution  and  statutes  of  the 
University,  could  hare  intetided  that  it 
should  bare  been  placed  under  a  mixed 
government  of  Protestants  and  Roman  Ca- 
tholic! ?  The  statutes  of  the  UniTerwty 
were  in  themselves  quite  clear  upon  that 
pcnnt ;  and  those  statutes  were  confirmed 
by  the  Act  of  Uniformity  and  several  other 
Acts  of  Parliament  to  which  he  might  re- 
fer. But  while  the  character  of  the  Uni- 
versity was  essentially  Protestant  in  re^^ect 
of  its  governing  body,  it  was  most  tolerant 
and  liberal  in  respect  to  the  admission  of 
students,  and  in  affording  to  students  every 
opportunity  both  of  distinction  and  emolu- 
ment that  was  conautent  with  the  consti- 
tution of  the  University.  He  was  aware 
that  this  sutriect  had  been  referred  to  on 
former  occasions;  but  he  thought  it  right, 
notwithstanding,  that  the  House  should  be 
again  informed  how  the  matter  really  was 
in  those  respects.  In  the  first  place,  it 
should  be  understood  that  there  was  no  test 
whatever  on  entrance,  or  with  reference  to 
any  degree,  except  degrees  in  divinity ;  the 
Oub  of  Alliance  was  all  that  wureqaiied 


on  the  taking  of  any  degree,  except  divinity. 
And  next,  with  respect  lo  the  honours  and 
flnoluments  of  the  College,  there  were  thirty 
dzarships,  objects  both  of  honour  and  ad- 
vantage, open  equally  to  Roman  Catholics 
and  Protestants  ;  and  no  imputation  of  un- 
fairness or  partiality  had  ever  been  imputed 
to  those  who  conducted  the  examinations  of 
Dublin  College.  All  the  University  ho- 
nours at  the  term  examinations,  and  the 
gold  medals  at  the  examination  for  degrees, 
were  open  equally  to  Roman  Catholics  and 
Protestants ;  so  were  the  University  degrees, 
except  in  divinity ;  k>  were  the  vice-chan- 
cellor's prises — prizes  in  English,  Latin, 
and  Greelc,  prose  and  vene;  the  Primate's 
Flebrew  price.  Law's  mathematical  prises, 
the  Berlieley  gold  medals,  the  prizes  for 
modem  languages;  in  history,  the  medical 
prises,  those  in  Biblical  Greek,  those  in  the 
Irish  language,  and  which,  for  the  last  two 
years,  had  been  gained  by  the  Roman 
Catholics:  the  moderatorships,  or  highest 
honours  in  mathematics,  dosucs,  ethics, 
and  lo^c  ;  premiums  in  political  economy, 
catechetical  premiums,  Hebrew  premiums^ 
the  exhibitions  (which  were  emoluments) 
from  schools  of  the  foundation  of  Erasmus 
Smith,  at  Diogheda,  Ennis,  Galwav,  and 
Tipperary ;  the  royal  schoUrsbips,  twenty- 
five  in  number,  and  from  SOL  lo  30/.  in 
value,  from  the  schools  of  Armagh,  Dun- 
gannon,  Knniskillen,  and  Middleion,  and 
the  two  Lloyd  exhibitions.  These  honours 
and  emoluments  were  open  to  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, equally  with  Protestants,  among  the 
students  in  Dublin  College.  He  would 
now  come  to  the  higher  offices  in  the  Uni- 
versity; and  he  was  enabled  to  state,  that 
the  following  offices  and  professorships  were 
open  equally  to  Roman  Catholics  and  Pro- 
testants : — the  professorship  of  English  law, 
the  regius  professorship  of  physic,  the  high 
office  of  astronomer  royal,  the  professorship 
of  French  and  German,  of  Italian  and 
Spanish,  of  political  economy,  of  civil  en- 
gineering, the  lectureship  in  natural  his- 
tory, the  professonhip  of  moral  philosophy, 
and  of  the  Irish  language.  With  regard, 
however,  to  the  two  latter,  although  there 
was  no  rule  to  exclude  Roman  Catholics, 
yet  he  felt  bound  to  ssy  in  candour,  from 
their  connexion  with  divinity  students,  it 
was  not  likely  that  the  Board  could  feel 
warranted  in  appointing  a  Roman  Catholic, 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundalk 
had  been  kind  enough  to  point  his  attention 
to  the  Act  of  Eliiabeth,  and  to  subsequent 
Acts,  by  which,  as  be  thought,  it  was  ne- 
cessary that  all  professors  2iould  moke  a 
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declBTBtion  of  conformity  to  the  Established 
Church.  He,  though  he  had  not  had  the 
opportunit]' of  examining  the  Statute  Book 
unce  hb  hon.  Friend  had  spoken,  could  not 
help  thinking  that  these  Acts  must  have 
been  aubsequently  repealed.  At  all  events, 
he  felt  sure  they  were  obsolete,  and  that, 
in  point  of  fact,  no  sucii  declaration  of 
confonnity  was  exacted  in  the  cases  he  had 
enumerated.  If  the  House  would  bear  with 
him  for  a  short  time  longer,  he  would  now 
enumerate  the  offices  which  were  not  open 
to  Roman  Catbolica,  and  the  reasons  on 
account  of  which  Roman  Catholics  were 
ineligible  to  those  offices.  Ho  was  sorry 
to  trespass  so  long  upon  the  indulgence  of 
the  House,  but  it  was  really  important  to 
the  University  he  had  the  honour  to  repre- 
sent that  these  matters  should  be  clearly 
understood.  The  Urst  office  from  which 
Roman  Catholics  were  excluded,  was  the 
provostship.  He  thought  it  could  bescarcely 
necessary  for  him  to  defend  that  eicluiion. 
There  was  no  one,  be  thought,  in  that 
House,  whatever  might  be  his  religion, 
who  could  say  that,  cousidering  the  objects 
and  constitution  of  the  College,  it  would  be 
at  all  consistent  with  the  nature  of  that 
high  office  that  it  should  be  filled  by  any 
one  but  a  member  of  the  Established 
Church.  Roman  Catholics  were  rendered 
ineligible  by  the  letters  patent  of  Charles  I., 
by  the  College  statutes,  by  several  Acts  of 
Parliament,  the  Act  of  Uniformity,  and  the 
Act  of  1793.  The  same  arguments  and 
reasons  were  applicable  to  the  office  of  vice- 
provoetsbip.  The  nature,  also,  of  the  office 
of  the  Fellows,  their  being  engaged  in  the 
religious  as  well  as  general  education  of  the 
Protestant  students,  appeared  to  him  to 
justify  and  render  necessary  the  exclusion 
of  Roman  Catholics  in  reference  to  the  fel- 
lowships. It  was  expressly  declared  by  the 
College  statutes,  that  all  Fellows,  except 
three,  should  take  priests'  orders  in  the  Es- 
tablished Church,  clearly  proving  the  ob- 
ject of  those  offices.  By  the  College 
statutes,  also,  Roman  Catholics  were  ex- 
cluded expressly.  The  same  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment, moreover,  which  applied  to  the  pro- 
vostsbips,  applied  to  the  fellowships.  The 
professorships  of  divinity  must  obviously 
be  confined  to  members  of  the  Established 
Church.  The  professor  of  Greek,  by  the 
College  statutes,  must  be  one  of  the  FeU 
lowSf  and,  as  such,  a  Protestant.  The 
professors  on  the  foundation  of  Erasmus 
Smith— a  jirivatc  foundation— must  be 
Fellows,  and,  as  such,  Protestants.  The 
three  University  prgfeBtonhipa  of  anatomy. 


chemistry,  and  botany,  by  the  Act  of  the 
25th  George  111.,  for  establishing  a  achoot 
of  physic,  were  open  to  Protestants  of  all 
countries  ;  and  of  course,  by  infereaee^ 
Roman  Catholics  were  excluded.  With  re- 
gard  to  the  scholarships,  as  the  cue  was 
now  pending,  he  could  say  nothing  on  the 
subject.  The  professor  of  civil  law,  bv  the 
King's  letter  of  1666,  must  be  a  Fellow. 
He  had  now,  he  believed,  enumerated 
every  honour,  every  office,  and  every  ento- 
lument  connected  with  the  Universitj  of 
Dublin ;  he  had  stated  what  were,  and 
what  were  not,  open  to  Roman  Catholic*, 
and  the  reasons;  and  he  trusted  there 
would  be  no  further  misapprehensioD  on 
the  subject.  But  there  was  another  natter 
of  complaint  urged  against  Trinity  College, 
which  he  felt  hornii  to  notice.  In  a  peti- 
tion which  had  been  presented  to  the 
House,  signed  by  many  most  respectable 
individuals,  and  in  the  speech  of  the  bon. 
Member,  it  had  been  imputed  to  that  C<4- 
lege  that  it  was  defective  in  many  import- 
ant branches  of  practical  education.  Now, 
in  the  first  place,  he  must  remind  the 
House  that  a  University  was  not  intended 
to  be  a  mere  mechanics'  institution,  and 
that  the  higher  branches  of  knowledge  and 
science  should  occupy  the  highest  places  in 
a  course  of  University  education.  But  be 
thought,  in  practical  matters.  Trinity  Col- 
lege might  challenge  a  comparison  with 
any  other  College  in  the  Empire.  H« 
could  state  how  matters  were  in  this  re- 
spect: an  engineering  school,  which  was 
well  attended,  bad  been  established  by  tiM 
Board — lectures  were  given  in  that  schwit 
by  three  of  the  Fellows,  aa  also  by  Mr. 
Oldham  and  Dr.  Apjohn,  on  the  practical 
application  of  chemistry,  mineralogy,  and 
mechanics,  to  engineering — and  they  had 
placed  Sir  John  Alacneill  at  the  head  of 
that  school,  who  affordod  the  class  the  beat 
opportunities  of  a  pntctical  acquaintaaoa 
with  that  subject.  There  was  also  a  pro- 
fessorship of  geology,  recently  held  by  a 
distinguished  geologist,  Mr.  Phillips  wboae 
remonl  from  Dublin  was  a  matter  of  groat 
regret.  There  was  a  public  course  of  lec- 
tures, OS  .  well  as  a  private  one,  in  that 
school.  In  botany  there  was  an  herbarium 
formed;  an  admirable  collection  was  pur- 
chased, and  Mr.  Harvey,  a  well-knoam 
botanist,  made  curator ;  in  soology  then 
was  a  museum  open  to  the  public,  aod 
Mr.  Ball  appointed  director.  He  believed 
that  the  means  which  had  been  taken  by 
Trinity  College  to  advance  the  study  of 
naturd  history  were  estimated  by  Datunl- 
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ittfl  JD  tbifl  country,  and  tbat  he  might 
appeal  also  on  tliii  lubject  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kendal.  Then  there  was  the 
magnetical  obKryatory,  under  Professor 
Lloyd,  established  at  great  expense  by  the 
Board  of  Trinity  College,  in  which,  during 
the  last  six  yoais,  moit  important  observa- 
tioni  had  been  made,  from  whi<^  there 
could  be  no  doubt  interesting  and  valuable 
reiolts  woold  arise.  There  were  also  lec- 
ture* in  political  economy,  moral  pbilo- 
sopby,  and  biblical  Greek.  He  thought 
he  had  stated  eoouf^h  to  prove  that  the 
promotion  of  study  in  practical  matters  was 
not  neglected  by  the  Fellows  of  Trinity 
College.  He  would,  however,  repeat,  that 
they  conudered  as  paramount  a  certain 
pn^rets  in  the  usual  University  branches 
of  classics  and  science,  and  that  they  there* 
fore  withheld  certificates  for  attendances 
OD  these  new  courses,  unless  the  students 
should  have  passed  through  the  science  and 
I'lnwi'*''!  course  of  the  first  year.  Ha  tvas 
sorry  to  have  occupied  so  much  of  the  time 
of  the  House.  He  would  resist  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member,  because  he  could  not 
hut  think  tbat  it  nas  most  inexpedient  and 
unnecessary  to  subject  gentlemen  of  the 
highest  attabmenbf,  who  had  devoted  them- 
selves for  many  years  to  the  education  of 
youth,  to  the  unpleasantness  of  an  inquiry, 
as  the  hon.  Member  proposed,  into  the 
amonnt  and  items  of  their  income.  The 
House  ought  to  recollect  that  these  wen 
mni  who,  from  their  talents  and  acquire- 
ments, must  certainly  have  risen  in  other 
profeiBions  to  the  highest  embence.  The 
income  of  the  senior  Fellows  had  been 
lUted  at  2,000/.  a  year :  this  he  believed  to 
be  an  exaggeration.  He  had  reason  to 
suppose  tbat  1,600/.  was  the  highest  emo- 
lument which  any  senior  Fellow  enjoyed 
in  any  capacity  from  the  College.  But  even 
if  the  amount  were  2,000/.  a  year,  he 
Bhould  hi  sorry  to  think  that  there  was  any 
one  who  would  grudge  even  that  amount 
as  the  recompense  for  the  successful  culti- 
vation of  the  highest  talents,  end  for  the 
devotion  of  twenty  or  thirty  years  to  the 
education  of  the  youth  of  Ireland.  He 
further  resisted  the  Motion,  becauee  be 
oould  see  no  reason  why,  if  an  inquiry  were 
to  be  made  into  the  revenues  of  1  rinity 
Cdlege,  Dublin,  a  similar  inquiry  should 
not  be  made  into  the  revenues  of  Trinity 
College,  Cambridge,  and  King's  College, 
any  other  College  which  had  the  reputation 
of  being  wesitby.  Nocaseof  abuse  had  been 
made  out.  The  bon.  Member  had  been 
obliged  to  rest  his  case  upon  what  he  called 
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the  ^gantic  connubiality  uf  the  system  in 
Dublin  College.  He  would  not  enter  now 
into  the  question  of  the  expediency  or  inex- 
pediency of  permitting  the  Fellows  to 
marry.  That,  however,  was  a  Government 
question — not  grounds  for  such  an  inquiry 
as  was  proposed.  Many  hon.  Members  had 
almost  strained  their  consciences  to  support 
the  Irish  Colleges  Bill.  He  would  confess 
tbat  he  was  one  of  them.  He  bad  sup- 
ported it  because  he  believed  tbat  education 
was  wanted  among  the  middle  classes  in 
Ireland;  and  be  sincerely  hoped  and  trusted 
the  measure  would  have  a  salutary  and 
happy  effect  upon  the  social  condition  of 
that  country  ;  but  he  warned  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government  against  attempting  to 
carry  further  the  principle  of  that  measure. 
Its  principle  was  scarcely  upheld  by  any 
one — though  the  particular  measure  was 
thought  juBtI6Bble  under  the  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances of  Ireland.  But  it  was  most  es- 
sential it  should  be  understood  that  tbesame 
principle  was  not  to  be  applied  to  the  other 
institutions.  Great  concessions  had  re- 
cently been  made,  and  were  still  making, 
with  the  hope  of  conciliating  the  Catholics 
of  Ireland.  The  conciliadon  that  people 
hoped  for  would  certainly  be  marred,  and 
discoid  and  distrust  excited,  if  the  Protest- 
ants were  to  see  that  each  concession  was 
made  the  ground  of  fresh  aggression — and  if, 
after  institutions  being  created  fur  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  of  Ireland,  which  Protestants 
thought  questionable  in  their  mixed  go- 
vernment and  the  character  of  their  educa- 
tion, attempts  were  to  be  countenanced  to 
apply  a  similar  principle  to  institutions 
which  the  Protestants  of  Ireland  looked 
upon  as  their  own.  After  thanking  the 
House  for  the  patient  attention  with  which 
be  had  been  listened  to,  Mr.  Hamilton  con- 
cluded by  expressing  his  intention  of  offer- 
ing bis  most  strenuous  apposition  to  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Wycombe. 
Mr.  Warburlon  said,  that  the  question 
before  the  House  was  not  the  number  of 
great  men  which  Trinity  College  had  pro- 
duced, but  whether  the  objects  for  which 
the  University  had  been  established  bad 
been  fully  accomplished  according  to  the 
purposes  described  in  its  charters.  What 
were  the  purposes  for  which  the  College 
had  been  established  ?  What  were  the  cir- 
cumstances under  which  the  fellowships 
and  scholarships  were  founded?  They 
ought  to  consider  those  queatlons  atten- 
tively, and  whether  they  had  been  fully 
carried  out,  and,  if  not  carried  out,  in  what 
particulars  they  had  been  neglected. 
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object  of  tbe  Motion  of  the  bon.  Member 
was  tu  ascertain  bj  a  Comnufsion,  to  be 
appointed  bj  Her  Majeaty,  if  the  objects 
for  which  tbe  Univenit}'  waa  eitablished 
had  been  carried  into  efiect,  and  if  the 
money  which  was  appropriated  to  that 
purpoae  had  been  properly  expended.  The 
original  objects  seemed  to  be  of  a  moat 
comprehenrire  character  —  to  teach  tbe 
liberal  arts;  and  it  appeared  from  tbe 
original  charter  that  at  tbe  period  of  its 
eaCabliihrnent  the  University  was  so  fully 
adequate  to  tbe  teaching  of  the  inhabitants 
of  Ireland,  that  teaching  the  liberal  arts  in 
any  other  institution  in  Ireland  was  con- 
sidered wholly  unnecessary.  That  wa«  the 
nsture  of  the  original  charter  in  1592; 
hut  there  was  a  subsequent  charter  of 
Charles  I.,  iu  1637,  and  in  that  charter  it 
would  appear,  foim  the  Bums  appropriated 
u  stipends  to  tbe  provost.  Fellows,  and 
scholars,  that  tbey  possessed  but  small 
emoluments.  The  provost  was  by  that 
charter  alloired  lOOL  per  annum,  tbe  seven 
senior  Fellows  were  allowed  31.  13t.  4d, 
each,  and  the  four  junior  Fellows  3^  per 
annum.  It  was  true  that  money  was  at 
that  time  of  a  different  value  from  tbe  pre- 
sent;  but  allowine  forthat difference,  tbe 
emoluments  of  the  provost  and  Fellows 
was  at  that  time  very  much  below  wbst  it 
was  under  (be  present  systems  They  ougbt, 
therefore,  to  consider  whether  there  were 
under  the  existing  system  a  larger  amount 
of  profit  and  emolument  given  to  the  pro- 
vost and  Fellows  than  tbe  amount  wbicb 
was  intended  to  be  given  by  that  charter. 
Id  Hizabeth's  time,  the  fellowsbips  were 
established  under  a  system  calculated  to 
encourage  the  acquisition  of  learning  and 
the  cultivation  of  tbe  liberal  arts,  which 
purposes  it  was  intended  to  accomplish  by 
a  rapid  succession  of  Fellows.  In  Cam- 
bridge and  Oxford  the  fellowships  were 
rendered  conducive  to  the  encouragement 
of  learning,  by  restrictions,  in  some  cases, 
to  a  certain  number  of  years,  or  by  becom- 
ing vacated  on  tbe  marriage  of  the  person 
holding  tbe  fellowship,  or  bis  being  ap- 
pointed to  a  livi^  beyond  a  certain 
amount  of  value.  There  was  no  sufficient 
reason  why  an  inquiry  should  not  be  made 
into  the  amount  of  emolument  which  the 
Fellows  in  Trinity  College  received  under 
the  existing  system,  and  into  the  regula* 
tioDS  under  which  those  fellowships  were 
now  held ;  and  if  it  were  ascertained  that 
those  regulations,  and  the  emoluments  of 
the  fellowships,  were  not  in  accordance 
with  the  charter,  then  ia  that  case  tbe 
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original  regulations  ougbt  to  be  enftvced, 
if  tbey  were  found  to  be  better  calculated 
for  the  encouragement  of  learning  and  the 
cultivation  of  the  liberal  arts.  It  appeared 
by  tbe  charter  of  Charles  I.  that  Fellows 
were  not  permitted  to  marry — that  if  any 
one  contracted  marriage  during  his  fellow- 
ship, it  should  be  vacated;  and  in  1811 
the  Fellows  themselves,  it  appeared,  agreed, 
ns  every  one  would  be  supposed  to  do  who 
hod  read  the  charter  of  Charles  I.,  that 
such  was  the  meaning  of  the  words  of  the 
charter.  If  this  regulation  were  for  the 
encouragement  of  learning,  had  they  not  a 
right  to  inquire  as  to  why  it  had  been  de- 
parted from  ?  In  Trinity  CoU^e,  Dublin, 
and  in  Trinity  College,  Cambridge,  from 
precisely  ^e  same  premises,  they  arrived 
at  the  very  oppoate  conclunons.  In  Tri- 
nity College,  Cambridge,  it  was  held  that 
tbe  rapid  succession  of  fellowships,  being 
held,  as  they  were,  for  no  longer  than  seven 
years  after  being  obtained,  unless  the  par- 
ties took  holy  orders,  was  conducive  to  tbe 
encouragement  of  learning  within  the 
University.  In  Trinity  Colle^,  Dublin, 
somehow  or  other,  those  to  whom  the  re- 
gulation of  this  matter  was  referred,  were 
acting  upon  the  very  apposite  principle. 
If  this  alone  were  the  question  to  be 
raised  before  such  a  Commission,  he 
thought  it  was  but  fit  that  a  Royal  Com- 
mission should  be  issued  by  Her  Majesty 
in  reference  to  it.  Seeing  that  the  ptac- 
tice  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  was  so 
opposed  to  the  practice,  in  this  respect,  of 
the  Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
and  that  tbe  general  belief,  in  these  latter, 
was,  that  the  rapid  successian  of  fellowships 
tended  to  give  encouragement  to  learning 
at  an  early  period  of  life,  he  must  say  that 
this  subject  alone  deserved  the  attention  of 
Her  M^esty'g  Government,  and  that,  on 
this  sutrject  alone  they  should  issue  a 
Boyal  Commission  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
quiry. His  hon.  Friend  bad  also  made 
out  sufficient  grounds  for  the  appointment, 
by  the  Government,  of  a  Commisuon  of 
Inquiry,  in  order  to  see  whether  or  not 
tbe  funds  of  the  Coll^  had  been  diverted 
from  their  original  purpose.  And  bet« 
too,  when  tbe  College  waa  open  to  stu- 
dents of  tbe  Catholic  persuasioo,  who 
might  ohoose  to  attend  it,  and  where  they 
might  talie  degrees,  it  appeared  to  him 
that,  considering  the  changes  of  time  and 
circumstances,  it  was  well  deserving  of  in> 
quiry,  whether  the  impediments  whidi 
now  existed  to  conferring  offices  of  emolu* 
ment  upoa  them  could  not  be  gttatly  re> 
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be  thronn  open  to  a  much  greater  extent 
than  thef  nere  at  present.  The  right 
hon.  SecreUrj  for  Ireland  laid  that  the 
funds  which  supponed  Trinity  College 
were  not  public  but  private  fundi.  Ab  to 
the  case  of  Scotland,  with  regard  to  four 
out  of  the  fire  UniverritieR  in  that  coun- 
tiy,  the  original  funds  by  which  they 
were  endowed,  were  funds  granted  to 
them  by  various  Popes,  who  were  in  their 
day  encouragers  of  learning.  But  the 
funds  in  tbi*  case,  by  which  Trinity  Col- 
lie, Dublin,  was  endowed,  were  not  con- 
ferred upon  it  by  Popes,  but  were  derived 
from  the  property  m  the  Earl  of  Des- 
mond, and  other  great  proprietors  whose 
property  wa«  confiscated.  The  argu- 
ment, therefore,  that  in  the  one  case 
public  property  was  made  use  of,  and  not 
in  the  other,  fell  to  the  ground.  This  _ 
perty  of  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  belonged 
to  the  Crown  before  it  was  conferred  upon 
ibat  College  for  public  purposes.  The 
funds  for  the  support  of  Trinity  College, 
Dublin,  wore,  to  all  intents,  as  much 
public  funds  as  if  they  were  procured  from 
the  Consolidated  Fund.  In  the  case  of 
this  College,  they  had  already  the  whole 
establishment,  with  its  buildings,  at  their 
command ;  and  they  had  every  facility  for 
opening  it  more  widely  to  tbo  Catholics 
than  before ;  and  he,  therefore,  thought 
that  their  best  course  would  be— leaving 
to  the  Protestants  their  existing  funds  and 
the  foundation,  so  far  as  they  were  strictly 
applicable  to  Protestant  uses— to  endow 
new  fellowships  and  professorships,  to 
which  Catholics  might  be  eligible,  and 
have,  equally  with  their  Protestant  breth- 
ren, a  reward  thus  held  out  for  their  exer- 
tions. It  was  but  right  that  the  benefiu 
of  the  education  to  he  procured  at  the  Col- 
lege should,  in  every  respect,  he  more 
widely  extended  to  the  Roman  Catholics ; 
and  to  this  end,  the  objectionable  practices 
at  variance  with  the  intention  of  the 
founders  of  the  College  should  be  removed. 
He  thought  that  there  were  good  grounds 
iD  this  case  for  iuquiry,  and  he  would,  there- 
fore, cheerfully  vote  with  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  who  moved  for  the  Com- 
mission. 

Sir  R.  H.  TngUt  obserred,  that  the  hon. 
and  gallant  OScei;  who  introduced  this 
subject,  appealed  to  him  and  claimed  bis 
vote,  on  the  ground  that  in  a  former  debate 
he  had  promised  to  support  a  Motion  for 
Commission  of  Inquiry  in  any  case  in  which 
an  abuse  might  be  alleged  and  proved.  Ad. 


milling  bis  words  to  have  been  correctly 
quoted,  he  still  contended  that  tbey  did  not 
properly  apply  to  the  subject  then  before 
the  House.  An  abuse,  indeed,  was  alleged, 
but  an  abuse  was  not  proved.  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Officer  found  only  two  things 
which  he  termed  abuses,  and  which  alone 
the  most  jealous  scrutiny  could  discover  in 
the  history  and  present  state  of  Trinity 
College:  and  these  were,  in  the  first  place, 
that  the  income  of  the  College  was  50,000/. 
a  year,  and,  secondly,  that  Fellows  were 
le^Iy  allowed  to  marry.  As  to  the  first, 
it  was  not  necessarily  an  abuse,  even  if 
the  statement  of  fact  were  correct.  But, 
in  point  of  fact,  when  tbey  analysed  the 
amount  of  income,  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  University  (Mr.  Hamilton), 
it  turoed  out  that  only  21,000/.  of  that 
income  could  be  considered  as  the  income  of 
the  University,  as  such,  the  remaining 
thousands  being  as  completely  the  personal 
earnings  of  theindividualFellowsand  others, 
as  were  the  earnings  of  any  man  in  a  par- 
ticular profesaon  or  calling  in  the  world. 
It  was  as  unreasonable  to  include  the  in- 
come derived  from  their  pupils  in  the  ag- 
gregate emoluments  of  the  College,  as  it 
would  be  to  include  the  fees  of  Dr.  Cham- 
bers, or  Sir  Benjamin  BrodJe,  or  any 
other  of  the  eminent  men  connected  with 
the  London  Colleges  of  Physicians  or  of 
Surgeons,  in  the  aggregate  income  of  those 
institutions.  TbeincomeofprofeasorBshould 
not,  therefore,  be  regarded  as  an  abuse  or 
grievance,  which  warranted  the  issue  of  a 
Royal  Commission.  The  ban.  Member  for 
Kendal  (Mr.  Warburton)  laid  particular 
stress  upon  the  other  point — the  marriage 
of  the  Fellows.  It  was  not  for  him  (Sir 
R.  H.  Inglis)  to  state  now,  as  a  general 
proposition,  that  he  would  or  that  be  would 
not  defend  the  introduction  of  such  a  sys. 
tern  into  the  College.  He  was,  however, 
at  liberty  to  coDsider  it  as  a  fact  before  the 
House.  But  did  not  the  fact  itself  as  it 
stood,  even  on  the  hon.  Gentleman's  own 
showing,  prove  that  if  such  a  system  were 
wrong,  it  could  be  remedied  by  (he  same 
authority  as  permitted  it  to  exist  ?  The 
celibacy  of  the  Fellows  was  first  prescribed 
by  the  Sovereign  and  visitors,  and  af^er* 
wards  relaxed  by  the  same  authority.  In 
1611,  the  obligation  to  celibacy  was  aMin 
restored,  and  recently  relaxed;  and  u  it 
were  advisable  to  restore  again  the  original 
obligation  to  celibacy,  the  Cmwn  mi^ht 
efiect  diat  without  a  formal  visitatorial  in- 
quiry. The  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  stated 
that  Trinity  College  was  founded  on  the 
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site  of  the  Monastery  of  AllhBllowa,  and 
endowed  from  the  lands  of  the  Earl  of 
Desmond.  That  was  an  error  of  memory; 
for  the  Monastery  of  Allbatlon's  was  alie- 
nated hy  Henry  VIII.  to  the  Mayor  and 
citizens  of  Duhlin ;  and  it  was  not  tii] 
half  a  century  aftetnards  that  it  was  made 
the  site  of  ibe  present  University.  And 
under  what  circumstances  was  the  Univer- 
sity founded?  Adam  Loftus,  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin,  applied  to  the  citizens  of 
Dublin,  and  told  them  what  advantage  it 
would  be  to  themselves  and  their  children, 
and  "  how  many  stories  high  it  would  raise 
the  foundations  of  their  fortunes"'^ for 
that  was  his  language^if  they  would  make 
a  voluntary  grant  of  the  foundation  of  All- 
hallowsMonastery,  for  thepurpose  of  raising 
thereon  his  new  College  and  University. 
Stimulated  hy  his  exhortations  they  made 
the  grant ;  but  so  far  from  the  College  hav- 
ing been  built  by  the  plunder  taken  from 
Roman  Catholic  proprietors,  the  Lord  De- 
puty and  Lords  of  the  Council  sent  letters 
to  every  barony  in  Ireland,  urging  them  to 
contribute  to  the  erection  of  the  College. 
And  such  was  their  confidence  in  the  way 
in  which  that  appeal  would  be  met,  that 
in  a  few  days  aKer  the  issue  of  those 
letters,  the  first  stone  of  the  College  was 
laid— he  (Sir  H.  Inglis)  thought  it  was  in 
March,  1594 — and  such  was  the  liberality 
of  the  people  of  Ireland,  that  in  less  than 
two  years  from  the  laying  of  the  first  stone, 
students  were  admitted.  This  College  was 
as  purely  a  Protestant  institutiun  a.s  the 
most  decided  advocate  of  the  cause  of  Pro- 
testantism could  desire.  It  was  said  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Kendal  that  in  the  charter 
itself  there  was  no  reference  to  the  word 
Protestant.  That  was  true  ;  but  could  any 
one  doubt  whether  Queen  £li;!abeth  had 
any  other  object  in  view  in  founding  that 
College  than  the  promotion  of  the  Pro- 
testant faith  i  The  charter  was  to  be  in- 
terpreted by  the  state  of  the  law  and  the 
state  of  public  opinion  at  the  time.  The 
College  was  essentially  Protestant,  and  es- 
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vintor.  In  England  the  Archlnshop  of  Caa* 
terbury  was  the  visitor  of  one  College,  the 
Earl  of  Pembroke  of  another,  and  the 
Bishop  of  Winchester  of  others ;  but  then 
were  not  more  than  half  a  dosen  Collc^ 
of  which  the  Crown  was  the  direct  viiitor. 
In  Ireland  there  was  no  intermediate  visi- 
tor. Therefore,  in  Scotland,  if  any  improve- 
ment could  be  su^esled,  it  was  a  matter 
for  consideration  whether  the  Crown  should 
be  advised  to  issue  a  Commission  to  inqoire 
into  the  fact,  and  suggest  an  appropriate 
remedy.  But  in  Ireland  there  waa  a  visi- 
tor exactly  in  the  same  relation  to  the  Uni* 
veruty  as  the  visitora  of  the  Colleges  of  Ox- 
ford or  Cambridge ;  and,  therefore,  the  ana- 
logy  of  the  hon.  Memberfor  Kendal  did  not 
at  all  apply  to  the  case  more  immediately  un- 
der dtacnssion.  On  the  wholei  he  saw  do 
proof  of  any  abuse,  to  justify  any  inter- 
ference on  the  part  of  the  Crown  ia  ibe 
administration  of  private  funds,  or  even  of 
public  funds  confided  to  private  hands.  He 
should  therefore  oppose  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Hume  was  sorry  to  lee  that  this 
Motion  encountered  the  opposition  of  the 
Government.  Considering  that  their  policy 
during  the  whole  of  the  present  SeaiioD 
had  been,  or  appeared  to  be,  guided  by  a 
sincere  desire  to  conciliate  the  people  of 
Ireland,  he  thought  that,  on  this  occaaion, 
they  were  but  throwing  away  a  good  op- 
portunity of  so  doing,  as  this  would  bave 
been  one  means  of  succeeding  in  thnr  ob- 
ject. In  reference  to  the  charter  of  the 
College,  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  IngKs) 
said  that  mere  words  were  of  little  import- 
ance; but  were  the  words  in  bvour  of  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Baronet,  he  would  be  the 
last  person  to  say  so.  The  hon.  Baronet 
tried  tojustify  the  present  exclusive  system 
pursued  in  Dublin  by  the  apirit  of  the 
charter ;  but  that  document  did  not  bear 
out  the  hon.  Baronet's  conclusion.  On 
that  ground,  if  on  no  other,  they  should 
act  fairly  and  liberally.  He  considered, 
that,  even  if  the  College  had  been  insti- 
tuted to  exclude  all  classes  but  one  clan. 


pecially  designed  for  the  instruction  of  the  ]  the  time  had  now  come  when,  as  a 

"     "■       "     "  '    ititution,  they  should  consider  whether 

constitution  was  (it  and  proper,  and 
inconsistent — you  promote  the  visitation  of  |  whether  the  time  had  not  now  arrind 
the  Colleges  in  Scotland,  end  why  do  you  |  when  that  constitution  should  he  changed, 
not  promote  a  visitation  of  the  University  |  That  was  his  view  of  the  matter.  It  was 
in  Ireland }"  His  answer  was — prove  your  '.  said,  in  answer  to  the  hon.  and  gallant 
abuse  before  you  enforce  any  process  for  its  ,  Member  who  moved  for  this  inquiry,  that 
correction.  The  Universities  in  Scotland  ,  this  was  not  the  time  for  such  a  Motion, 
never  had  since  the  Revolution  any  autho- 1  But,  surely,  it  was  a  proper  time  to  bring 
rity  represented  in  England  by  what  was  |  forward  such  a  Motion,  when  Her  Maje>- 
called  a  visltor^hete  was  no  intermediate   ty's  Government  had  brought  forward  a 
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meuure  for  collepate  educAtiun  in  Ireland. 
The  object  of  his  hon.  Friend  in  now 
rooking  the  Motion,  wea,  that  thej  should 
first  see  how  the  assets  and  funds  already 
applied  to  the  purposes  of  education  in 
Ireland,  were  disposed  of.  Was  not  that 
a  reasonable  demand  ?  Ireland  should 
have  her  full  share  of  the  benefits  of  aca- 
demic education,  and  it  was  upon  that 
ground  that  he  supported  the  measure  of 
Her  Majeaty'i  Goremment ;  but  did  he 
not  act  right  in  aaking,  at  the  same  lime, 
for  nn  account  of  the  appropriation  of  the 
funds  already  existing  and  applied^  Nor 
was  this  Motion  suddenly  brought  forward. 
His  hon.  Friend  gave  notice  of  it  almost  on 
the  very  first  day  on  which  the  Irish  Col- 
kges  Bill  came  before  the  House,  and  only 
consented  to  postpone  it  from  time  to  lime 
to  meet  the  convenience  of  Ministers. 
They  should  give  the  Motion  the  same  ef- 
fect now,  as  if  it  had  been  brought  forward 
before.  It  was  unreasonable  on  the  part 
of  the  Government  to  call  upon  the  House 
to  vote  away  money  for  extending  acade< 
mic  education  in  Ireland,  without  holding 
themselves  ready  to  give  an  account  of  how 
the  present  funds  were  appropriated.  A 
Commission  had  been  issued  in  the  case 
of  the  Scotch  Universities;  but  it  was 
contended  that  that  was  np  precedent. 
He  regarded  it  as  a  precedent  directly 
in  point.  He  was  himself  the  person  who 
applied  for  that  Commission,  and  moved 
for  it  when  application  was  made  for  funds 
to  rebuild  Morischal  College,  Aberdeen. 
The  case  now,  with  respect  lo  Ireland  was 
similar.  In  ibe  one  case,  as  in  the  other, 
■here  was  an  application  for  money ;  and 
in  the  one  cose,  as  in  the  other,  should  in- 
quiry be  made.  As  long  as  the  exclusive 
system  continued  in  Ireland — as  long  as 
the  Protestant  party  were  treated  as  a  se- 
parate and  a  superior  class,  the  people  of 
Ireland  never  would  be,  and  never  ought 
to  be  contented.  And,  if  there  was  an 
exclusion  against  tlic  Roman  Catholics 
being  admitted  to  these  Colleges,  it  ought 
to  be  removed  now.  The  policy  of  the 
Government  demanded  that  it  should  be 
removed  ;  for  their  object  was  to  tranquil- 
lice  and  do  justice  to  Ireland,  and  un- 
lets perfect  equality  were  established,  that 
would  be  impossible. 

Mr.  Ltfroy  would  oppose  the  Motion, 
believing  that  its  object  was  to  open  the 
emoluments  of  Trinity  College,  not  only  to 
the  different  religions  in  Ireland,  but  to  all 
religions.  The  Statutes  to  which  the  hon. 
Member,  ibr  Kendal  hod  referred,  confined, 
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as  explicitly  as  words  could,  the  emolu- 
ments of  the  University  of  Dublin  to 
members  of  the  Established  Church,  and 
enjoined  that  every  periwn  tailing  orders, 
or  being  promoted  to  any  degree  of  learn- 
ing, should  take  tlie  Oath  of  Supremacy. 
The  Statute  of  Charles  II.  also  excluded 
Roman  Catholics,  not  only  from  fellowships 
and  scholarships,  but  even  from  the  Uni- 
versity itself.  He  thought  it  most  unrea- 
sonable that  because  they  supported  a  grant 
for  general  education  in  Ireland,  they 
should  be  called  upon  to  interfere  with  the 
revenues  of  this  University— to  interfere 
with  property  that  had  been  granted 
for  merely  Protestant  purposes,  and  for 
the  support  of  the  Protestant  religion  in 
that  country.  Under  all  the  circumstances 
of  the  case,  it  appeared  to  him  that  (he 
Motion  of  the  hon,  Gentleman  had  not 
been  supported  by  argument  ut  the  other 
side  of  the  House.  For  himself,  he  must 
say  that  he  believed  they  were  bound  to 
support  the  College  of  Dublin  in  all  its 
rights  and  in  all  its  property.  It  had  not 
been  shown  that  they  possessed  any  excess 
of  property — it  had  not  been  shown  any 
abuse  had  taken  place  in  this  University. 
If,  then,  under  such  circumstances,  they 
interfered  with  the  property  of  this  Uni- 
versity, there  would  be  no  security  for  any 
ecclewastii^al  property  whatever.  For  these 
reasons,  he  gave  his  decided  opposition  to 
this  Motion. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'Connell  rose  to  support  the 
Motion.  The  hon.  Members  who  had  de- 
fended Trinity  College  had  nut  displayed 
much  force  in  their  arguments.  It  was  Eaid 
by  the  hon.  Member  who  had  just  resumed 
his  seat,  that  the  Statute  of  Elizabeth  pre- 
vented persons  of  Roman  Catholic  opinions 
holding  offices  in  this  University.  Now 
he  thought  that  there  was  some  mistake 
in  this,  because  if  Roman  Catholics  were 
excluded  by  the  Statute  of  Eliiabeth,  why 
would  such  pains  have  been  taken  to  ex- 
elude  them  by  the  Statute  of  Charles  I., 
which  passed  so  many  years  afterwards? 
He  now  came  to  the  question  of  the  pro- 
perty of  the  College.  He  must  say  on  this 
point,  that  he  did  not  thinii  that  the  oppo- 
sition to  this  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Dublin  was  well 
founded ;  for  he  could  not  see  what  interest 
the  University  had  in  keeping  the  public 
in  ignorance  of  the  amount  of  its  revenues. 
What  objection  there  could  be  to  make  the 
public  acquainted  with  the  average  amount 
of  those  revenues,  he  was  totally  at  a  loss 
to  understand.     He  admitted  that  thue 
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m^t  be  a  distinction  m&de  between  tfae 
feei  of  tutors  and  the  fees  received  st  CoU 
lege  fees;  but  still  there  ou^t  to  be  do 
objection  to  stat«  the  amount  of  tbeie  le- 
venues.  Well,  then,  he  would  now  turn 
to  what  he  considered  of  greater  import- 
ance— the  reli^ous  question  involved  in 
this  Motion.  The  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Dublin,  in  enumerating  the 
brilliant  men  which  that  University  had 
produced,  had  mentioned  the  name  of  Pro- 
fessor Kane:  now,  was  it  not  strange  that 
the  University  was  so  constituted  that 
there  were  no  means  to  enable  that  emi- 
nent man  to  live  within  the  Univeruty  ? 
It  was  seventeen  years  since  the  Act  of 
Roman  Catholic  ^uancipation  had  passed, 
and  some  means  ought  to  be  found  for 
putting  an  end  to  this  system  ofexclunon. 
It  was  lamentable  to  see  a  professorship  of 
this  kind  open  to  professors  of  all  nations, 
and  that  Roman  Catholics  alone  were  ex- 
cluded. Aliens  in  blood  were  admissible) 
but  aliens  in  religion  were  not.  He  hoped 
that  they  would  have  some  further  expres- 
sion of  the  principles  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment were  prepared  to  act  in  this  in- 
stance. They  had  already  seen  their  in- 
consistency in  endeavouring  to  enforce  two 
distinct  principles  with  respect  to  educa- 
tion in  Scotland  and  in  Ireland.  The 
Hon,  Member  for  the  University  of  Dub- 
lin had  alluded  to  him  (Mr.  M.  J.  O'Con- 
nell)  amongst  others  as  having  been  edu- 
cated in  the  University  of  Dublin.  He 
confessed  he  looked  back  with  pleasure  to 
that  circumstance,  as  having  enabled  him 
to  form  very  valued  connexions;  but  this 
did  not  blind  him  to  the  faults  of  that 
University.  He  considered  that  no  system 
of  education  in  Ireland  would  ever  be  sa- 
tisfactory until  that  University  was  opened 
to  the  Irish  people.  He  hod  supported 
the  early  stages  of  the  Government  Bill, 
on  the  ground  that  he  was  an  advocate  for 
a  system  of  mixed  education.  He  was 
anxious  that  the  yonth  of  Ireland,  of  all 
persuasions,  should  be  brought  up  toge- 
ther, proper  care  being  taken  to  guard 
their  faith  and  morals — learning  secular 
education  together,  and  forming  those  fu- 
ture friendships  which  would  be  the  best 
means  of  putting  an  end  to  religious  dis- 
cord in  that  country.  But  he  contended 
that  there  could  be  no  successful  system  of 
mixed  education  unless  the  Dublin  Uni- 
versity were  thrown  open  equally  to  all 
classes  —  and  until  the  advantages  and 
emoluments  of  the  professorships  ceased  to 
be  confined  to  a  favoured  class.     Although 


they  might  establish  new  Collect,  the 
feeling  of  the  country  would  for  a  long 
time  be  against  them,  and  the  established 
University  would  be  preferred.  The  hon. 
Member  had  alluded  to  the  admission  of 
Roman  Catholics  as  sisars;  but  he  feared 
that  in  many  instances  Roman  Catholics 
who  had  been  admitted  as  Kzars  bad  con- 
formed to  the  Protestant  Church.  In 
supporting  the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend, 
he  beegeo  to  say  that  he  did  so  in  no  ha»- 
tile  spirit  to  the  University  of  Dublin ;  for 
which,  with  all  that  he  conridered  to  be 
its  faults,  he  entertained  those  feelings 
which  it  was  natural  he  should  entertain 
to  the  place  where  he  recrived  the  greater 
portion  of  his  education.  He  wished  that 
all  religious  distinctions  with  respect  to 
education  in  Ireland  should  be  done  away 
with,  and  that  could  not  be  the  case  un- 
less all  classes  were  put  on  an  equal  foot- 
ing with  respect  to  the  honours  and  emo- 
luments of  this  University.  For  iheae 
reasons  he  supported  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Skaw  had  but  little  to  add  to  the 
excellent  speech  of  his  boo.  Friend  and 
Colleague  (Mr.  Hamilton);  but,  in  conse- 
quence or  some  observations  which  had 
since  been  made,  as  well  as  some  of  the 
remarks  with  which  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Mr.  Osborne)  had  introduced 
the  Amendment,  he  (Mr.  Shaw)  would  beg 
the  attention  or  the  House  for  a  fewminuies. 
Thehon.Gentleman  who  had  just  sat  down, 
had  borne  lesiimony  to  the  willingness 
or  the  authorities  in  Triniiy  College  to 
give  information,  when  it  was  sought  in  a 
frietidly  spirit;  as  they  had  proved  by 
consenting  to  a  return  within  the  last 
week,  of  the  reports,  valuations,  and  sur. 
veyi  of  their  estaies,  as  made  by  iheir 
officer,  Mr.  Collis,  wliich  bad  been  moved 
for  in  that  spirit  or  Triendliness  by  a  tenant 
of  their  own — the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Gouniy  of  Cork  (Mr.  O'Connell).  But  ibe 
present  was  a  hostile  and  Invidioue  Motion, 
with  the  avowed  object  of  alienstiiig  the 
property  of  the  University  of  Dnblio  to 
purposes  the  very  opposiie  of  those  for 
which  it  was  Tounded.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Osborne)  had  complained  that 
he  had  described  the  property  in  guestion 
as  the  ptivate  property  of  Trinity  College, 
Dublin:  be  certainly  had  done  so.  It 
was  the  private  property  of  a  public  body, 
held,  no  doubt,  on  a  public  trust;  and 
that  body  was  liable  to  account  for  any 
breach  of  that  trust;  but  where  no  abuse 
had  even  been  alleged,  much  leu  attempted 
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to'  be  proTad,  he  demurred  to  tlje  joi 
diction  of  that  Houie.  The  Univenit;  of 
Dublin  receifed  no  graot  from  ibe  House, 
Bod  was  not  in  that  reapect  amenable  to 
their  control.  At  the  aame  time,  the 
heada  of  that  inatitution  bad  no  motive 
or  deaire  for  concealment ;  and  to  the 
Crown,  either  throngh  itt  viailori,  whith 
would  be  the  regular  courie,  or  even  to 
Ibe  reaponaible  Miniiteri  of  the  Crown, 
,lbe  Colleg;e  was  ready  to  afford  all  rea- 
sonable infoTmation  reipectiag  ill  income 
end  expenditure,  and  ihe  entire  manage- 
ment of  its  affair*.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
(Hr.  Osborne)  boasted  that  he  would  not 
bo  delerred  from  bis  atiack  on  ihe  fundi 
of  the  University  by  what  ho  termed  the 
cuckoo  cry,  that  "  llie  College  had  been 
founded  by  >  Proteilant  Queen,  < 
with  Protestant  money,  and  was  for  Pro- 
testant purposes."  Neither  would  he- 
him  lell  the  hon.  Gentleman— be  deterred 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  calling  it  t 
cuckoo  cry,  from  lepeating  the  simpli 
truth,  which  could  not  be  loo  often  told— 
that  the  Univeriily  of  Dublin  was  founded 
by  a  Protestant  Queen,  endowed  with  the 
money  of  Prateatsnts,  and  for  purpoiei 
esseniially  Protestani  —  the  principal  of 
ihem  being  lo  provide  a  learned  and  effi- 
cient body  of  men  for  the  miniilry  of  the 
reformed  faith,  as  by  law  eiisbliihpd  in 
Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kerry 
(Mi.  Morgan  J.  O'Connell)  had  been  very 
baity  in  conlradicling  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Lefroy),  when 
his  hon.  Friend  ataled,  that  the  Irish  Par- 
liament had  passed  en  Act  in  ihe  2nd  of 
Elizabeth,  excluding  from  the  University 
all  persons  who  held  the  doctrine  of  the 
Pope'i  supremacy.  He  hid  since  got  the 
volume  of  the  Irish  Statutes  from  the  li- 
brary. His  hon.  Friend  had  been  quite 
correct,  and  he  wonid  tead  the  provision 
to  Ihe  House:  it  was  from  the  2nd  Eliza- 
beth, cap.  l.sec.  10 — 

"  All  persons  which  shall  be  preferred  to 
any  degree  of  learning  in  any  university  that 
hereafter  shall  be  within  Ihii  reilm, shall,  be- 
fore being  preferred  lo  such  degree,  tike  the 
said  Ualli  of  Supremacy." 
Why!  Ihe  legilimacy  of  Queen  Eliiabeth 
was  not  at  that  lirae  acknowledged  by  the 
Roman  Calholiei ;  and,  no  one  who  knew 
anything  of  the  history  of  those  timet  re- 
quired to  be  told  Ihat  the  whole  policy 
then  was  lo  exclude  Roman  Gtilholici. 
So.  in  fact,  tite  conilituiion  of  Trinity 
College  continued  until  ihe  year  1793. 

V0L.LXXX1I.    {Jl'i} 


And  lioce  then,  for  all  the  purposes  of 
education  and  degrees,  the  siudies  and 
honours  of  ihe  University  were  as  open  to 
Komnn  Catholics  as  to  Protestants,  That 
fact  had  been  itudiouily  kept  out  of  sight 
by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  in  these  de- 
bates; and  there  were  many  Members 
probably  on  both  sides  of  the  House  who 
thought  that  this  was  more  a  beneHt  in 
theory,  than  practically  enjoyed  by  ihe 
Roman  Calholiei  of  Ireland.  But  the  fact 
was,  that  they  availed  ihemselvei  of  that 
privilege  in  the  full  proportion  of  their 
numbers  in  the  educated  classes  in  Ire- 
land; and  many  hon.  Members  of  the 
Romnn  Catholic  persuasion,  who  bad 
taken  part  in  those  debates — Ihe  right 
hon.  Member  for  Dungarvon  (Mr.  Sheil), 
the  hon.  Member  for  Waterford  (Mr. 
Wyse),  ihe  hon.  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr, 
M.  J.  O'Connell).  and  the  boii.  Member 
for  Louth  (Mr.  Bellew)— bad  been  edu-  ' 
cated  at  the  University  of  Dublin.  He 
confessed  that  he  thought  it  but  a  bad 
return  of  ihoie  hon,  Genilemen,  and  those 
Roman  Catholics  who  had  derived  the 
full  advanitfes  of  a  uoivenity  education 
in  Trinity  College,  who  now  joined  in 
endeavouring  to  subvert  its  foundalion; 
and,  although  he  did  not  desire  to  see  the 
system  altered  at  Dublin,  he  could  not  be 
lupriied  if  the  conduct  of  ihe  Irish  Ro- 
man Calbolics  luC'Ti^iied  lome  caution  lo 
the  Univeriilie'  :.  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
in  taking  iht:  lirst  step,  and  admitting  to 
degrees— tlie  great  boon  now  sought  from 
them — the  Disaenters  in  this  country, 
when  they  wilneised  to  what  unreaionabte 
demand!  the  same  concession  had  led  in 
Ireland.  The  boo.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Os- 
borne) had  again  attacked  him  that  night 
for  being  necessarily  ignorant  of  the  affairs 
of  Dublin  College,  because  he  had  not 
graduated  there;  and  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  professed  to  instruct  him 
on  the  subject.  Now,  he  was  sorry  to  be 
obliged  to  ipeak  of  himself,  but  the  hon. 
Gentleman  forced  him  to  it ;  and  be  must 
therefore  beg  fur  one  moment  to  compare 
the  means  of  a  knowledge  of  the  affairs  of 
ibe  University  of  Dublin  poiseised  by 
himself  and  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member.  It  was  true  that  he  had  not 
taken  his  bachelor'a  degree  at  Dublin— 
but  he  had  first  studied  for  three  yean  in 
the  immediate  vicinity  of  Dublin  College, 
ind  under  very  distinguished  members  of 
hat  body,  for  the  entrance  course— he 
then  entered  the  Uitivereiiy,  and  went 
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beiidea  wbit  the;  derived  from  th*  pay- 
raeoti  of  their  pupils;  Bod  the  income! 
of  the  senior  Fellowi,  which  tbe  hoo.  and 
gallant  GeDtleman  had  apoken  of  bi 
nearlv  3,000^.  a  year  each,  he  would  lUte 
to  the  Houae,  from  an  autheolic  paper 
which  be  wa«  authorized  to  read,  and 
which  was  ai  follows : — 


tbroDgb  a  year  and  a  half  of  tbe  nnder- 
graduate  course.  For  reaiooi  of  a  purely 
prirate  nature  with  which  be  need  not 
trouble  the  Houie,  he  then  entered  ad 
eundem  at  Oxford,  and  took  a  Bachelor 
of  Arti  defree;  but  be  had  aince  taken 
the  degrees  of  both  Maater  in  Ana  and 
Doctor  of  Laws  in  the  Uniferstty  of  Dub- 
lin— betides  which,  he  had  all  his  life  te< 
sided  intbeneigbbouthood  of  the  University 
— he  had  lived  in  the  same  House  with  four 
of  bis  brothers  while  tliey  were  graduating 
there,  and  since  had  four  of  hit  own  sons 
ttudying  under  private  tutors  in  tbe  Uni- 
versity, and  one  of  ibem  was  a  graduate. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  did  ven- 
ture to  think  that  he  was  likely  to  know 
as  much  of  the  system  and  practice  of 
that  University  as  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member,  who  could  have  had  but  a  sort 
of  cantering  acquaintance  with  the  neigh- 
bourhood of  Dublin  for  a  very  few  years, 
as  military  aide-de-camp  to  ibe  Lord 
Lieutenant.  The  hon,  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman then  spoke  of  some  giganii 
connubiality— was  that  the  expression 
{Mr.  Osborne:  A  giganiic  scheme  of 
academical  connubialiiy  I]  Well 
really  it  was  rather  ungracious  of  the  bon. 
Bod  gallsnt  Gentleman  so  to  inveigh 
against  Irish  connubiality ;  when 
should  recollect  that  almost  bis  only  pre- 
tence for  interferinfc  in  Idsh  matters 
was  hia  own  recent  connul ' 
with  that  country.  But,  lo  be  serious, 
he  had  not  approved  of  that  Statute,  pro- 
cured by  Lord  Forlescue,  which  he  be- 
lieved had  been  refused  by  hii  right  bon. 
Friend  the  present  First  Minister  of  tbe 
Crown— [Sir  R.  Peel :  Hear  !]— en- 
tirely  repealing  the  Siaiule  of  celibacy, 
although  he  thought  some  relaxation  of 
it  was  desirable.  And  as  regarded  the 
incomes  and  duties  of  the  Fellows  of 
Trinity  College,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentlemaa  (Mr.  Osborne)  must  excuse 
him  for  taymg,  that  he  (Mr.  Osborne) 
had  betrayed  the  most  remarkable  igno- 
rance. First,  he  bad  staled  the  property 
of  the  College  to  be  above  50,000/.  a 
year.  The  fact  was— deducting  what 
could  not  with  propriety  be  charged,  the 
professional  fees  of  the  tutors  for  pupils 
—tbe  whole  yearly  income  of  the  College 
was  as  nearly  as  possible  the  same  as  that 
Housft  had  voted  that  Session  aa  tbe 
fature  aonual  income  of  the  College  of 
Maynooih.  Tbe  junior  Fellows  did  not 
receive  more  tbait  aboai   3001.  a  year, 


a  good 


ior  Fellow's  income  fluctuates  a 
deal — beincc  made  up  of  vari 
salary  of  a  senior  rellowship  is  iOOi.  a  year 
Irish — 022.  The  remainder  depends  on  re- 
newal lines,  and  on  certain  fees,  varying  wiib 
the  number  of  students  on  the  College  books, 
and  with  the  number  that  lake  degrees.  Tbe 
income  from  renewal  lines  is  about  800/  one 
year  with  another ;  and  llie  fees  from  iludenis 
and  from  degrees  may  be  calculated  at  about 
300J.,  so  Ihat  1,200/.  will  be  as  nearly  as  pos- 
sible ihe  value  of  a  senior  fellowihip.  This 
ii,  of  course,  exclusive  of  offices.  If  a  senior 
Fellow  also  holds  a  College  or  University  office 
(such  as  proGlor,  senior  lecturer,  librarian, 
bursar,  itc),  he,  uf  course,  has  a  salary  )>e- 
toDging  lo  that  office  ;  and  I  do  not  think  it  ii 
fair  to  add  this  to  the  income  of  his  fdlowsbip. 
However,  if  you  do  so — taking  the  average  of 
all  the  offices  which  a  leuior  Fellow  can  hold, 
and  adding  this  lo  the  above,  tbe  greatest 
value  that  can  be  assigned  lo  a  senior  fellow- 
ship will  be  1,500/." 

The  greatest  mis-statement  of  all  was 
with  reference  to  the  duties  of  the  Fellow*. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  staled  that 
they  were  very  light.  The  very  cootrnry 
waa  notoriously  the  fact ;  and  the  general 
complaint  had  been,  that  the  duties  were 
100  onerous,  and  the  Fellows  not  numerous 
enough  to  discharge  them.  The  tenior 
Fellows,  seven  in  number,  who  attain  that 
poat  after  an  average  of  thirty  yeara  at 
junior  Fellows,  and  aftei  having  devoled 
iba  best  part  of  their  Uvea  to  the  service 
of  tbe  College,  have  committed  to  thea 
the  entire  superintendence  and  control  of 
the  discipline  and  conduct  of  the  Univer- 
sity ;  besides  that,  they  are  sole  examinera 
at  the  annual  public  fellowship  exaroina- 
lions;  and  he  had  before  stated  in  the 
House,  that  he  had  himself  heard  that 
eminent  man — the  laie  Archbishop  Magee 
— slate,  that  while  he  waa  a  aenior  Fellow 
it  took  him  six  uionthn*  hard  leading  each 
year  to  prepare  himself  as  examiner  for 
ihat  exaininu'.ion.  Then,  the  junior  Fel- 
lows were  constantly  and  actively  en- 
gaged in  the  instruction  of  the  students; 
and  in  addition  to  their  ordinary  duties  in 
that  respect,  they  had  distributed  amoni^l 
them  ibe  class  of  diviDity.alndenlt,  which 
amounted  to  about  one  hundred  yearly. 
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whom  thej  bad  frequently  to  lecture  to 
tbeirown  roomij  and  (he  divinity  course 
at  Dublin,  he  did  not  hesitate  to  say,  was 
much  Btrieterflnd  more  diligently  enforced 
thao  at  eithei  of  the  En|lish  Universities. 
This  both  answered  the  objection,  that 
divinity  was  not  made  a  leading  object  of 
study  at  tlie  University,  and  was  a  further 
proof  of  the  necessity  that  the  main  body 
of  the  Fellovrs  should  be  Protestant 
divines.  There  was,  no  doubt,  a  difference 
of  system  between  the  fellowships  of  the 
English  and  Dublin  Universities— each, 
perhaps,  having  its  own  peculiar  advan- 
lages.  In  England,  (he  fellowships  were 
much  more  numerous,  and  of  less  emolu- 
ment, many  of  ibe  Fellows  being  non- 
residenl,  and  holding  livings  with  (heir 
fellowships.  Neither  was  allowable  at 
Dublin— every  Fellow  was  resident,  and 
actively  engaged  in  collegiate  duties,  and 
if  be  accepted  a  living  he  mutt  resign  his 
fellowship.  The  English  system  atibrded 
more  of  what  was  termed  learned  leisure 
— gave  greater  opportuniiy  for  the  pursuit 
of  general  science  and  literature,  and  con- 
se{|ueDtly  produced  a  greater  number  of 
authors;  but  the  Irish,  beyond  doubt, 
must  insure  a  higher  class  of  general  in* 
slructors  for  the  student,  and  held  ont  a 
premium  for  men  of  the  highest  talents 
and  altainmenla  to  devote  their  whole 
energies  and  lives — first,  to  obtaining  a 
fellowship,  which  is  open  to  public  com- 
petition; then,  as  junior  Fellows,  to  the 
edaoatioo  of  the  students  ;  and  afterwards, 
if  tbey  reached  the  board,  to  the  import- 
ant duties  he  had  described  as  belonging 
to  the  senior  Fellows.  Each  system  had 
been  found  to  work  well  in  its  own 
sphere  ;  and  it  would,  probably,  be  dan. 
gerous  to  alter  either,  without  the  most 
serious  consideration.  That  was,  how- 
ever, a  question  quite  distinct  from  that 
then  proposed  to  the  House  for  opening 
the  foundation  and  governing  body  of  the 
University  to  Roman  Catholics;  a  propo> 
sition  which  he  would  conclude  by  re- 
peating never  could  be  agreed  to  without 
a  gross  violation  of  the  express  intention 
of  Ihe  founders  of  the  University— shaking 
the  stability  of  all  the  sacred  and  civil 
instiiations  in  both  countries,  and  perilling 
■  he  rights  of  property  in  every  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom. 

yir.Sheil:  Sir,  the  Motion  immediately 
befoie  the  House  is  an  Amendment  to  the 
proposition  of  the  tight  hon.  Baronet  op- 
posite.    I  wish    to    avoid    making    two 


speeches  upon  tiie  two  subjects— one  ou 
the  Ametidment  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and 
the  other  upon  the  third  reading  of  the 
Bill.  In  the  first  instance,  then,  I  will  ad- 
vert with  great  brevity  to  the  first  point  un- 
der consideration ;  then,  with  equal  brevity, 
to  the  Bill  itself.  I  coincide  with  ray  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kerry  (Mr.  M, 
J.  O'Connell),  in  thinking  that  education 
in  Ireland  should  be  mixed — I  mean  secu- 
lar education.  We  must  in  manhood  as- 
sociate in  every  walk  of  lire — the  Catholic 
and  the  Proteelant  merchant  must  place 
in  each  other  that  entire  reliance  which  is 
the  foundation  of  all  mercantile  transact 
tions— to  the  Protestant  and  Catholic  soli- 
citor, to  the  Catholic  and  ProleBlantadvo> 
cate,  men  differing  from  them  iu  religious 
opiaions,entrust  fortunes,  life,  and  honour. 
At  the  Bar,  where  our  faculties  are  in  col- 
lision, and  our  feelings  are  in  contact,  our 
forensic  brotherhood  is  not  interrupted  by 
theological  discriminations;  in  the  noblest 
of  all  professions  — in  the  Army,  Ihe  Ca- 
tholic and  the  Protestant  Irishmen  are 
comrades,  and  are  attached  by  a  devoted 
friendship;  they  stand  together  in  the 
same  field  of  fight;  they  scale  the  same 
battery,  they  advance  in  the  same  forlorn 
hope,  and — to  uie  a  fine  expression  of  the 
great  poet  whose  remains  the  First  Mi- 
nister of  the  Crown  lately  deposited  hard 
by— from  the  "  deathbed  of  fame  they  look 
proudly  to  heaven  together."  And  if  thus, 
in  our  maturer  years,  we  are  to  live  and 
to  die  together,  shall  we  be  kept  apart. 
in  the  moruing  of  life,  in  its  freshest  and 
brightest  hours,  when  all  tiie  affections  are 
in  blossom,  when  our  friendships  are  pure 
and  disinterested,  and  those  attachments 
are  formed  which  last  through  every  vicis- 
situde of  fortune,  and  of  which  the  me- 
mory survives  the  grave?  fiut  while  I 
think  that  our  altars  should  not  stand  as 
partitions  between  us,  I  do  not  think  that 
from  our  altars  we  should  turn  with  in- 
difference away.  Mixed  secular  education 
ought  to  be  combioed  with  separate  reli- 
gious instruction,  which  ought  to  have 
been  provided  by  the  Slate.  You  rely 
upon  the  system  pursued  by  the  National 
Board;  but  where  there  is  no  similitude, 
you  ought  not  to  resort  for  assimilation, 
A  village  school,  where  children  are  taught 
the  mere  rudiments  of  learning,  does  not 
afford  a  model  for  an  academical  institu- 
tion, in  which  the  eternity  of  matter,  iha 
existence  of  an  external  world,  the  origin 
of  evil,  and  thote  subji-cts  are  discutsed, 
N'J 
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which  are  repteiented  by  the  aublimeit 
writer  in  our  language  ai  the  themes  of 
angelic  controveriy,  and  of  more  than 
angelic  apprehension.  Religious  instruc- 
tion is  peculiarly  required  by  the  boy  who 
leaves  his  home,  who  ii  no  longer  atidet 
the  guardianihip  of  that  bed  o\  all  sen- 
tinels, a  father's  aod  3  mother's  love — who 
cannot  take  the  penatet,  ihe  household 
angels,  along  with  him  to  a  boarding- 
house  in  Galway  or  in  Cork.  He  is  en- 
compassed by  temptation — his  tempera- 
ment is  undergoing  the  process  of  perilous 
expansion.  To  him  a  little  learning  is 
peculiarly  dangerous;  it  is  in  the  shallows, 
and  amidst  the  foam  of  tumultuous  pas- 
sion, that  faiih  goes  to  pieces.  How  often 
have  t  seen  a  precocious  smatterer  in  me- 
taphysics rush  with  a  presumptuous  fami- 
liariiy  into  sobjecti  from  which,  as  we 
grow  older  and  wiser,  we  turn  as  we  would 
from  unearthly  lisitaots,  that— 

"  Shake  our  dispoaitions 
With  thought!  bejond  the  reaches  of  our 

J^gainst  these  evils,  of  which  the  likeli- 
hood is  not  imaginary,  it  is  ^out  duly  to 
f>uerd.  You  ought  to  locale  in  yo 
leges  a  Protestant  and  a  Catholic  eccle- 
siastic, pious,  learned,  and  persuasive,  by 
whom  the  great  tenets  of  Christianity 
might  be  eaforced,  by  whom  the  Nei 
Testament — in  whose  moral  injunctions  w 
alt  concur — in  whose  dogmas  we  ought  lo 
have  no  acrimonious  difference — should  be 
read  and  expounded  according  to  thi 
interpretations  of  their  respective  churches 
—whose  eloquence  should  charm,  whose 
example  should  allure,  and  by  whom  the 
minds  of  their  young  spirits  should  be  ele- 
vated to  the  politicBl  contemplation  of 
those  subjects,  in  comparison  with  which 
every  object,  of  an  interest  merely  human, 
dwindles  into  evanescent  diminution,  I 
do  not  with  for  a  chair  of  divinity— I  do 
not  ask  for  rival  theairei  of  theological 
disputation — I  want  a  Catholic  priest  to 
lay  prayers  for  Catholics,  and  a  Protestant 
priest  to  say  prayers  for  Protestants.  You 
have  made  nn  provision  for  any  religious 
worship,  and  I  am  sure  that  you  ate 
wrong.  You  leave  pious  individuals  to 
endow — tihydon't  you  endow  yourselves? 
Why  pay  for  geology  and  not  for  Chris- 
tianity? But,  said  tbc  Home  Secretary, 
who  is  much  more  skilled  in  escaping 
from  an  argument  than  in  refuting  il,  if 
we  endow  "  the  Cathotic  and  the  Pro- 


testant Church,"  we  must  endow  the  Uni- 
tarian, the  Quaker,  and  the  Jew.  Would 
not  this  sophism  forbid  the  payment  of  a 
chaplain  in  a  workhouse,  a  prison,  or  a 
barrack  ?  You  perfectly  well  know  that 
the  students  will  consist  of  Catholics  and 
of  Protestants  in  the  south  of  Ireland,  and 
you  ought  particularly  lo  adapt  your  mea- 
sures to  the  existing  state  of  facts,  instead 
of  resorting  to  a  remote  possibility  a*  the 
basis  of  your  legislation.  My  conviction 
is,  that  you  are  influenced  by  an  appre- 
hension of  exciting  the  prejudices  of  the 
people  ofthis  country.  In  governing  Ire- 
land there  is  nothing  which  you  should  be 
so  much  afraid  of  as  of  fear;  and  as  fcr 
keeping  up  distempered  despotism  a  had 
audacity  would  be  needTul,  so  for  the  pur. 
poses  of  true  conciliation,  courage  is  be- 
yond all  else  required.  Yon  ought  lo 
have  availed  yourselves  with  eagerness  of 
the  entreaty  of  the  Catholic  bishops.  You 
have  done  nothing  in  accommodating  (his 
measure  lo  the  Irish  Catholic  bishops; 
and  as  they  are  a  body  possessed  of  an 
almost  paramount  influence,  yotr  have 
committed  a  grievous  fault  in  this  regard. 
I  presume  thst  your  measure  has  a  poli- 
tical object;  if  so,  you  have  omitted  the 
means  by  which  that  object  i*  to  be  attained. 
This  brings  me  to  the  consideration  of  the 
course  you  have  adopted  with  regard  to  the 
professors.  You  think  that  the  Catholic 
bishops  were  unreasonable  in  asking  that 
the  professors  of  metaphysics,  of  geology, 
and  of  anatomy,  should  be  Catholics.  I 
■top  not  to  suggest  that  yon  do  not  think 
it  at  all  monstrous  that  all  the  Fellows  and 
all  the  professors  in  Trinity  College  should 
be  Protestants.  The  professor  of  anatomy 
must  be  a  Protestant.  You  will  admit 
Catholic  subjects  without  stini,  but  by 
Protestant  Dissenters  they  must  be  ortho. 
doxically  cut  up,  I  stop  not,  however,  to 
poiot  out  lo  yau  your  own  inconsistency, 
and  think  it  better  to  tell  you  that  you 
might  have  taken  a  middle  course.  If  you 
had  opened  a  field  of  competition,  and 
provided  that  the  professors  should  be 
selected  by  public  examinalion,  you  would 
have     obviated    every    objection.      You 

lid,  besides,  have  given  an  opportunity 
lo  men  of  great  talent  end  great  know- 
ledge who  are  now  unknown  lo  you,  to 
give  proof  of  those  accompltsments  and 
acquirements  which  are  lost  in  the  ob- 

rity  which  it  should  have  been  your 
effort  to  disperse.  Yon  have  reserved  the 
right  to  appoint  the  profesiott,  because 
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you  tell  tia  il»t  you  ate  entitled  to  posiess 
it.  However  anxioui  lo  aroid  all  dis- 
courtesy,  1  feel  it  m;  duty  to  tell  you  that 
I  am  at  a  losi  to  diicover  the  peculiar 
cUimi  which  you  posieii  to  the  coDfidence 
of  the  Irish  people.  I  will  not  dwell  apon 
what  has  been  eo  often  the  subject  of  con- 
■ideration,  of  your  total  misapplication  of 
the  patronage  of  the  Crown.  I  will  aot 
advert  to  the  events  of  such  recent  occur- 
rence that  you  cannot  imagine  thai  by 
the  people  of  Ireland  they  are  already  for- 
gotten. But  I  will  direct  your  attention 
to  this  fact,  that  there  ta  not  a  single  Ca- 
thoUc,  directly  or  indirectly,  connected 
with  your  Goieroment.  Sixteen  years 
have  elapsed  since  Catholic  Emancipa- 
tioD — the  man  who  carried  it  is  at  the  head 
of  the  Government — there  are  8,000,000 
of  Catholics  in  Ireland,  and  yet  there  is 
not  a  single  Catholic  in  office.  The 
Whigs  did  piomoie  Catholics  to  oiBce. 
The  Attorney  General  of  Ireland  is  a  great 
functionary,  and  is  consulted  on  every  im- 
portaot  measure.  When  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  was  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
he  must  have  been  in  constant  intercourse 
with  the  late  Mr.  Saurio,  and  mutt  have 
often  abided  by  his  opinion.  Under  the 
Whig  Government  in  Ireland,  Sir  Michael 
O'Loghlio  and  Chief  Baron  Woolfe,  of 
each  of  whom  I  may  justly  say  "  MultU 
ille  bonitJUbilU  occtdit,"  held  the  office  of 
Attorney  General.  Judge  Ball,  a  gentle- 
man who  stood  at  the  top  of  the  Irish  bar, 
and  had  the  highest  possible  professional 
reputation;  and  Mr<  Pigot,  who  is  now  in 
the  fullest  business,  and  is  eminent  for  his 
great  abilities,  held  that  important  office. 
These  gentlemen  were  in  contact  with  the 
Irish  people,  and  perfectly  understood 
their  feelings  and  their  interests  ;  but  you 
are  deslituie  of  all  assistance,  and  you 
have  not  a  single  man  about  you  who  can 
direct  you  in  any  one  question  affecting 
the  great  body  of  the  Catholics  of  Ireland. 
You  may  lell  me  that  the  Irish  Catholics 
do  not  support  you,  and,  therefore,  you 
cannot  promote  them.  But  is  not  the  fault 
your  own.  My  hon.  Ftieud  the  Member 
for  the  county  of  Lowth  told  you  to-night 
the  plain  truth— that  aa  long  as  you  main- 
tain Protestant  ascendancy,  so  long  no 
Roman  Catholic  of  high  spirit  can  sup- 
port you  You  manifest  your  fatal  po- 
licy in  your  exclusion  of  Catholics  from 
Trinity  College.  I  come  to  that  ques- 
tion. Much  haa  been  said  of  the  inten- 
tions of  Qu«en  Elizabeth,  who,  we  ate 
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told,  was  an  excellent  Protestant.    Sh« 
was,  I  suppose — 
"  A  very  heathen  in  the  carnal  pari, 
ButyetasBd.goodChristiaDat  the  heart." 

But  we  ought  not  to  argue  the  charter  of 
Elizabeth  in  the  spirit  in  which  Lady 
Hewley's  will  would  be  debated  in  the 
Rolls  Court;  and  the  Government  by 
whom  the  Dissenters  Chapel  Bill  was 
carried,  ought  not  to  indulge  in  any  con.< 
jectures  regarding  the  motives  of  Queea 
Elizabeth  in  granting  a  portion  of  the  con- 
fiscated estates  of  the  Earl  of  Desmond  to 
the  University  of  Dublin.  It  is  clear  that 
the  charier  does  not  state  anything  what- 
ever of  the  Protestant  purposes  of  the 
grant  to  Trinity  College ;  and  there  is  a 
remarkable  passage  in  Lord  Bacon's  essay 
OQ  the  Queen's  service  in  IreUii'l,  from 
which  it  is  to  he  inferred  that  Calholica 
were  admitted  to  Trinity  College;  (or 
Lord  Bacon  recommends  the  loleraiiou  of 
Catholics,  and  immediately  after  expati- 
ates on  the  importance  of  "  replenishing  " 
Trinity  College.  He  then  goes  on  lo  say 
that  the  Irish  should  be  treated  with  the 
utmost  lenity — that  no  distinction  between 
Englishmen  and  Irishmen  should  be  made 
— and  that  the  utmost  attention  should  be 
paid  lo  the  education  of  the  children  of 
the  Irish  gentry.     Lord  Bacon  said — 

"  It  ii  true,  what  was  anciently  said,  ihat  a 
stale  is  containad  in  two  words — pramium  and 
ptcna — aud  I  am  persuaded  if  a  panny  in  the 

Sound,  which  halh  be eu  spent  iopaiui,  without 
uit  or  emolument  to  this  State,  had  been 
spent  in  prinnia,  Ihat  is  iu  rewarding,  things 
had  never  grown  to  this  extremiiy.  The  keep- 
ing of  the  principaL  Irish  persons  in  terms  of 
CODlentmeDl,  and  generally  Ihe  carrying  un  an 
even  course  between  the  English  and  ihe  Irish, 
as  if  they  w^re  one  nation,  is  nna  of  the  best 
medicines  of  that  State  ;  for  other  points  of 
comeotnient,  the  care  and  education  of  their 
children,  and  the  like  points  of  comfort  and 
allurement,  they  are  things  which  fall  within 
every  man's  consideration." 

But,  Sit,  I  own  that  I  think  this  question 
is  to  be  tried  by  a  reference  to  public  po- 
licy, by  a  regard  to  the  great  change 
which  the  country  has  undergone,  and  not 
by  any  presumption  with  respect  to  the 
motives  of  the  original  founders  of  Trinity 
College.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber lor  Ihe  University  (Mr.  Hamilton) 
entered  into  a  detail  of  the  great  contribu- 
liuns  to  science  and  to  liieraiure  which 
have  been  made  by  Trinity  College.  It 
wu  unneceBsarj.    The  names  that  shed 
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luttre  on  Trinity  College  sr«  muliitudt- 
nauf  ind  briglil ;  and,  for  my  pirt,  lo  far 
from  being;  diipoied  lo  detract  from  ihc 
rcpulalioD  of  Trinity  College,  1  ■la  sur- 
priied  that  a  mere  handful  of  men,  like 
the  Proteilnnti  of  Ireland,  ahould  have 
produced,  through  Dublin  College,  lO 
many  great  and  gtorioas  men;  and  I  con- 
clude, that  if  the  benefit!  of  the  University 
were  extended  to  the  entire  people,  if  the 
entire  mind  of  Ireland  vere  brought  into 
cnltivation,  it  would  be  fertile  of  tuch 
noble  and  diatinguiihed  producti.  I 
consider  the  exclusion  of  Catholics 
from  the  lay  fellowRhipi  and  icho- 
larihip*  of  Trinity  College  as  the  con- 
•ommation  of  injustice.  I  jeiterday  in- 
quired, from  a  frieod  nf  mine,  who  had 
been  a  ichular  of  Trinity  College,  what 
had  been  the  extent  of  bis  emolnmenti ; 
and  be  informed  me  that  he  had  been  for 
five  years  a  scholar — thatduring  the  whole 
of  that  time  he  had^his  rooms  and  his 
commons  free  from  all  charge — that  he 
received  10/.  a  year  for  the  first  two  yean, 
and  40f.  a  year  for  the  last  three  yean. 
From  these  great  advantage*  Catholic  in- 
dustry and  Catholic  erudition  are  excluded. 
I  shall  mention  another  fact,  for  facts  are 
better  than  expaiiations.  Mr.  Mulealey— 
for  I  have  no  liesilation  in  mentioning  his 
name — resides  in  Trinity  College,  where 
be  has  evinced  singnlar  ability  in  ac- 
quiring and  communicating  knowledge. 
He  is  a  Gnt-rate  mathematician,  and  ob- 
tained an  honourequivaleat  to  that  of  senior 
wranglerin  Cambridge  ;  six  of  the  Fellows 
of  the  College  are  bis  pupils ;  be  it  a  Ca- 
tholic, and  had  Ibe  mtDtinest  and  the 
virtue  lo  resist  all  the  bate  allurements 
with  which  Protestantism  is  propagated 
in  lielanri  ;  and  for  bit  adherence  to  the 
religion  in  which  ha  waa  born,  and  means 
to  die,  to  tlw  acholarships  and  fellowships 
of  the  UniversilT  all  access  has  been  de- 
nied him.  As  long  as  you  shall  keep 
Trinity  College  closed,  I  shall  not  set  the 
■lightest  political  value  upon  yonr  three 
provincial  Collei;es,  which  will  be  stamped 
with  all  the  cbaracteriatics  of  mediocrity. 
How  dwarf  and  stunted  will  be  the  groves 
of  yonr  new  academies,  when  compared 
with  (be  rich  luxuriance  in  which  Trinity 
College  will  be  enveloped  !  You  will  make 
the  supremacy  of  Trinity  Collie  even 
more  contpicuons  by  the  inferiorities  with 
which  it  will  be  surrounded.  It  would 
have  been  far  belter  to  have  applied 
18,000^.  a  year  lo  the  creation  of  new 


{COMMONS} 


(Ireland). 


3ft4 


fellowships  and  chairs  in  Dublin  College, 
to  which  men  of  all  religious  denomina- 
tions would  have  been  eligible.  You 
would  then  have  got  value — value  in  con- 
tentment, value  in  conciliation — for  your 
money.  That  measure  would  have  been 
large  and  comprehensive,  and  would  have 
contributed  to  place  Catholics  and  Pro- 
tesianlt  upon  that  level  which,  for  the 
purposes  of  permanent  pacification,  is 
indispensably  requisite.  We  insist  upon 
equality,  end  you  should  not  cliide  us  for 
so  insisting  ;  for,  in  our  place,  jou  would 
nourish  the  feelings  which  it  would  Ite 
unworthy  of  us  not  to  entertain.  Not 
very  long  ago,  in  enforcing  the  policy 
upon  which  Ireland  ought,  and  must  at 
last  be  governed,  I  ventured  to  point  to 
the  great  position  occupied  by  the  Prime 
Minister,  and  to  say  that  be  was  placed 
upon  such  a  moral  height,  that  in  looking 
on  Ireland,  he  should  take  no  nariow  pros- 
pect ;  that  nothing  little  should  be  dis- 
cerned by  him ;  ibst  he  should  be  supe- 
rior to  any  party  consideration  ;  and  that 
in  contemplating  great  objects,  he  should 
be  inspired  by  great  motives.  I  will,  for 
a  moment,  take  the  right  boo.  Gentleman 
down  from  that  surpassing  elevation,  and 
instead  of  being  a  Prime  Minister — in- 
stead of  being  an  Englishman,  nay,  in- 
stead of  being  a  Protestant,  I  will  suppose 
him  to  have  been  born  in  that  island 
which  you  have  so  long  regarded  as  a 
mere  provincial  appurtenance  lo  your  vast 
dominion,  and  a  professor  of  that  religion 
which,  for  the  parpotec  of  degradation, 
was  for  centuries  marked  out.  Suppose, 
tben,thBthe  were  bora,  not  an  Englishman 
and  a  Protestant,  but  an  Irishman  and  a 
Catholic,  a  native  oftbatnnfortunate  coon- 
try  to  which  your  fathers  did  such  measure- 
less wrong,  but  in  which  the  aentiment 
of  nationality  never  has  been,  and  never 
wilt  be,  utterly  ezliognished  ;  and  further- 
more, suppose  that  he,  a  member  of  that 
vast  community  of  which  be  waa  so  long 
the  formidable,  but  always,  I  believe,  the 
reluctant,  and  perhaps  the  remorseful  an- 
tagonist; suppose  he  were  a  member  of 
that  community,  whose  growth,  social, 
and  political,  and  moral,  since  first  he 
crossed  the  threshold  of  Dublin  Castle, 
has  been  great  beyond  a  parallel — tbat 
community  by  which  obstacles  once  deem- 
ed insurmountable  have  been  crossed,  and 
by  which,  in  its  career  of  continued  vic- 
tory, the  array  of  hostility  that  was  mar- 
shalled agatnat  it  has  been  so  sflen  acit- 
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even  a  fe«  of  more  inretente  oppontion, 
should  ha*e  deterred  ua  from  proposiDg  it. 
The  measure  was  accepted  in  Ireland  in 
the  apiric  in  which  it  was  proposed.  We 
held  comtnunicatioos  in  regard  to  it  with 
the  Romau  Catholic  prelates — we  had 
every  reason  to  believe  that,  so  far  t 
the  inilTuction  of  the  Roman  Cstholi 
clergy  was  concerned,  that  measure  would 
be  received  with  perfect  SBtisfaction,  and 
with  acknowledgments  of  gratitude.  Bui 
we  did  not  stop  there.  We  wished  to  pro^ 
vide  for  the  Roman  Catholic  yoiiEh  of  Ire- 
land a  secular  education  of  the  best  descnp- 
tion,  and  without  stint.  True,  we  have  nol 
appointed,  by  Act  of  Parliament,  chap- 
lains; hut  where  is  the  difficulty  in 
way  of  the  appointment  of  chaplains  by 
the  Romaa  Catholic  bishops?  The  whole 
charge  of  the  right  hoo.  Gentleman  is,  that 
we  have  not  endowed  Roman  Catholic  chap, 
lains.  Now,  is  there  in  that  any  inequality } 
Have  we  permitted  our  natural  preposses- 
UODS  in  favour  of  the  Protestant  Church,  to 
give  it  in  these  new  institutions  any  supe- 
riority ?  Not  in  the  slightest  degree.  ' 
these  new  institutions  the  prindpli 
equality  has  been  perfectly  preserved, 
have  given  the  Catholics  every  facility  for 
religious  instruction.  We  have  ^ven  them 
direct  sanction  and  encouragement.  We  have 
admitted  that  secular  instruction  will  be  im- 
perfect unless  accompanied  by  religious 
instruction  as  its  basis ;  but  we  have  thought 
(it  may  be  erroneously)  that  the  best  way 
of  providiug  that  religious  instruction  where 
there  is  so  much  jealousy  of  interference, 
was,  to  give  every  facility,  but  to  call  on 
parents  interested  in  the  moral  culture 
their  children  to  provide  the  means,  and 
call  on  the  respective  Churches  to  give 
their  aid  in  providing  that  education.  The 
principle  may  be  an  erroneous  on&  It 
may  be  right  that  we  should  have  en- 
dowed ministers  of  the  respective  creeds; 
but,  at  any  rate,  the  principle  of  perfect 
equality  has  been  preserved ;  and  I  must 
tay,  that  it  has  been  preserved  for  the  first 
time.  When  I  say  "  first  time,"  I  do  not 
mean  to  apply  those  words  in  their  common 
acceptation;  but  1  mean  to  say,  that  it  is 
unusual  in  any  country  where  there  is  an 
Established  Church  to  place  on  precisely 
the  seme  footing  mioisters  of  creeds  dis- 
■eating  from  that  Church.  Yet  I  hear  to- 
night from  the  right  hoD.  Gentleman,  after 
all  that  has  tafcen  place  in  the  course  of 
the  present  Session,  imputations  on  the 
GovemmeDti  as  if  they  bad  treated  their 
Koman  Catholic   brethren  with  partiality 


and  injustice.  Why,  for  whom  were  these 
new  Colleges  intended.'  Who  will  derive 
benefit  from  them?  In  the  north,  the 
Presbyterians ;  in  the  south  and  the  west, 
the  Roman  Catholics.  You  ask  ua  to  lie 
down  the  discrimination  of  the  Govern* 
ment  by  an  enactment.  Do  you  think  that 
the  same  spirit  that  presided  over  the 
foundaiioQ  of  those  establishments  will 
not  induce  the  authors  of  the  Bill  to  seek 
to  found  them  on  principles  which  shall  be 
acceptable  to  the  body  tor  whom  they  are 
intended  ?  Have  we  ever  denied  that  the 
cordial  co-operation  of  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics would  be  esseutial,  almost,  to  their 
success?  Do  you  think  that  we  would 
lightly  disregard  any  reasonable  proposi- 
tion which  they  should  make?  I  refer 
now  to  the  course  which  we  pursued  with 
respect  to  the  Charitable  Bequests  Act ; 
and  I  say  that  there  waa  more  real  conci- 
liation, more  benefit  derived  from  the  con- 
duct of  the  Executive  in  acting  fairiy,  and 
unfettered  by  enactment,  in  carrying  out 
that  law,  than  if  we  had  coniented  to  your 
proposition,  and  had  fettered  ouraelvea  by 
an  enactment  I  consider  that  true  con- 
ciliation, and  concert,  and  ct>-operation, 
are  more  likely  to  arise  from  the  free  ac- 
tion of  the  Executive  Government  in  a 
friendly  spirit,  than  from  the  introduction 
into  laws  of  this  kind  of  an  enactment 
which  leaves  nothing  for  the  discrimina- 
tion of  the  Government.  I  maintain, 
then,  that  with  reijard  to  our  conduct  aa 
to  Maynooth,  this  is  not  the  occasion  when 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  should  tell  ua 
that  the  worst  principle  in  our  adminis- 
tration of  Irish  affairs  was  that  we  were 
afraid  of  fear.  But  I  do  not  take  this 
rhetorical  display  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman as  an  indication  of  the  real  feelings 
of  the  Irish  people.  Whatever  the  ri^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  may  say  of  the  alienation 
of  the  Roman  Catholics  from  the  Govern- 
ment, I  have  very  strong  reason  to  believe, 
and  I  am  proud  to  be  able  to  state  this  to 
the  House,  that  among  the  Roman  Calho* 
lie  laity  of  Ireland  there  is  a  strong  feel- 
ing of  approbation  of  the  policy  we  have 
pursued,  and  a  deure  to  support  it.  I 
sorry  to  hear  the  speech  of  the  right 
Gentleman,  because  1  know  the  use 
that  will  be  made  of  it  in  this  country.  I 
know  it  will  be  said,  "  See  what  you  have 
nined  by  your  policy — sec  the  effect  of 
disregarding  the  fears  and  the  o^nioiu  of 
your  friends.  What  hope  have  you  of  mak- 
ing an  impression  on  the  Irish  mind, 
when,  after  all  you  have  done  and  all  you 
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have  encountered,  the  leading  Roman  Ca- 
tholic of  the  House  of  Commons  gets  up 
and  tells  you  that  unless  you  go  ten  times 
further,  the  Irish  people  will  be  guiltv  of 
insurrection  ?"  Sir,  those  are  not  the  feel- 
ings of  the  Irish  people.  We  do  believe 
that  we  have  made  an  impression  ou  the 
Irish  mind — not  a  perfect  one,  I  admit, 
but  an  impression.  It  is  easy  to  say, 
>'  Wbp  don't  you  remove  at  once  all  these 
causes  of  ill-feeling  f"  It  is  very  easy  for 
us  to  make  speeches  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  overlooli  all  the  difficulties 
which  must  encompass  and  do  encompass 
the  course  of  any  Government— whether 
the  noble  Lord  opponte  be  at  its  heed  or 
myself  in  conducting  Irish  affairs.  1  have 
always  felt,  I  always  admitted,  those  dif- 
ficulties; hut  notwithstanding  the  speech 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I  say  to  the 
people  of  England,  "  Persevere  in  the 
course  you  have  adopted — disregard  the 
angry  speech  which  an  eloquent  man  has 
made — depend  on  it  that  a  course  of  Jus- 
tice, of  forbearance,  of  indulgence,  will 
make  a  proper  impression,  and  you  will, 
sooner  or  later,  reap  the  fruits  of  such  a 
policy."  And,  Sir,  nothing  deterred  by 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  I 
am  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  results  of 
the  policy  we  have  adopted.  Sir,  I  repeat 
that  ne  havemadethose  liberal  allowances 
for  Maynooth,  and  for  the  advancement  of 
secular  education  in  the  west  and  south  of 
Ireland  j  but  we  are  not  prepared  to  re- 
linquiah  Trinity  College,  Dublin.  That 
College  is  possessed  of,  I  believe,  a  revenue 
of  about  25,O0OL  a  year,  a  less  amount  of 
independent  revenue,  as  dbtinguished 
from  that  derived  from  fees  for  education, 
thsD  that  which  has  just  been  assigned  to 
Maynooth  ;  asugned  permanently,  so  as  to 
place  it  beyond  the  control  of  an  annual 
gnnt,  partly  that  it  may  no  longer  be  the 
source  of  annual  irritation  and  religious 
excitement,  and  partly  that  we  might  by 
so  doing  imply  our  confidence  in  the  Ro- 
man Catholic  body.  We  find  that  Trinity 
Collie,  Dublin,  is  an  institution  where 
almost  all  the  minuters  of  the  Church  of 
Ireland  receive  their  education,  founded 
by  Queen  Elizabeth,  and  intended,  at  its 
foundation,  for  the  promotion  of  the  in- 
terests of  the  Established  Church  ;  for  al- 
though in  the  original  charter  of  Queen 
Elixabeth  there  is  no  express  reference 
to  the  disqualification  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics, nor  any  condition  in  terms  expres- 
sive of  a  connexion  between  the  College 
and  the  Protestant  Eitatilishment ;  yet  if 
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you  look  at  the  laws  which  i 

th^  time  when  the  institution  was 
founded,  and  the  proposals  which  immedi- 
ately preceded  it,  when,  I  think,  the  Lord 
Deputy  proposed  that  St.  Patrick's  or 
Christ's  Church  should  be  converted  into 
a  College,  can  you  doubt  that,  whatever 
may  be  the  words  of  the  charter,  or  what- 
ever may  be  the  view  entertained  as  to  the 
moral  and  religious  education,  in  intention 
and  spirit  it  was  meant  to  be  a  College  in 
connexion  with  and  for  the  promotion  of 
the  Protestant  religion  ?  At  least  for  more 
than  200  years  Trinity  College  has  been 
practically  in  immediate  connexion  with 
the  Established  Church.  And  yet  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  says  we  are  violat- 
ing the  principle  of  equality  because  we 
don't  open  the  scholarships  and  fellowships 
of  Trinity  College  to  the  Roman  Catholics. 
I  will  say  nothing  now  as  to  the  propriety 
of  improving  the  system  of  education  at 
Trinity  College.  I  think  that,  with  regard 
to  all  such  institutions,  if  you  maintain 
the  objects  for  which  they  were  originally 
founded,  the  more  extensive  you  can  make 
them,  the  better  for  their  stability  and 
credit,  and  for  the  public  good.  Sir,'  I 
wish  that  on  both  sides  of  the  House  we 
could  take  more  comprehensive  views  than 
mere  academical  ones  iu  discussing  this 
question,  I  think  it  will  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage to  improve  the  education  at  May- 
nooth, and  increase  the  means  of  secular 
education  generally  in  the  south  and  west 
of  Ireland,  I  think  that,  abstractedly 
speaking,  to  do  this  will  be  to  confer  a  be- 
nefit on  the  people  of  Ireland.  But  this  I 
look  for  from  this  measure,  that  inde- 
pendently of  the  academical  advantages  it 
will  confer,  I  do  fondly  trust  it  will  be  the 
foundation  of  an  improved  feeling  between 
those  who  have  hitherto  been  separated  by 
religious  difierences.  When  thousands  of 
petitions  were  brought  up  in  this  House, 
emanating.  I  admit,  from  the  religious 
feeling  of  this  country,  when  I  saw  those 

gititions  brought  up.  which  indicated  the 
rutestant  feeling  of  this  country,  I  was, 
I  admit,  proud  to  be  able  to  state  that  the 
Protestants  of  Ireland  did  view  the  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  gene- 
rally speaking,  in  a  different  spirit,  and 
with  satisfaction,  on  account  of  their  sym- 
pathy with  the  condition  of  their  Roman 
Catholic  fellow-countrymen.  Indeed,  I 
hardly  believed  it  passible  that  the  mea- 
sures of  the  Government  would  have  met 
with  so  little  opposition  on  the  part  of  the 
Protestant  body,    I  believe  also  that  the 
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course  wbicfa  has  been  pursued  han  tended 
to  impruve  the  social  relations  between  the 
Protestants  and  the  Roman  Catholici.  1 
will  take  Galway,  from  which  county  I 
presented  a  petition.  That  ii,  perhaps,  the 
moat  Roman  Catholic  county  in  Ireland, 
but  oompriung  Diany  Protestant  Dig- 
■enters ;  but  there  has  been  at  all  times  less 
acerbity  of  religious  feeling  there  than  in 
almost  any  other  part  of  Ireland.  There 
has  been  on  the  part  of  ihe  higher  classes 
a  desire  to  live  together  in  peace  and 
amiiy,  and  their  example  has  extended  to 
the  lower  orders;  and  ibe  consequence  is, 
that  there  has  been  less  of  feud  and  ani- 
mosity in  Galtray  than  any  other  part  of 
Ireland.  Sir,  1  presented  a  petition  in 
fatour  of  the  measures  of  Government 
from  that  county,  to  which  the  names  of 
Mr.  Daly,  Mr.  St.  George,  and  of  other 
Protestants,  who  had  the  sirongest  feeling 
in  favour  of  their  own  religion,  hut  who 
expressly  approved  of  the  course  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  had  taken.  To  that 
petition  was  also  appended  the  name  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  warden  of  Galway; 
and  ecclesiastics  and  laity  came  forward 
vrith  their  joint  approval  of  ihe  measure 
which  the  Government  had  submitted  to 
this  House.  But  if,  after  having  endow- 
ed Maynootli  and  founded  these  Colleges, 
we  had  declared  our  intention  of  relinquish- 
ing Trinity  Collie,  Dublin  also,  do  you 
suppose  that  the  social  harmony  which 
prevails  in  Galway  and  other  parts  of  Ire- 
land would  have  been  continued  f  Sir,  I 
utterly  deny  the  charge  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  that  the  Government  have 
treated  the  Roman  Catholic  body  on  any 
other  footing  than  that  of  equality,  when 
we  endow  Maynootb  and  establish  these 
Colleges,  and  at  the  same  time  main- 
tain, for  Trinity  College  that  Protestant 
character  which  has  been  impressed  < 
for  200  years.  With  regard  to  the  Amend- 
ment itself,  it  appears  to  me  in  its  wording 
hardly  worthy  of  the  able  speech  which 
introduced  it  It  is  more  confused 
unit)  t ell igihle  than  might  have  been 
pected  from  the  hon,  Slember.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  ban.  Member  seems  to  be 
destroy  the  Protestant  character  of  Trinity 
College ;  but  the  language  in  which  he 
atated  his  wish  is  rather  confused  and  un 
intelligible.  He  says,  "  and  whether  thi 
funds  may  not  be  bene&cially  extended"— 
[Mr.  Osborne:  By  an  additional  grant-] 
By  ao  ailditioQ  to  the  funds  of  the  Col- 
lege ;  anil  by  whom  provided  ?  How  does 
<  hon.  Membw  reconcile  this  reeommeu' 


datiou  with  what  he  said  about  our  putting 
fingers  into  the  Consolidated  Fund? 
Surely  the  hon.  Gentleman  must  have 
been  aware  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  has  left  his  place,  or  he  would 
not  have  ventured  such  a  fuggestHD. 
What  has  become  of  "  the  pool  of  Be- 
thesda,"  into  which  s1l  the  lame  sad 
maimed  inslitutions  of  Ireland  were  tu  be 
dipped,  as  he  was  pleased  to  describe  the 
Consolidated  Fund.^  It  appears  now  that 
the  hon.  Member  does  not  wish  you  to  &- 
minish  the  charge  on  the  Consolidated 
Fund  by  applying  the  funds  of  Trinitr 
College  to  the  new  iustitutiims  ;  but  you 
are  to  charge  the  Consolidated  Fund  In 
order  to  increase  the  revenue  of  Trinitj 
College.  I'he  inquiry  IB  to  be  made 
"  with  a  view  to  ascertain  whether  the 
income  or  funds  at  present  applied  solely 
to  the  heneht  of  Protestants  in  Trini^ 
College,  Dublin,  might  not  be  beneBdally 
extended  so  a*  to  make  Roman  Catholic* 
and  Protestant  Dissenters  eligible,  if  other- 
wise qualified,  to  all  seholarships,"  tee. 
How  can  the  extension  of  the  funds  make 
the  Roman  Catholics  eligible?  CMr.  »i- 
bome  was  understood  to  say  that  he  had 
not  drawn  up  the  Resolution. — Mr.  Skeil: 
They  are  at  the  same  time  to  be  made 
eligible.]  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man claimstbe  parentage  of  the  ResolntioB. 
Has  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Osborne) 
the  face  to  ask  us  to  vote  for  a  Resolution 
which  1  have  shown  to  be  inexplicable, 
and  which  when  pressed  for  explanation 
he  himself  is  obliged  to  disclaim  ?  I  had  a 
great  many  other  questions  to  oik  as  to 
t be  meaning  of  the  Resolution;  but,  after 
the  frank  avowal  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  is  not  the  author  of  it,  and  that  be 
cannot  explain  it,  I  will  spare  him  tbe 
torture  which  I  wis  about  to  inflict.  I 
must  say,  however,  that  it  sbowa  bow 
good  a  critic  I  am,  that  b*ving  beard 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member,  and  ad- 
mired it  for  its  ability  and  lucid  W» 
vity,  I  ventured  to  say  that  th«  naa 
who  had  made  that  speech  could  not 
possiUy  have  drawn  up  the  Amendotent 
With  respect  to  the  measure  itself,  and  to 
the  speech  i^  the  right  hon.  GentiniaB 
the  Member  for  Dungarvon  (Mr.  Sheil), 
the  right  hon.  Gcntlensan  referred  to  die 
part  which  1  have  taken  in  relation  to  Ro- 
man Catholics  of  Ireland.  He  has  said 
that  I  for  a  long  time  o^red  o[^)osition— 
not  an  intemperate  opposition— to  the 
cbims  of  the  Roman  Catholics,  and  that  I 
afterwards  felt  it  to  be  ny  doty  to  bring 
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forward  B  measure  for  a  complete  and  un- 
qualified removal  of  all  the  dimbilities 
under  which  tbe;  laboured.  He  has  done 
juitice  (o  the  motivet  by  which  I  wai  ac- 
tuated, f  was  well  aware  of  the  sacrifice 
I  must  incur  by  taking  that  course.  I  waa 
well  awaie  that  1  mu«t  not  only  forfeit  the 
representation  of  that  University,  to  be  the 
Representative  of  whicli  was  my  chief  pride, 
but  that  I  must  incur  tbe  rislc  of  alienat- 
ing frienda  in  wboee  esteem  and  confidence 
I  placed  tbe  utmost  valuer  I  took  that 
coune  when  I  was  convinced  that  my  co- 
operation was  indispensable  to  tlie  success 
of  that  measure;  and  I  assure  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  qoh'.  that  there  is  no  sa- 
crifice which  I  would  not  make — so  much 
importance  do  I  attach  to  the  subject— 
theie  is  no  sacrifice,  hovever  great  or  ho*- 
ever  lasting,  which  I  would  not  make,  if, 
qctiag  with  justice  towards  Protestants 
and  Roman  Catholics,  I  could  contribute 
to  the  establishment  of  social  peace  and 
harmony  in  the  country  to  which  he  be- 
longs. 

Sir  V.  Blake  was  understood  to  say  that 
the  petition  from  Galway,  (o  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  referred,  ivas  not 
signed  by  the  Catholic  warden  of  Gulway, 
because  there  was  no  such  individual. 

Sir  R.  Peel  asked  whethei  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet did  Dot  call  upon  him  with  a  petition 
from  Galway,  statint;  that  the  petitioners 
were  anxious  that  Galway  should  be  one 
of  the  seats  for  the  new  Colleges? 

Sir  V,  Blake  admitted  that  ha  called 
upon  the  right  boa.  Baronet  to  recommend 
that  Galway  should  be  one  of  those  seats. 
Tbe  right  hoc.  Baronet  would  probably 
recollect  that,  befote  the  announcement 
of  tin  intentkOD  of  the  Government  to 
£onnd  these  Colleges  was  made  public,  be 
took  tbe  opportunity  of  communicating  to 
tbe  right  hon.  Baronet  certain  meatnres 
by  which  great  advantages  would  accrue 
to  Ireland.  [Sir  Robert  Peel:  A  ship 
Ctnal  1}  Yet,  aod  also  from  the  establish- 
ment of  Colleges,  and  he  still  hoped  that 
Galway  would  have  a  University,  although 
be  confessed  ho  did  not  now  expect  those 
advantages  from  kkj  such  institution 
whieh  it  would  confer  if  it  were  based  more 
on  religion. 

Colonel  Siblhorp  said,  be  felt  it  hisdaty 
as  a  Protealani  io  oppose  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  (be  hon.  Gentleman  opposite. 
He  admitted  that  the  lime  might  come 
when  tbe  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  bead 
of  the  GoteinmcBl  might  be  as  disposed 


to  give  up  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  as  he 
was  to  bring  forward  the  Maynooth  Bill 
and  other  measures.  Indeed,  no  course 
which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  should  adopt 
would  surprise  him.  These  things  the 
right  hoD.  Baronet  did  npon  what  he  called 
the  principle  of  expediency,  but  which  he 
would  call  disgraceriil  subserviency.  He 
had  lost  all  confidence  in  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  who  had  abandoned  all  those 
aeasures  lo  which  he  had  promised  to 
idhere.  He  would  lake  his  course  as  a 
incere  Protestant,  leaving  it  to  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  adopt  principles  half  Ro- 
mnn  Catholic,  and  which  might  be  half 
Mahometan. 

Lord  John  Russell;  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  has  hardly 
treated  fairly  the  argumeot  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Sbeit).  My  right  hon. 
Friend,  as  a  Roman  Catholic,  says,  "  Let 
I  Ireland  have  equality,"  A  very  fair 
object  for  any  Roman  Catholic  and  for 
any  Irishman  to  look  to.  It  was  promised 
— solemnly  promiged  at  the  Act  of  Union, 
and  you  have  never  denied — no  party  has 
ever  denied — that  equality  is  due  to  the 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland.  If  that  be 
your  principle,  so  solemnly  asserted,  let 
us  look  with  regard  to  any  measure  brought 
before  the  House,  aod  see  whether  in  re- 
spect to  that  measure  equality  is  given  to 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland.  This  is 
a  question  of  academics!  education.  I 
admit  there  are  great  merits  in  this  Bill — 
great  merits,  as  it  tends  to  promote  educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  and  tends  to  give  liberal 
encouragement  to  the  means  of  instruction 
among  the  commercial  aod  middle  classes 
of  that  country.  I  think  it  has  great  merit 
in  being  entirely  free  from  any  religious 
test.  I  think  that  is  a  dislinguiahing  fea- 
ture of  the  Bill,  which  I  am  happy  to  ac- 
knowledge. But  nhcn  I  come  to  consider 
what  will  be  the  state  of  academical  edu- 
cation in  Ireland  when  this  Bill  has  passed, 
compsring  Roman  Catholics  with  Pro- 
testants, the  case  will  he  this.  With  re- 
aped to  clerical  education,  you  may  say 
that  Trinity  College  is  a  place  for  the 
ecclesiastical  education  of  Protestants; 
and  that  Maynoolh  is  a  place  for  the  ec- 
clesiastical education  of  Roman  Catholics. 
So  fir  there  is  an  apparent  equality.  But 
wheu  I  come  lo  consider  the  means  for  the 
general  education  of  the  higher  classes  in 
that  conotry — 1  mean  an  education  for  the 
learned  professions  with  a  view  lo  obtain- 
ing distinction  in  niriouB  punnits  and 
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to  enconnler  is  their  former  acU  and 
conduct.  But,  if  the;  were  determined 
lo  do  that  which  I  think  the;  oagbt  to 
do,  namely,  to  lell  the  people  of  England 
ihat  Ireland  will  not,  and  ought  aol, 
to  be  aatiiGed  without  equahty,  and   if 


aladies  of  a  different  nature — we  then  find 
what  I  believe  lo  be  the  true  deicrlplioo. 
Its  g;iven  by  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  op- 
n0!>iie(Mr.  Shaw),  namely,  that  Tor  the 
Roman  Calholici  you  eilabliih  a  certaia 
number  of  Colleges  suitable  for  the  middle 


claates,  which  aie  open  toall,and  at  which  '  they  will  work  that  proposition 
perioQi  intending  to  devote  themselves  to  I  whether  it  be  as  regards  academical  edu- 
cnmniercial  pursuits,  lo  civil  engineering,  'cntion,  or  whciher  it  be  as  regards  ec- 
and  professions  of  a  similar  nature,  may  i  clesiaslical  education,  or  whether  It  be 
oblaio  a  good  education  ;  but  with  respect  I  as  regards  political  or  civil  privileges,  I 
to  a  higher  kind  of  edacation,  you  find  |  think,  all  these  difficulties  wnuld  very 
that  that  is  solely  to  be  obtained  in  the  soon  vanish  before  their  sight.  The  peo- 
University  of  Dublin,  and  that  the  Univer-  '  pie  of  England  would  see  the  justice  of 
■ity  of  Dubliu  is  presided  over  by  a  body  |  that  policy.  They  do  not  m  easily  see 
which  is  esclnsively  Protestant.  Nay  the  justice  of  a  proposition  which  comes 
more,  you  find  that  even  those  scholar-  piecemeal  before  them.  They  do  not 
ships  which  are  intended  for  promoting  see  the  advantage  of  endowing  Maynooth 
tfaeadvancementofstudentsin  theirfuiuTe  solely  for  the  education  of  Catholic 
career,  are  confined  in  all  cases  to  Pro-  '  priests  ;  they  do  not  see  tbe  advantsga 
testaots;  and  that  with  regard  to  pro-  i  of  a  system  of  education  from  which  re- 
fessorships,  such  as  chemistry  and  botany,  |  ligion  is  totally  excluded.  These  propo- 
Protestanlsonlycan  beeppointedto  them.  !sitions  coming  singly  before  them  do  not 
Here,  at  once,  is  not  equality.  Yon  have  strike  them  with  the  force  that  they  would 
not  made  a  provision  for  gi*ing  to  the  do,  if  you  were  to  bring  the  whole  con- 
Roman  Calbolics  that  which  you  have  '  dition  of  Ireland  before  this  House  and 
given  to  the  Protestants.    That  ioeqaality  I  the  country,  and  were  to  say  that  you  are 


might  be   remedied    in  two  ways.     You  .determined  to  act  accordio_ 

might    have    a    separate    iattitulton   for  |  ciples  of  justice.     Tbe  right  bon.  Baronet 


Roman  Catholics,  and  give  that  iasti-,  finds  fault  with  my  right  hon.  Friend,  be- 
tulioo  as  rich  an  endowmeot  as  Trinity  cause  he  is  not  satisfied,  and  because  be 
is  not  prepared  to  go  back  to  Ireland 
quite  pleased,  and  willing  to  tell  his  con- 
stituents how  kind  and  beneficent  the 
English  Parliament  has  been  to  them.  But 
unless  you  can  prove  that  your  propose- 
tioos  are  intended  to  comply  with  the 
promises  made  at  the  time  of  the  Union  ; 
and  unless,  too,  yon  can  prove  that  tbe 
Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland  have  bad  full 
justice  done  them,  although  the^  may,  in 
respect  to  individual  measures,  say,  "  This 
is  an  advantageous  meaaure,  and  may  be 
a  benefit  for  Ireland,"  yet  they  would  Dot 
act  with  sincerity  if  they  did  not  at  the 
same  lime  say,  "  But  do  not  suppose  that 
we  ahall  be  satisfied  until  perfect  equality 
is  established  between  Catholic  and  Pro* 
testaoL"  With  respect  to  tbe  present,  with- 
out confining  myaelf  to  the  words  of  the 
hen.  Qeotleman's  proposition,  I  am  quite 
willing.  Sir,  that  the  worda  contained  in 
the  Motion  you  are  about  to  put,  be 
left  out,  for  the  purpose  of  submitting 
some  proposition  for  opening  Trinity  CoU 
lege  to  Roman  Calbolics.  It  is  tbe  only 
way  left,  after  the  manner  in  which  these 
institutions  have  been  determined  upon  by 
the  GoreiDmeot.   With  regard  to  the  Bill 


College  possesses.  That  would 
equality.  But  you  do  not  adopt  that 
course,  I  do  not  quarrel  with  you  for 
that.  Bat  another  way  to  remedy  the 
inequality  that  exists  is  to  open  Trinity 
College,  Dublin — all  of  it  which  is  not  of 
an  ecclesiastical  nature,  but  merely  iccn- 
lar — to  the  Roman  Catholics  of  that  coun- 
try. The  right  hon.  Baronet  has  not 
therefore  answered  the  speech  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Shell)  by  comparing 
Maynooth  with  Trinity  College,  instead  of 
stating,  ai  is  tbe  fact,  that  Trinity  Col- 
lege  would  still  remain  tbe  only  place 
where  persona  belonging  to  the  higher 
classes  can  obtain  collegiate  degrees. 
This  being  tbe  case,  my  right  hon. 
Friend  is  perfectly  justified  in  saying, 
■  bat  the  Roman  Catholics  will  not  t>e 
satisfied  until  real  equality  is  obtained. 
That  is  tbe  caae  with  regard  to  acade- 
mical education ;  and  so  it  is  with  re- 
gard lo  every  other  object.  The  right 
bon.  Baronet  says,  that  there  are  other 
difficulties  in  tbe  way.  There  are  diffi- 
culties in  the  way  of  every  Government, 
I  am  well  aware.  One  of  the  difficul- 
ties which  tbe  preient  GoTcroment  has 
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Scott,  R. 
Seymour,  Lord 
Shell,  rt.  hoD.  R.  L. 
Smith,  J.  A. 
Smith,  rl.  hD.  R.  V. 
Somerrille,  Sir  W.  M. 
SiaosSeld,  W.  R.  C. 
SlaDton,W.  H. 
Slenait,  P.  H. 
Stuart,  Lord  J. 
Tovrneley.  J. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Waklej.T. 
Warburton,  H. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Williami,  W. 
Yorke,  H.  R. 
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Martio,  J. 

Miicalfe,  H. 

Mitchell,  T.  A. 

Moffat,  G. 

Morrig,  0. 

0'Briea,J. 

O'Brien,  W.  S. 

0'Connell,M.J. 

Ord,  W. 

Oiwald,  J. 

Paget,  Col. 

Palmerilon,  Viict. 

PatijsoR,  J. 

Philips,  M. 

Plum  ridge,  Capt. 

Ponsonby,hn.C.  P.C. 

BawdoD,  Col. 

Redington,  T.  N. 

Ron,  D.  R.  Oivaii,  Capt. 

Russell,  Lord  J.  Bellow,  R.  M. 

On  llie  inaia  Question  being  ngain  put. 

Sir  R.  H.  Inglis  staled,  that  it  wag 
made  a  boast,  tbat  now,  for  the  Hrtt  lime, 
an  institution,  founded  by  the  State,  had 
been  established  without  any  regard  to 
religion.  Her  Majesty's  Govern  tnent  would 
either  fail  in  making  a  tyttem  of  educa- 
tion without  religion  in  Ireland,  or  the 
professors  would  circulate  their  own  pe- 
culiar doctrines.  He  moved  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  third  lime  that  day  three 
nionths. 

Viscount  £&rin(;ton  could  not  find  for 
what  class  of  students  these  Colleges  were 
designed,  or  whom  [hey  would  benefit,  and 
not  having  any  confidence  that  the  Go- 
Ternment  would  conduct  them  sstiifac- 
lorily,  mutt  vole  against  the  Bill.  On 
these  grounds  he  should  support  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  Speaker  said,  that  the  Amendment 
could  not  be  put  in  its  present  form. 

Sir  R.  InglU  :  Then  I  shall  content 
myself  with  giving  a  simple  negative  to 
the  proposition. 

The  House  again  divided  on  the  Ques- 
tion that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  third 
lime: — Ayes  177;  Noes  26:  Majority 
151. 

LUI  of  the  Ayes, 
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Acland.SirT.D. 

Bariinelon,  Viict. 

A'Couri,Capt. 
Aglionby,  H.  A. 

Bateson,  T. 

Bellew,  R.  M. 

Archbold,  R. 

Denbow.  J. 

Asi.ll,  W. 

Beniinck.  Lord  G 

Baillie,Col. 

Baine,  W. 

Boldero,  II.  G. 

Baird,  W. 

Bortli«ick,  1'. 

Balfour,  J.  M. 

BotBeld,  B. 

Barkly,  H. 

Bowes,  J. 

Baring,  T. 

Bowles,  Adm. 

Baring,rl  hoD.W.B.     Briico,M. 


BtothertoD,  J. 
Bruce,  Lord  G. 
Bruges,  W.  H.  L. 
Byeg,  rt.  ha.  G.  S. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carew,  hon.R.  S. 
Cavendish,  hon.  C.  C. 
Cavendish,  hoD.  G.  H. 
Chapman,  B. 
Chelsea,  Viscl. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clayton,  R.  R. 
Clerk,  It.  hoD.  Sir  G. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cockbu  rn,rt  .hon .  SirO 
Collelt,  J. 
Goote.  SirC.H. 
Corry,  right  hon.  H. 
Craig.  W.  G. 
Crawford.  IV.  S. 
Cripps,  W. 
Curteis,  II.  B. 
Damer,  hon.  Col, 
Deoison,  J.  £. 
Demion.E.B. 
Deaniatoun,  J. 
U'Eyncouri,  rt.bn.C.T. 
Dodd,  U. 
Douglas,  Sir  C.  E. 
I>uncart,  Visct. 
DuDCOmbe,  hon.  A. 
East,  J.  B. 
Emiyn,  Viict. 
Entwisle,  W. 
Escott,  B. 
Ewart,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Filzroy,  hon,  H. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Fonter,  M. 
Fremantle,  rt.  hn.SiiT. 
Gaskell,  J.M. 
Gibson,  T,  M. 
GUd9ione.rt.hn.W.E. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Gordon,  hon.  Capl. 
Gore,  M. 
Gore,  hn.  R.  O. 
Goulburo,  rt.  Ivon,  H. 
Graham,rt.bDO-Sit  J. 
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Viicl. 
Hale,  R,  B. 
Hatford,  Sir  II. 
Hamilton,  C.  J.  B. 
llamilioD,  G.  A. 
Hamilton,  W.J, 
Hamiltoo,  Lord  C. 
Harris,  hon.  Caut. 
Uawes,  B. 
Herbert,  It.  lin.  S. 
Hollond,  R. 
Nope,  Sir  J. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Hoiham,  Lord 
Hooldiwonh,  T, 


Hotvard,  P.  H. 
Hughes.  W.  B. 
Hussey,  T. 
Hutt,  W. 
Ingestre,  Viict. 
Jermyn,  Eai! 
Jervls,J. 
JocelyD,Visct. 
Jones,  Cspt. 
Lambton,  U. 
Lemon,  Sir  C. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Liddell,  boo.  H.  T 
Lincoln,  Earl  of 
Listowel,  Earl  of 
Ixwkhact,  W. 
Lowtber,SirJ.H. 
Macksotie,  W.  F. 
M<Neill,D. 
Mangles,  R.  D. 
Manners,  Lord  C,  S. 
Martin  C.  W. 
Meynell,  CapL 
Mildmay,  ll.Sl.J. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Moffatt,  C.  G. 
Mundy,  E.  M. 
Nicholl,  rt.  boo.  J. 
Noiieys,  Loid 
Northlsnd,  Viscl. 
Old.  W. 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Palmciiion,  Vitct. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
P«el,  rt.  hn.  Sit  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pennant,  hoo.  Col. 
Phillips,  U. 
Plumiidge,  Capt. 
Ponsonby,  bon.  C  F> 
Pusey,  P. 
Rawdon,  Col. 
Redington,  T.  N. 
Repton,  G.W.J. 
Kol lesion.  Col, 
Ross,  D.  R. 
Rout,  bon.  Capt. 
Rumbold.C.  K. 
Russell,  Lord  J. 
Sanderson,  R. 
SandoD,  Visct. 
Scoii,  hon.  F. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
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Tenneni,  J.  E. 
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Merchant  Seamen's  F{;nd.J  Order 
of  the  Day  for  leceiving  the  Report  of  tti« 
Mercbaat  Seamen's  Fund  Bill  in  order  to 
be  postponed. 

Sir  Hotvard  Douglas  (aid,  as  the  Mover 
of  the  Resolution  embodied  in  the  Report 
for  the  postponement  of  this  Bill,  he  would, 
with  the  permisiilon  of  the  House,  say  a 
few  words  in  reply  to  the  reference  made 
to  him.  The  Resolution  which  he  pro- 
|XKed  was  seconded  by  his  bon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  London  (Mr.  Lyall),  and  vig- 
orously supported  by  another  lion.  Mem- 
ber,  now  no  more,  whose  untimely  death  this 
Hou.se  must  lament,  his  Friend.s  mourn,  end 
the  mercantile  marine  of  this  country  might 
justly  deplore.  So  sustained,  ihc  Resolution 
was  ugreed  to  by  u  large  majority ;  and  he 
(Sir  Howard  Douglas)  hoped  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  would  give  effect  to  that 
Resolution,  by  moving  the  postponement 
of  this  Dill  till  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment, Having  been  n  member  of  the 
Merchant  Seamen's  Fund  Committees  of 
the  last  and  the  present  Session,  he  had 
ample  means  and  oppnrluniiies  of  con* 
didering,  deeply,  the  important  subject  of 
forming  a  Merchant  Seamen's  Fund,  ade- 
quate to  the  wants  and  necessities  of  the 
mercantile  marine.  He  objected  to  the 
present  Bill,  because  it  was,  in  principle, 
unjust,  and  injurious  to  the  shippiog  inte- 


rest and  to  the  seamen  themselves  belong- 
ing to  the  Port  of  Liverpool  and  other 
fSjeeX  ports  extensively  concerned  in  the 
Foreign  and  Colonial  trade,  as  well  as 
many  others ;  and  because  it  would  sacti- 
lice  their  interests  to  those  of  minor  and 
less  well  managed  ports;  and  because  by 
amalgamation  of  the  funds,  the  rates  of 
pension  for  merchant  seamen  would  be  re- 
duced lo  one  scanty  rate  of  uniform  inade- 
quacy. This  Bill  would  abolish  local 
funds;  deprive  first-rate  ports  and  many 
others,  of  the  superior  advantages  which 
they  now  possessed  in  an  exclusive  manage- 
ment of  their  own  funds,  and  take  from  them 
the  means  and  the  power  of  providing  for 
the  widows  and  children  of  seamen.  But 
very  imperfectly  should  they  discharge 
their  duty  to  the  mercantile  marine  of  this 
country,  the  true  basis  of  its  commercial  and 
naval  power,  if  they  did  not  devise  some 
more  comprehensive  measure,  by  which  a 
fund  might  be  formed,  sufficient  to  provide 
for  the  relief  and  support  of  merchant 
seamen,  their  widows  and  children,  upon 
an  adequate  scale,  worthy  the  munificence 
of  this  country ;  to  raise  generally  the 
condition  of  British  merchant  seamen,  and 
hold  out  additional  inducements  to  them  to 
remain  in  the  service  of  their  own  country, 
instead  of  wasting  their  youth  and  their 
strength  under  the  flag  of  Foreign  States, 
returning  only  when  worn  out,  to  seek  in 
their  own  land,  provision  for  old  age,  from 
funds  too  scanty  for  the  relief  and  support 
of  those  who  devoted  their  use  and  strength 
to  the  service  of  the  British  marine.  Such 
a  comprehensive  measure  might,  he  (Sir 
H.  Douglas)  thought,  be  devised.  He  was 
not  prepfu-ed  to  indicate  the  sources  fron- 
which  its  means  might  be  drawn,  nor  lo 
detail  the  process  or  machinery  by  which 
such  a  measure  mizht  be  carried  out.  This 
however,  he  woulu  say,  that  he  relied  on 
the  public  spirit  and  liberality  of  that  great 
shipping  and  trading  community,  of  which 
he  had  the  honour  to  be  one  of  the  Re- 
presentatives, that  they  would  cordially 
and  liberally  co-operate  with  the  ship- 
owners of  the  United  Kingdom,  gene- 
rally, with  a  view  to  devise  some  compre- 
hensive measure  that  might  really  be  ade- 
quate to  the  great  and  important  objects  in 
view,  deserving  the  favourable  consideration 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  which 
he  hoped  would  be  met  by  the  liberality 
of  that  House,  as  he  was  sure  it  would 
with  the  universal  apptobation  of  the 
country.  That  he  had  not  overrated  the 
public  spirit  and  liberality  of  that  great 
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shipping  comm unity  vith  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  be  connected,  he  would  re- 
quest the  penniiision  of  the  House  to  read 
a  passage  from  the  Report  of  the  pro- 
ceeding! of  a  Meeting  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  Shipoirners'  Auociation 
of  LiTerpool,  expressly  ajsemtiled  to  take 
into  consideration  the  course  which  he  (Sir 
Howard  Douglas)  had  taken  with  respect 
to  this  Billi  and  with  reference  to  the 
Motion  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
South  Shields  had  given  notice,  to  recom- 
mit that  Bill.  That  meeting  came  unani- 
mously to  the  foUonring  resolution : — 

"  This  Comraittee,  iberefore,  earneally  re- 
quMt  Sir  Howard  Douglas  to  periGTcra  la  his 
iDtention  to  meet  Mr.  Wawn's  proposal  by 
a  direct  oegaliie,  autborizing  Sir  Iloward,  at 
the  same  lime,  lo  assure  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
rernment  of  Ihe  entire  readioess  and  anxious 
wi«b  of  this  Committee,  lo  concur  in  any  well 
matured  and  comprehentiTe  proposal,  for  ame- 
horating  the  condition  of  the  seaman  ;  tead- 
ing,  while  in  health  and  atrengtb,  to  iropro*e 
his  condition,  and  to  retain  bin  in  the  service 
of  his  own  eonntry,  and  to  incraase  the  pro- 
liiioD  made  for  him  when  old  or  disabled — 
objects  which  this  Committee  are  prepared  to 
recommend  to  the  shipowners  at  large,  e*eii 
at  the  price  of  submitting  to  further  taxation 
tbeinselTes." 


Privikgi. 


He  (Sir  Howard  Douglas)  bad  read  this 
resolution  to  the  House  with  pride  and 
■atisfoction ;  and  in  the  admirable  terms  in 
which  it  was  expressed,  lie  would  appeal  to 
the  shipowners  of  the  United  Kingdom 
generally,  to  meet  cordially  the  invitation 
which  this  resolution  held  out,  and  would 
earnestly  recommend  lo  the  favourable 
cousideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  meet,  in  that  spirit,  any  such  practicable 
and  comprehensive  proposition  as  the  great 
body  of  the  shipping  interest  of  tbe  United 
Kingdom  might  be  prepared  to  suraest,  on 
a  future  occasion,  with  a  view  to  the  adop- 
don  of  such  a  comprehensive  measure  ss 
that  indicated  in  tne  Report  now  under 
consideration,  in  lieu  of  proceeding  with 
this  Bill. 

Sir  G.  Ckri  i^retted  tfae  neceiniy  for 
postponement,  hut  hoped  that  during  the 
recess  a  more  comprehensive  measure  might 
be  devised. 

Further  consideration  of  the  Report 
postponed  till  next  Session. 

House  adjonmed  at  two  o'clock. 

HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 

Friday,  J»hf  ll,  1845. 

Miimaa.]    Biiu.   ^iiMit. — l'- 
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3*'  and  pMMd:— DoeunntvyEridaiBBt  Rnl PfopBtv 

(Lord  Chimlldcl  i  Sal  OOet  AlioUtoa. 
IVlKiu.— l*-   Br^htoD  hikI    CUdiata   Rillmr  (PoB- 
mouth  Eiteukm)  \   Ouildlbnl,  ChlettHta,  and  Por^ 
mouth  Rillnr;   Clvfow,  Spnbg^  mod  MdkUB  [W 
net  RiUwiTi    tHnd  Ixndoa  and   Potnuiiai  Ran- 


Rf^orlol^llldiUatiRi'  sad  Redor  tuunyi  Witirtad 
lad  Uroiild  Riling'.  Dublin ud  Dngbedi  RAilmiri 
NcwTT  ud  BniiMrill™  RiUnfi  Nonh  Unkn  ad 
RHiblfNailgiitkii  Snaeh  Riilnn  ItUi  anatWHttn 
RiUxT  (OubUg  ta  Oilnr)  i  Cremfim  Cmli  Hns- 
■JoBVT  iBimt  Saiiaj. 

3"-  aad  jamoA  : — Cork  and  Bndan  RjltwmT  \  LrnB  and 


(New  South  Wila). 

pRiviLEGB.]  The  Lord  Chancellor 
laid  upon  (he  Table  the  Report  from  the 
Committee  appointed  to  search  for  Pre- 
cedents in  reference  lo  tbe  petition  of 
Thomas  Baker  for  Protection.  Read,  and 
ordered  to  lie  an  the  Table;  and  to  be 
printed. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  would  now 
more  that  Thomas  Baker  be  called  to  the 
bar,  to  deliver  in  the  declaration  he  had 
received. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  stated  the  course 
he  would  recommend  :  The  Report  was  of 
some  length,  and  it  would  be  some  time 
before  it  could  be  prinleci,  and  in  the 
hands  of  their  Lordships.  He  would 
merely  now  call  the  petitioner  before  them 
to  identify  tbe  transaction ;  after  which 
(he  plainliGT  and  his  attorney,  if  their 
names  could  be  ascertained,  should  be 
ordered  to  attend  on  Monday.  By  ibat 
lime  the  Report  would  be  printed,  and 
before  any  other  step,  such  a*  calling 
them  lo  the  bar,  was  adopted,  there  might 
be  a  discuisioQ  ;  and  those  noble  Lords 
wbo  dissented  from  the  coitrse  proposed 
might  state  their  objectiooi. 

Lord  CampbeU  entirely  approved  of  the 
course  proposed  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend. 

Lord  Radnor  had  no  objection  to  ihe 
conne,  except  that  when  the  petition  was 
presented,  a  Committee  had  been  ap- 
pointed to  search  for  precedents;  and 
now,  when  tbe  Report  had  only  been 
handed  in,  and  not  printed,  they  were 
called  upon  to  lake  a  step. 

The  Lord  Chancelhr  did  not  consider 
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this  a  ilep  by  which  the  House  would 
commit  itieir. 

Lord  Brougham  did  not  object  to  call- 
ing in  the  peiiliooer,  which  waa  a  lety 
difierent  mailer  from  calling  the  plaioiifT 
and  hji  atlotney  before  them. 

Thomaa  Baker  waa  thea  called  in,  and 
examined  by  the  Lord  Ciiancelloii. 

Were  you  examined  berore  a  Commiliee  of 
thii  House  iu  the  inonih  of  April  of  lasl  year? 
— Ym. 

What  was  ihat  Cammiilee? — A  CommiUce 
to  inquire  into  ihe  GamiDg  Lam. 

Were  yon  nware  that  ihal  Commiliee  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  bwi  affecting 
gaming?— Yes, 

Dili  you  give  eTidence  before  that  Com- 
mittee P — I  did. 

Ha>e  you  since  been  served  with  a  decla- 
ration in  any  suit,  or  with  a  copy  ? — I  received 
one,  which  is  now  in  the  handi  of  my  aitor- 

Ii  your  attorney  in  attendance  ?— Mr.  Barnes 

Will  you  ask  liim  for  the  declaration?  Is 
that  the  declaration  ?-~Mr.  Barnes  in  forms  me 
it  ii  Ihe  copy  of  one  filed  against  roe  in  ihe 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench. 

Have  you  read  ilT — It  has  been  read  to  me 
by  the  clerk  of  Mr.  Lyons. 

Does  the  statement  in  the  declatalion  cor- 
respond wilh  the  languafre  uied  by  you  before 
Ihe  Committee? — It  don't  make  use  of  the 
whole  language  made  ui  of  before  the  Cam- 
By  Lord  Bboughau. — Do  yon  find  any  of 
your  evidence  before  that  Committee  r*—*' 
use  of  ?— Some  of  it. 

By  the  Lord  CnjiscELton.— In  the  decla- 
ration do  you  And  those  words  of  your* 
charged } — Yes. 

Do  the  words  charged  corespond  with  part 
of  the  evidence  given  by  you  before  the  C'" 
niitee  ?— Yes. 

Did  you  ever  before  any  other  Committee 
make  precisely  the  same  statement  as  is  con- 
tained there  ? — Nol  precisely  llie  same. 

By  Lord  Bbouoiiah.— Did  you  make  any- 
thing like  the  same  statement  (—Not  with  re- 
spect to  him. 

Not  with  rMpect  to  Mr.  Ilatlow  ?— No. 

Never?— Never, 

By  the  Loao  Cuancellor.— Did  you  make 
any  iiatemenl  with  regard  to  him  except  thai 
lo  which  you  were  sworn,  and  before  a  Com- 
mittee of  ilie  House  ?—  Never, 

Is  that  a  copy  of  the  declaration  which  wa: 
deliveied  ? — Ves. 

By  Lord  Broicbam, — Did  you  say  any- 
thing wjih  respect  to  Mr.  Harlow  except  be- 
fore this  Committee? — No. 

By  Lord  CAMPBELL.—  Have  you  any  doubt 
that  this  action  is  brought  for  the  evidence 
Riven  by  you?— 1  believe  it  is  solely  brought 
for  that  evidence. 
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Do  yon  know  the  names  of  the  plaiulilTs 
solicitor!!  i — Messrs.  Ward  and  Harbin. 

What  solicitors  do  you  employ? — Messrs. 
Lyons,  Barnes,  and  EUis. 

Are  tbey  in  attendance  ?— Mr.  Barnes  is. 
Then  Mr.  Barnes  was  called  in,  and  ex- 
amined by  his  Lordsliip. 

Did  you  receive  a  declaration  of  the  plain- 

r  in  this  auilf— No;  it  was  liled  by  the 
plaintifTii  ailoroey,  and  taken  out  by  my 
clerk. 

Is  that  a  copy? — That  is  the  original. 

Who  is  the  plaintiff's  attorney.'— Mi.  Peter 
Tail  Harbin. 

By  Lord  Bkouohiu. — How  did  you  know 

was  Bled? — Notice  was  served  on  the  de- 
fendant. 

By  Lord  Caufbell. — With  a  notice  to 
plead  ? — Yes. 

By  Lord  Bboogbah.— What  notice? — Eight 
days.    The  declaration  was  filed  ou  the  7ili 

By  the  Loud  CitANCELLoa. — Do  yon  know 
where  the  plaintiff's  attorney  lives? — The  ad- 
dress on  the  back  of  the  wni  is  16,  Clement's 

lOD. 

Thomas  Baker  was  recalled,  and  examined 
by  the  Lord  Chahcellor. 

Do  you  know  where  the  plaintiff  lives?—* 
Yes,  my  Lord,  in  Leicester  Square. 

By  Lord  Brol'chau.— What  number  1~\6. 

What  sort  of  a  shop  does  he  keep  ? — A 
tobacconist's. 

Thomas  Baker  and  the  other  parlies  in 
attendance  wer?  ilien  ordered  lo  with' 
draw. 

The  LoTfl  Chancellor  then  moved,  that 
Peter  Taite  Harbin  and  John  HaHow  do 
attend  their  Lordships'  House  on  Monday 
next. 

I^rd  Brougham  would  not  at  this  ifage 
of  the  proceeding  take  an  objection  to 
the  course  suggested,  which,  however, 
was  not  the  same  matter  of  course  at  that 
of  calling  the  petitioner  before  them.  He 
purposely  abstained  from  raising  the  ques- 
tion at  that  moment ;  and  he  trusted  that 
those  who  agreed  with  liiji  would  also 
abstain  ;  and  he  would  take  such  objection 
Hs  he  might  be  advised,  if  any  farther  pro- 
ceeding should  be  urged  against  the  plain- 
tiff, or  if  he  should  be  called  to  the  bar. 
The  present,  however,  was  a  material  step, 
and  he  should  content  himself  with  pro- 
testing against  it. 

Tlie  lord  Chancellor  also  reserved  his 
opinion,  and  upon  the  same  grounds. 
Their  Lordships  could  not  he  properly  pre- 
pared lo  discuss  this  question  till  the  Re- 
port nf  ilie  Commiltee  should  be  printed  : 
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bnt  for  the  purpocs  of  isviDg  tine,  be 
propOKd  that  the  parties  ihould  be  or- 
dered to  attend. 

The  Mirqiieu  of  Clanricarda  fa«d  not 
had  the  good  fortune  of  attending  the 
Commiltee,  at  he  had  been  obliged  to 
attend  a  Railroad  Commillee;  but  it  now 
appeared  ihat  no  inconvenience  would 
have  been  felt  if  the  Home  had  proceeded 
lest  night  in  ihe  itraightforward  course 
he  had  augg;etted.  The  lame  courie  ihey 
were  now  about  to  take  could  have  been 
taken  yeiterday,  and  the  Houie  might 
have  taken  it  whathei  they  had  found  a 
precedent  or  not.  It  wai  a  gratification 
to  him,  aa  he  had  entered  a  Proteit  on  the 
Josraalt  againit  the  itep  taken  yesterday, 
that  the  opinion  he  had  recorded  had  now 
met  with  unanimoua  approval. 

UolioD  agreed  to,  and 

The  Lord  CkaneeUor  moved  that  the 
Lorda  be  aummoDed. 

Lord  Campbell  wai  lO  delighted  at  the 
turn  the  matter  had  taken,  that  he  would 
not  charge  their  Lordahipi  with  inconsii- 
lency,  though  ihej  were  uo  doubt  revert- 
iug  their  deciilon  oF  lait  night. 

Lord  Stanley  aaid,  there  wbi  thit  mate- 
rial difference  in  the  two  coanei;  lait 
night  it  WB8  moved  that  the  partiei  be 
aummoned  to  the  bar,  when  they  had  not 
determined  what  to  do;  wheieas  now  ibey 
had  the  advantage  a(  precedent!. 

Afler  a  few  words  from  Lord  Brottghani, 

The  Duke  of  Wellington  said,  the  great 
difference  in  the  position  of  the  House 
that  evening,  and  the  position  last  even- 
ing, was  this; — a  petition  was  presented 
by  the  noble  Duke  sitting  on  the  cross- 
benches  yesterday  evening  :  he  (the  Duke 
of  Wellington)  for  one,  believed  every 
word  contained  in  that  petition:  but  ihey 
were  in  a  different  position  that  night  as  a 
House  of  Parliament.  He  last  night  he. 
lieved  in  the  statements  of  the  petition,  as 
the  noble  Duke  had  vouched  for  them  ; 
but  that  night  they  bad  evidence  before 
ihem  on  oath,  that  this  man  had  given 
evidence  before  the  Committee;  that  the 
evidence  was  the  same  as  the  words  con- 
tained in  the  declaration,  and  that  he  had 
never  staled  anything  respecting  these 
mattera  anywhere  else.  Therefore  this 
declaration  must  have  reference  to  the 
eviiJence  given  before  a  Committee  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  and  to  nothing 
else.  That  was  the  diffeience  of  the 
■ituation  in  which  they  stood  that  night; 
and  be  thought  it  irould  turn  out  that  the 
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plaintiflT  wbo  had  6led  this  declaratioa 
would  rather  find  himself  in  adifliculty. 
Motion  agreed  to. 

RAiLWArs  Awn  thb  Board  of 
Trade.]  The  Eail  of  Dalhoiuie  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  Minute  of 
the  Lords  of  the  Committee  of  Privy 
Council  for  Trade,  dated  the  10th  day  of 
July,  1845,  relative  to  the  constitution 
and  mode  of  proceedings  of  the  Railway 
Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  As 
Ihe  subject  was  one  of  considerable  im. 
porlance,  he  felt  himself  called  on  to  state 
shortly,  the  alteration  which  it  was  in- 
tended to  make,  and  the  grounds  upon 
which  they  proceeded.  Their  Lordships 
would  recollect  that,  at  the  commence* 
ment  of  the  last  Session,  a  Committee 
had  been  appoiutecl  by  the  other  House 
for  considering  the  subject  o(  Railway 
Legislation  generally.  That  C  ommittee 
tat  for  many  monihs,  and  made  a  very 
full  Report  on  various  maiten  connected 
with  railways.  Upon  one  point  in  par- 
ticular, it  reported  very  fully — via.,  the 
degree  of  supervision  which  the  Govern- 
ment ought  to  exercise  over  tcliemeii  be- 
Tore  ihey  were  brouglit  under  the  consid- 
eration of  Parliament.  That  Report  was 
laid  before  the  House,  and  adopted,  and 
the  Government  proceeded  to  carry  into 
effect  its  recommendations.  It  bad  now 
become  necessary  for  the  Government  to 
consider  what  provisions  should  be  made 
for  the  future  conducting  of  railway 
schemes.  Tliey  had  found  that  the  cir- 
cumstances conneiiied  with  the  subject 
dlifered  materially  from  those  which  ex- 
isted at  the  beginning  of  last  Session. 
Having  maturely  considered  the  question, 
and  having  due  regard  to  the  constitu- 
tion and  operations  of  the  Committee  of 
Ihe  House  of  Commons,  and  to  the  feel- 
ing which  had  been  evinced  by  Parlia. 
ment  in  the  course  of  the  present  Seaiion, 
the  Government  had  come  lo  the  conclu- 
sion, that  the  Board  of  Trade  should  not, 
in  future,  prepare  or  submit  to  Parliament 
any  Repoit  upon  the  merits  of  railway 
projects.  But  in  relinquishing  this  func- 
tion of  reporting  upon  the  meriti  of 
schemes,  previously  to  their  being  consid- 
ered by  Pailianieot,  their  Lordships  roust 
not  be  induced  lo  consider  that  the  Board 
had  failed  in  the  object  for  which  it  had 
been  instituted.  He  had  seen  it  stated 
at  a  curious  fact  — and  curious  it,  no 
doubt,  would  be  if  true — that  only  one 
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decision  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  been 
approved  of  by  ihe  House  of  Commoni 
and  iliBt  that  one  decision  had  been  re 
versed  by  the  House  of  Lords.  But  what 
were  the  real  facts  of  the  case  ?  The  RaiU 
way  Department  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
had  reported  on  247  schemes,  comprising 
nearly  8,0QO  miles  of  railway;  of  these 
58  had  been  withdrawn, and  19  had  failed 
upon  the  Standing  Orders,  leaving  160, 
which  had  been  read  a  second  time  in  the 
House  of  Commons.  Of  these  160,  nine 
Biill  remained  undecided,  making  the 
number,  actually  decided  on,  151;  and 
of  these  151  schemes  decided  on  boih  by 
the  Board  of  Trade  and  the  House  of 
Commons,  there  were  only  six  in  whicli  the 
House  of  Commons  had  directly  reversed 
Ihe  opinion  of  ihe  Board  of  Trade,  which 


six  schemes  were  involved  i 
termed  (he  gauge  caie,  and  only  nine  othi 
cases  in  which  the  opinion  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  not  been  confirmed,  owing 
in  the  mean  time  to  a  change  of  circum- 
stances, or  to  a  compromise  between  the 
contending  parties;  so  that,  out  of  151 
schemes  which  the  House  of  Commons 
had  decided  upon,  only  IS  had  been  re* 
jpcted,  while  123  of  the  decisions  of  ihe 
Board  of  Trade  had  been  absolutelv  con' 
6rmed.  He  thought  he  was,  therefore,  en' 
titled  10  say  that  the  Board  ofTrade  had  not 
failed  in  discoveiing  the  truth,  and  that 
their  Reports  were  not  to  be  considered  as 
waste  paper.  The  Minute  of  last  year  pro- 
posed ibaiadistinct  Commit  leeof  the  Board 
of  Trade  should  he  appointed  for  railway 
business;  but  it  was  now  intended  todri- 
continue  that  Committee,  and  allow  the 
business  to  be  carried  on  by  the  ordinary 
Committee.  The  same  preliminary  steps 
on  the  part  of  railway  companies  which 
Kere  now  required,  such  as  depositing 
with  the  Board  of  Trade  a  copy  of  tlie 
plan  and  a  statement  of  the  objects  of  the 
Bill,  would  continue  to  be  required.  They 
would  also  be  expected  to  deliver  a  copy 
of  the  Bill  when  prepared  ;  and  if,  upon 
the  examination  of  iis  provisions,  it  should 
appear  lo  the  Board  of  Trade  to  he  de- 
tirable,  on  public  grounds,  to  direct  the 
Bilcniion  of  Parliament  to  the  nature  of 
(hose  provisions,  the  Board  ofTrade  would 
he  at  liberty  to  submit  to  Parliament  a 
It'^porl  upon  the  subject ;  but  in  no  case  to 
pronounce  any  opinion  upon  the  merits  of 
Ihe  Bill.  Thai  was  a  considernble  change 
from  ihe  former  system  ;  and  he  ventured 
to  think  that  it  would  be  impossible  for 


either  House  to  f'  el,  under  the  remodelled 

form  of  procednri',  that  ihere  could  be  any 

of  their  powers  in  deciding  upon 


Lord  Brougham  thanked  the  noble  Earl 
for  his  very  fair  and  candid  atatemeni. 
The  noble  Earl  said  that  a  new  arrange- 
ment had  been  made.  It  might  well  be 
called  a  new  arrangement.  It  was  just 
such  an  arrangement  as  took  place  in  the 
body  natural,  when  ii  was  consigned  to  its 
parent  earth,  and  suffered  decomposition 
in  the  course  of  nature.  He  condemned 
the  system  of  delay  which  was  pursued  in 
Corarailtees  by  the  opponents  of  difFerent 
Bills  Tor  the  purpose  of  insuring  their  de- 
feat ;  and  particularly  instanced  the  case  of 
the  London  and  York  Bill,  which  had 
now  been  about  fourteen  weeks  in  Corn- 
He  had  always  been  opposed  lo 
the  appointment  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
Committee,  considering  that  their  pro- 
ceedings were  calculated  to  encourage 
gambling,  and  being;  convinced  ihat  they 
could  not  have  the  materials  berore  them 
which  would  enable  them  lo  come  to  a 
correct  conclusion.  He,  however,  could 
not  see  any  objection  lo  the  plan  now 
proposed. 

Report  lo  be  printed. 

Railway  and  othrh  Bills.]  Lord 
Brougham  then  asked  their  Lordships  if  it 
was  their  intention  to  proceed  with  the 
Adjourned  Debate  on  the  following  Reso- 
lution, as  amended,  which,  he  thought, 
would  put  a  stop  to  a  good  deal  of  hard- 
ship and  oppression,  viz. : — 

"  That  where  any  Parly  or  Parties  have  ap- 
peared and  contested  any  such  Bills  at  the 
Bar  or  in  the  Commillees  of  llie  House,  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  the  House  or  Committees, 
ifinlheir  Discietion  they  shall  ihink  lil,  lo 
direct  the  Expeneet  of  such  Party  or  Parties 
irwurred  in  the  Proeeedingt  lefora  tkit  Houte 
or  ia  Gommittw  10  be  paid  by  the  oppoaim 
I'any  promoting  Ihe  Bill ;  the  Amount  of  aiich 
ExpenetK  to  U  OKertained  and  certified  hi/  the 
Clerk  of  the  Parliamenta  or  Clerh-Atii»tatU,bi/ 
lite  Taxation  and  in.  the  tame  Manner  and 
m>on  titeaame  Temu  in  all  regptcts,  at  Cotis  on 
Jjipealt  and  Writs  of  Error  are  directed  to  it 
ascertain^  ajid  ctrtified  by  the  Standina  Order 
of  this  HowK,  of  the  3rd  of  April  lfi35.Vo.215; 
and  that  the  Petitioner*  for  any  sack  Bill,  or 
tome  of  them,  at  thaU  be  approved  by  the  CUrt 
of  the  Parli/tHientt,  ihall,  before  tAe  tame  it 
read  a  Second  I'tme,  give  S^rity  to  the  mid 
Clerk,  by  RecoQuitanee  to  be  eiiiered  into  to  The 
Queen,  oflhe  Peiudtu  of  HfiOOl.,  conditioned,  lo 
pay  ail  Expeneet  lenich  may  he  ordered  by  the 
I£oute  or  ifie  Committee  to  be  paid  to  any  Party 
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er  ParlU*  oppotiaq  t/i- 
■■■^hatdirectfd 
„  fjl,  it  thall  repoi 

to  th*  House  tpicuJltf,  «ith  the  Cireuautaiieet 


U  :  That  where  uny 

n  ■    '         ■ '  ' 

my  racA  PttHg,  it  shall 
\o  tht  House  specialiy,  «i 
indueing  them  to  to  aireel." 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  mggeited,  that 
where  tlie  opposition  vat  nxalioui,  the 
parliet  opposing  ihould  be  made  (o  bear 
the  coita. 

The  Barl  of  Wickimo  said,  that  io  all  or- 
dinary Buits  the  perion  who  loit  was  made 
to  paycotti;  and  it  ceriainly  appeared 
rather  abaurd  to  him  that  in  tbeie  auiis 
Ihoie  who  were  in  the  right,  if  the; 
happened  lo  be  promolen  of  the  Bill, 
■houtd  ha*e  to  bear  coat*. 

Lord  Brau^Aam  explained  that,  in  or- 
dinary caaei  where  aa  action  was  brought, 
it  was  presumed  that  the  derendant  held 
some  property  belonging  lo  the  plainiiff. 
ITa  verdict  were  found  for  the  piaintifT, 
he  had,  for  a  certain  time,  been  kept  out  oT 
that  which  belonged  to  him ;  and  therefore 
the  defendant  wai  saddled  with  all  costs. 
In  this  case  the  fact  was  different,  for 
parties  appearing  lo  contest  any  of  ihete 
Bills  were  about  to  have  their  properly 
taken  from  them  whether  they  would  or 
BO  ;  and  for  that  reason  he  thought  that, 
even  if  unsucceaiful,  the  House  or  Com- 
mittees should  have  the  ditcretioa  of 
directing  the  expenses  (o  be  paid  by  ihe 
party  promoting  the  Bill. 

Lord  Monteagle  supported  the  Resolu- 
tion, As  powerful  companies  would,  in  the 
progress  of  railroads,  become  opponents 
(if  Bills,  unleii  security  were  taken  against 
undue  opposition  to,  as  well  as  undue  pro- 
motion of,  railways,  injustice  would  lie 
done.  He  proposed  that  recognizances 
should  be  taken  on  boih  side). 

Lord  Brougham  altered  ihe  Reiolulion 
conformably  to  this  suggestion. 

Lord  Redetdale  objected  to  the  requir- 
ing recognizances,  which  would  operste 
to  the  exclusion  of  the  poor  mai 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  in  tile  case 
of  a  poor  man,  recognizances,  to  whatever 
amount,  would,  in  effect,  be  merely 
minal. 

The  Duke  o( Richmond  said,  it  was  well 
known  that  in  ihis  cily  there  was  a  cer- 
tain class  of  low  attorneys,  who  had  nc 
character  lo  los^,  who  could  get  up 
oppoaiiion  to  Bills,  and  ihat  was  what  lie 
wi>lit'd  lo  giiaid  aji^insi.  lie  lielieved 
that  by  and  by  the  great  body  of  ihe  peo- 
ple would  nol  be  satisfied  unlcs  iheyhad 


a  railroad  within   a  mile  of   their  own 

Lord  Whancliffe  said,  the  power  of  in- 
licting  costs  should  be  given  by  Act  of 
Parliament.  He  should  lake  the  tense  trf 
the  House  upon  the  Resoluiion.  It  was 
certainly  wrong  to  do  it  by  means  of  a 
Standing  Order. 

Lord  AshbHrton  took  the  same  view  of 
the  subject. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  said, the  Resolution 
as  it  stood  would  interfere  with  the  right 
of  petitioning.  If  a  petition  was  presented 
and  referred  to  a  Committee,  ihe  poorest 
man  must  be  prepared  with  his  recogni- 
zances. Were  their  Lordships  ready  10 
place  such  a  bar  against  the  right  of  peti- 
tioning ? 

Lord  Brougham  said,  the  Resolution 
coold  never  injure  any  man  whose  property 
was  afiiicted  by  a  railway.  It  was  mon- 
strous to  say  that  the  opposition  of  a  man 
against  his  property  being  taken  away 
without  bis  consent,  could  be  frivolous. 
Noble  Lords  were  running  awav  with  a 
false  idea.  If  this  Resolution  were  to  be 
put  off  day  after  day,  he  should  wash  his 
bands  of  it.  He  had  reported  the  Reso- 
iutioo  from  (he  Committee,  which  was 
unanimous,  and  the  House  were  now 
about  to  reject  it,  and  pass  a  Bill.  They 
might  do  so,  and  send  iheir  Bill  down  to 
the  other  House,  and  then  (ss  had  been 
done  with  some  of  the  best  Bills)  a  Mi- 
nister might  get  up  and  say,  "  1  have 
considered  this  matter,  and  1  think  there 
is  not  time  to  pass  the  Bill  this  Session." 
And  men's  property  would  be  taken  away 
without  the  possibility  of  geliiag  the 
costs  of  resistance.  He  would,  however, 
defer  the  Resolution  till  Monday. 

Lord  Whamcliffe  said,  the  House  had 
no  right  lo  exercise  the  power,  if  they  had 
it,  of  requiring  every  person  coming  there 
against  a  Bill  lo  give  recognizances.  No 
alteration  could  reconcile  htm  to  the  Re- 
solution. 

LordBroHjrAom;  That  seals  the  fate  of 
the  Resolution.  If  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment oppose  the  Resolution,  I,  as  an 
individual,  must  submit, 

T^o  Lord  ChanceUof '■  I  donotconsider 
this  to  be  a  question  of  the  Gorernmeat't. 
Lord  Whamcliffe  :  1  speak  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Lord  Brougham:  The  Resolution  does 
not  interrere  with  the  right  of  petition  ; 
even  the  Amendment  dues  not  interfere 
with  that  right.     It  does  not  pTevenl  the 
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prewnlation  of  peiilions,  but  the  graining 
oniie  prayer  of  ilie  petilioo.  The  right 
of  petilion  is  not  the  right  lo  have  ihe 
prayer  of  the  {lelition  granted,  but  to  have 
it  received  and  read. 

Lord  Portman  thought  that  all  this 
matter  should  be  regulated  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament. The  proper  wav  was  to  gcnd  a 
Bill  for  the  consideration  of  the  other 
House,  or  to  receive  a  Bill  from  that 
House  for  (heir  Lordships'  consideration. 
There  was  a  reference  id  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord's  Resolution  lo  a  Standing 
Order,  which  was  made  pfFectual  by  an 
Act  of  ^Parliament  brought  in  by  Lord 
£1don,  who  must  have  considered  it  ne- 
cessary to  have  an  Act  of  Parliament  lo 
tax  cosii.  It  wag  the  first  time  it  was 
ewer  proposed  by  a  Standing  Order  to 
give  coats  in  their  legislative  proceedings. 
He  thought  (he  House  would  be  wise  if 
they  adopted  the  view  of  the  President  of 
the  Council,  and  negatived  the  Resolu- 
tion, 

l.ord  Brovgkam  said,  he  had  never 
heard  so  many  mistakes  in  any  one  speech 
as  in  that  which  the  nobte  Lord  who  had 
just  sat  down  had  thought  proper  (o 
make. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  objected  to  the  Re- 
solution in  toto.  It  held  out  to  the  people 
this  : — "  We  must  receive  your  peii(ion», 
but  we  will  put  such  a  clog  upon  (he  right 
as  will  make  it  nugatory."  He  would  not 
be  B  party  to  such  a  Resolution. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  did  not  press  ihc  Re- 
Bolulionnow;  be  wished  to  withdraw  it, 
and  to  bring  ii  forward  amended  on  Mon- 
day. 

Lord  Wkamclife :  The  noble  and 
learned  Lord  has  no  right  (o  withdraw  the 
Resolution  without  the  consent  of  your 
Lordships. 

The  Marquess  of  Lantdowae:  Then  I 
move  that  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
have  leave  to  withdraw  the  Resolnlion.  I 
move  this  without  giving  any  expression 
of  opiaion.  The  only  modes  of  proceed- 
iDg  are  by  Resolution  or  by  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  (he  best  course  is,  to  allow  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  to  consider  be- 
tween this  and  Monday  whether  it  should 
be  by  Resolution  or  by  Bill. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  observed,  (hat  it 
bad  been  stated  (hat  the  House  of  Com- 
mons were  disposed  to  concur  in  (lie  Re- 
lolution;  if  so,  (hey  would  a^ree  (o  a 
Bill. 
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Lord  Brougham  was  repea(ing  several 
of  his  arguments  in  explanation,  as  well 
as  in  support  of  the  Resolution,  when 

The  Earl  of  Devon  made  an  observation 
which  was  not  distinctly  heard,  relative 
to  Ihe  number  of  times  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  spoken  in  (he  course  of 
(he  evening. 

Lord  Brougham  continueil,  and  said  he 
should  speak  in  that  House  as  often  as  he 
pleased,  without  considering  whether  it 
was  pleasing  (o  (he  noble  Lord  or  other- 
wise. If  the  noble  Lord  did  not  like  his 
speeches,  he  was  not  compelled  to  listen 
to  them,  and  he  certainly  did  not  care  for 
the  noble  Lord's  attention.  When  the 
nohle  Lord  sat  at  that  Table  he  was  com- 
pelled 10  listen  to  him,  but  he  was  not 
compelled  now;  and,  therefore,  if  the 
noble  Lord  did  not  wish  (o  do  so  be  had 
the  means  of  relieving  himself.  He  (Urd 
Brougham)  did  not  object  (o  listen  to  the 
nobte  Lord ;  but  when  he  did  so,  instead 
of  interrupting  him,  he  should  adopt  (hose 
means  and  relieve  himself. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  :  My  Lords,  I  shall 
not  comment  upon  the  good  tasie  and  ihe 
personal  feeling  which  have  prompted  (he 
noble  Lord  to  make  the  obtervaiions  which 
your  Lordships  have  just  heard.  I  do  not 
know  whether  it  be  a  well-merited  obser- 
vation ;  but  as  the  noble  and  learned  Lord 
has  now  avowedly  and  openly  put  him- 
self in  a  position  of  defiance  of  this  House, 
it  becomes  necessary  to  consider  what  are 
the  rules  and  orders  of  the  House  upon 
this  subject ;  and  I  tell  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  that,  although  he  tells  us  in 
Ihe  strong  language  he  is  accustomed  to 
use,  that  he  will  speak  iu  this  House  ai 
often  as  he  likes,  when  he  does  again 
speak  twice  or  thrice  on  the  same  ques- 
tion, contrary  to  the  rules  of  this  House, 
I  shall  call  upon  your  Lordships  to  vindi- 
cate and  enforce  these  rules. 

Lord  Brougham :  I  hope  there  will  be 
equitable  justice  extended  to  all,  on  both 
sides  of  the  House.  I  never  rise  frequently 
unless  other  noble  Lords  do  so. 

The  further  debate  thereon,  adjourned 
to  Monday. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Fridag,  July  U,  1845. 

OTH.]     Vvm  MuHBin  Sironit.     Fat  W«c  Suffulk 
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Rtperlia. — GinTsead  aad  Rocbeita  RdlwiT- 
3*-  uKl  pMKcl  i—CuUiiftird,  Chichester,  lad  Portunouth 
Railway  i  fiiighUm  uid  ChJdiecer  Riilway  (I'orUinouth 
Eil0i9ioii}i  DlKd  Ldndon  and  Potlsnoulh  HailWMyi 

and  olhen,  of  HiddiDgtini,  <n  Civoui  of  Unlienitls 
(Seallaiid)  BlIU—By  Mr.  S.  WorllflT.  turn  PammitU. 
for  Rcptal  of  nrUln  AcU  nlallog  lo  tbt  CDlony  of  New 

SciuLh  Walo By  Mi.  Banhnidi*  fromChuTwdl,  fbrln- 

quby  IntD  the  Atiatomy  Act. — By  Mr.  HcaEhcoCe,  rrom 
•ntral  plua,  In  ftvouiortheTcn  HounSyMam  In  Fm- 
toileb— By  Mi,  T.  Dunoomba,  boas  Henry  Walks, 
Chcmin,  i3  St.  John  Sueel,  foi  Inquliy  into  the  Tmt- 
ment  of  Lunatic  etc.— From  Coiemou  of  Ywli  Lunatic 
AiyluDi,  (or  Almtion  of  LuoaCIci  BUU—Sy  Hi.  Uun- 
iHirr.  from  Apolhnwia  of  Cailow,  fox  AlleiatioD  of 

and  others,  of  Haddingtiai,  for  1>eitpaDeiiicnt  of  Poor 
Las  AmmiiDint  (SooUand)  BIIL— B|>  Sir  J.  Y.  Bulla. 
fiom  David  FblUI{«,  and  Jnpai  Pairou.  foilnveitlgatliig 
TiuUi  of  Evldtnee  of  J.  Parrotl,  bdOis  the  Pool  Lbw 
UedJeallWierCanmlttM  (184<). 

Lunatics.]  Lord  AikUy  mavei  (he 
Order  of  ihe  Day  for  the  Houae  to  go  into 
Commitlee  od  Ihe  Luoaiict'  Bill. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  deprecated  the  further 
progress  of  the  Bill  at  lo  lat«  a  period  of 
ilie  Sewion.  Hii  objectioojto  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Bill  was  >o  great,  that  he 
would  move  its  postponemeDt  until  the 
Dtxt  Session. 

Sir  J.  Graham,  addreuing  Ihe  House, 
■aid,  (hat  the  Government  had  in- 
tended to  biing  in  B  Bill  similar  to  that 
before  the  House  ;  but  knowing;  the  great 
interest  which  liis  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Aihlejr)  had  taken  in  the  subject,  and  his 
perfect  actjuaintance  with  it,  the;  had 
gladljr  banded  over  the  matter  to  his 
charge,  but  the;  did  not  for  an  instant 
wish  to  get  rid  of  the  responsibility 
themselves;  on  the  cootrary,  the  Go- 
vernment took  upon  themselves  Ihe  whole 
responsibililf  of  the  measure,  which  they 
felt  would  be  of  great  public  benefit.  He 
hoped  the  House  would  give  its  saaciion 
to  a  measure  of  so  mucb  importance,  even 
although  it  had  been  unavoidably  delayed 
lo  a  JBle  period  of  the  Session. 

Order  of  the  Day  read. 

Lord  Aihley  moved,  "that  the  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  chair." 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  he  had  to  pre- 
spnt  a  peiiiioii  compbiQing  that  a  man, 
named  William  White,  a  poor  brother  of 


the  Charter- ho  use,  had  been  detained  ins 
private  lunatic  assylum  for  nine  years,  al- 
though he  had  ceriificates  of  four  surgeou 
that  he  was  of  sound  mind,  audDotapio. 
per  person  lo  be  so  confined. 

Lord  Ashley  sincerely  hoped  the  bin. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  now  that  he  stated 
the  abject  he  had  in  view  in  oppoiing  tbt 
Bill,  would  allow  the  House  togoibtough 
the  preliiuiiiBry  forms,  so  that  the  mesfurt 
might  be  fully  and  dispassionately  oos- 
sidered  and  discussed  in  Con^mittee.  He 
also  hoped  that  nothiog  which  might  fsll 
from  the  hon.  Gentleman  or  any  other  boD, 
Member  would  tempt  him  to  infringe  the 
rules  of  Ihe  House,  or  induce  him  to  reply 
in  any  way  that  eihibited  anght  in  tbe 
nature  of  irritntion  or  ill-feeling.  Wben 
he  heard  the  hon.  Gentleman  aay  that  the 
Commissioners,  in  tbe  discharge  of  thtic 
duties,  and  particularly  in  their  esamins- 
lions,  had  conducted  themaelves  with  at- 
rogBDce  and  intolerance,  he  must  take 
leave  to  say  that  the  hon.  Member  bad 
been  most  grievously  misinformed  by  ihoM 
who  had  made  such  a  statement  to  bia. 
He  would  ask  him  to  consult  his  own  heut 
and  liisowo  feelings,  and  if  in  his  bean 
and  his  feelings  he  found  (bat  it  would  be 
possible  for  bim,  in  so  solema  an  inqnlty 
— an  inquiry  of  so  delicate  a  nature,  and 
afieciing,  as  it  did,  the  happiness  of  hu- 
man beings^to  behave  with  arrogance 
and  intolerance,  then  he  (Lord  Ashley) 
would  admit  that  his  brother  Commis- 
sioaers  and  himself  were  open  to  the 
charge.  But  he  would  undertake  to  prove 
to  the  House  that  nothing  could  be  nore 
inaccurate  than  such  a  charge.  It  was 
quite  true  that  the  hon.  Geuileroan  gave 
bim  notice  that  it  was  his  intention  to 
bring  under  the  consideration  of  ihe  House 
the  case  of  Captain  Digby.  He  bad  atalcd 
to  him  in  private  that  if  it  were  necASsaiy 
for  the  Commissioners  to  be  put  upon  ihetr 
defence,  and  to  show  their  reasona  why 
they  could  not  authorize  the  liberatiou  m 
that  party,  he  feared,  from  the  docnmeaU 
which  would  be  produced,  that  the  case 
would  issue  in  a  painful  result.  He  bad 
hoped  that  he  should  not  have  to  weary  tbe 
House  by  any  further  statements;  and  be 
felt  that  he  was  acting  with  exceeding 
boldness  when  he  bronght  forward  ibis 
measure.  He  had  hoped  that  bis  preli- 
minary observations  would  have  be«D  aaf- 
ficieut  ;  but  since  it  was  Ihe  will  of  tbe 
House  that  he  should  make  a  further  cob- 
municairon  on  this  natter,  be  would  tf 
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qnut  ibcm  to  receive  the  expUoktion  he 
wai  DOW  about  lo  offer.  It  would  be  ne- 
ceiiarf,  in  the  firit  plwe,  thai  he  itiould 
deicribe  the  coniiituiioD  of  the  Cominie- 
■ion,  and  retrace  the  history  of  legislaiiou 
upoD  thii  subject.  lu  1828,  Mr.  Goidoo, 
then  a  Member  of  thU  Houie,  iniroduced 
a  Bill  which  arterwarda  bBcame  the  Act 
under  which  the  operation!  of  the  Com- 
miuion  were  conducted,  and  waa,  in  fact, 
the  law  under  which  their  operalions  were 
conducted  up  to  the  preaent  time.  If  the 
Houae  would  allow  him,  he  would  give  a 
abort  view  of  the  atale  of  the  law  b;;  which 
private  aiylunia  were  reguUled  previouilj 
to  1628,  in  order  that  they  might  lee  how 
tbey  had  gone  on  progreuively  imptoving 
io  their  legiilalion,  and  how  tbey  might 
continue  lo  go  on  progreiiively  improving; 
for  tbia  waa  a  difficult  and  delicate  quea- 
lioD,  and  00  step  could  be  taltea  without 
deliberation,  and  every  auch  atep  mual  be 
justified  by  pait  experience.  Previouily 
to  1828  private  aaylumi  were  regulated 
by  the  Act  of  Parliament  paaaed  in  the 
l4lh  year  of  George  111.  That  waa  a  mott 
important  Act,  but  very  defective.  There 
wai  no  power  contained  in  it  for  puuiahing 
an  offence,  not  even  for  revoking  or  le- 
fuaiog  a  licenae.  There  wu  u  great  laxity 
io  tbe  ligoature  of  cerlificalei,  one  only 
being  deemed  tufficienl,  and  that  one 
might  be  and  often  waa  ligned  by  a  per- 
son not  duly  qualified,  or  the  proprietor  of 
tbe  Riadhouae  (in  hia  medical  capacity), 
to  which  the  alleged  lunatic  was  consigned, 
Honsei  licensed  under  that  Act  weie  not 
required  lo  be  visited  more  than  once  a 
year.  There  was  uo  power  under  the  Act 
to  discharge  any  patient  who  might  prove 
lobe  of  sound  mind.  Licenses  could  be 
granted  only  on  one  day  in  the  year 
Pauper  lunatics  were  lent  lo  the  n)ad< 
bouie  and  admitted  witliout  medical  cer- 
tificatea,  and  no  return  of  pauper  palienis 
waa  ever  made  to  the  Board,  No  plant 
were  required  of  houses  previously  (o  thi 
grantiog  of  licenaes;  no  returns  of  tbe 
caiea  of  lunatics  kept  singly  in  houaea  for 
gain  ;  and,  moreover,  no  vitita  of  medical 
persons  to  tbe  patients.  That,  io  fact, 
was  (he  state  of  the  law  from  1777  down 
to  1S28,  when  Mr.  Gordon  introduced  a 
Bill  which  remedied  these  defects.  That 
Act  gave  power  to  the  Board  to  revoke  or 
refuse  a  licenao.  Sundry  offencea  were 
specified  in  the  Act,  not  specified  io  the 
old  Act,  which  might  be  punished  as  mis- 
deucanors.    Separate  visits  by  two  medi- 
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cal  men  mie  required ;  and  theie  geotlt- 
men  were  to  be  members  of  one  of  ttte 
three  authorised  medical  bodies,  Theso 
visits  must  bave  beeo  paid  lo  the  al- 
leged lunatic  within  a  period  of  not  more 
than  seven  clear  days  before  bia  ad- 
mission into  a  licensed  bouse.  Every 
licensed  house  waa  to  be  visited  at  least 
four  limes  in  the  year  (many  of  them  not 
having  been  visited  at  all  under  the  old 
law),  and  in  practice  now  soma  of  ibem 
ire  visited  oftener.  A  power  was  also 
ven  for  dischsrglng  any  patient  who 
igbt,  after  due  medical  investigation  of 
the  case,  be  considered  of  lound  mind. 
Licenses  could  be  granted  on  any  of  the 
quarterly  boards;  and  certificates  were 
necessary  for  the  admission  of  pauper  In- 
natica,  as  well  as  returns  of  them  regularly 
made,  and  liats  of  tbero  kepi,  so  that  each 
pauper  was  seen,  and,  when  requisite, 
examined  on  each  visit  of  the  Comraia- 
sioners.  Plana  of  all  houses  were  required, 
and  also  of  such  alterations  as  might,  from 
lime  to  time,  be  made  therein  ;  and  ro- 
of patients  in  single  houses  under 
certain  well-guarded  ptovisiooa  for  insur- 
ing secrecy,  were  to  be  annually  made  to  the 
cUrk.  Then,  each  house,  conlainiog  more 
e  hundred  patients,  was  to  have  a  re- 
sident medical  officer;  and  where  the  cum- 
b:r  was  less  than  a  hundred,  was  to  be  vi- 
lited  by  a  medical  person  twice  a  week.  Mr. 
Gordon's  Act  was  passed  for  three  years, 
and  the  Commission  was  appointed  for  one 
year,  to  be  renewed  annuslly.  That  Cont- 
miiaion  consisted  of  several  unpaid  Mem- 
bers, and  five  phyaicians,  and  it  waa  pro- 
vided that  these  five  physicians  should  be 
paid  at  the  rate  of  one  guinea  an  hour  for 
their  attendance,  with  power  to  carry  into 
effect  the  new  Act  within  the  meiropolitan 
district.  This  Act  and  Commission  were 
renewed  in  1832.  and  two  bsriisteia  were 
added  on  the  same  terms.  Aliout  1834, 
after  having  been  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mission, he  (Lord  Ashley)  became  the 
chairman  of  the  Commission,  which  duty 
he  bad  diacharged  up  to  the  present  lime. 
Now,  this  Act  was  renewed  periodically 
from  three  years  to  three  years,  until  the 
year  1843,  when  bis  noble  Friend  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Ducby  of  Lancaster 
(Lord  0.  Someraet)  brought  in  a  Bill  for 
three  yean,  the  object  of  which  was  greailj 
to  extend  the  operation  of  the  metropo- 
litan Com  mission  era.  Let  the  House  see 
how  ihst  Act  extended  the  duties  devolved 
upon  these  Commisaioner*.     It  extended 
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tbeii  duliei  orer  (he  whole  turface  of  Eng- 
land aod  Wales,  initeid  of  conGning  tiieir 
la  the  metropolitan  diilrict  and  a  rsdiiii 
of  seven  miiei  round  it,  and  directed  that 
all  aiyluniB  licensed  b;f  ibe  justices  should 
-be  visited  twice  a  year  by  two  Commis- 
sioners (a  physician  and  a  barrister),  who 
were  lo  examine  the  licenses  and  certifi' 
caies,  and  inquire  and  report  as  lo  re. 
straini,  classificaiiaa,  occupation,  anc 
amusemenis.  The;  were  also  to  report 
on  the  condition  of  paupers  on  admisi ' 
diet,  and  so  forth.  They  were  bound  to 
make  entries  as  to  particular  patients  iu 
patienls'  book,  and  empowered  to  liberate 
patients  in  provincial  asylums  after  two 
visits.  The  Act  likewise  directed  a  phy- 
sician and  barrister  (members  of  the  Com- 
miision)  to  visit  county  asylums  once  a 
year,  and  make  inquiries  and  reports  simi- 
lar to  those  which  he  bad  already  speci- 
fied. Then,  for  the  purpose  of  discharging 
any  inctease  in  their  duties,  the  number 
of  physicians  bad  been  augmented  to 
aeten,  and  of  barristers  to  four.  And  it 
was  also  provided  by  the  Act  that  the 
Comtnisiioners  should  receive  at  the  rate 
of  five  guineas  a  day  during  the  perform- 
ance of  their  duties  in  the  provinces. 
Such  were  the  provisions  of  the  Act  pass- 
ed in  the  Gfili  and  sixth  of  Her  present 
Majesty's  reign;  aud  immediately  after  its 
enactment  the  Commissioners  entered 
upon  their  enlarged  duties.  Now,  let  the 
House  observe  what  were  the  duties  which 
devolved  upon  the  Commissioners.  The 
result  of  the  passing  of  that  Act  was,  that 
in  each  year  the  establishments  to  be 
visited  by  them  were  seventeen  county 
asylums,  or  asylums  hronebt  within  the 
scope  of  the  Sth  Geo.  IV,  (the  Act  of 
1828),  being  twelve  county  asylums,  and 
five  county  and  subictipiion  asylums; 
eleven  asylums  of  a  mixed  character,  main- 
tained partly  by  subscription,  and  partly 
by  income  from  charitable  foundations  ; 
and  two  military  and  naval  hospitals. 
These  would  be  visited  once  a  year. 
Ninety-nine  houses  licensed  by  justices  in 
session,  fifty-nine  of  them  receiving  pri- 
vate patients  only,  and  the  remaining  forty 
paupers  and  private  patients,  would  be  vi- 
sited twice  a  year.  Then,  in  the  metro- 
politan district,  there  were  thirty-seven 
houses  licensed  by  the  metropolitan  Com- 
missioners, tliirty-lhree  of  which  received 
private  patients  only,  and  the  remainder 
(fourlargecstablishmenis)both  pauper  and 
private  pa'icnta.    Theae  would  be  visited 
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imes  in  the  course  of  a  year.  So 
that  in  the  whole,  166  houses,  spread  over 
a  large  surface,  were  to  be  visited  by  the 
Commissioners,  some  of  them  once,  others 
twice,  and  some  four  times  a  year.  The 
result  of  these  invetligaiioni  was  a  volu- 
minous Report  from  the  Commisiioners, 
which  was  presented  to  the  House  towards 
the  closeoFtlie  last  Session  of  Parliament; 
and  be  very  much  feared  that  the  size  of 
that  Report,  although  it  was  published  in 
the  raoBt  inviting  form,  had  deterred  many 
hon.  Members  from  perusing  it;  because 
if  the  House  of  Commons  had  read  the 
Report,  there  would  have  been  very  little 
hesitation  manifested  with  regard  to  the 
two  Bills  which  he  had  had  the  honour  of 
introducing.  Nor  did  be  think  that  he 
should  now  have  been  called  on  to  weary 
ihe  House  by  these  prelimiuary  remains. 
Well,  upon  the  presentation  of  that  Re- 
port, he  proposed  a  motion  foran  Address 
to  ihe  Crown,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  take 
it  into  Her  serious  consideration,  A  dis- 
cussion arose  in  the  House,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  stated  that  they  were 
so  impressed  with  the  necessity  of  legis- 
lation upon  the  subject,  that  they  pro- 
miied  that  a  Bill  should  be  introduced  in 
the  succeeding  Session  of  Parliament,  in 
consequence  of  which  he  (Lord  Aihley) 
withdrew  his  notice.  His  right  bon. 
Friend  (Sir  James  Graham)  had  already 
explained  to  the  House  wby  it  was  that 
he  was  entrusted  wilb  the  introduction  of 
the  two  very  important  Bills  before  the 
House.  His  right  hon.  Friend  was  pleased 
to  think  that,  as  he  had  served  soloog  on 
the  Commission,  and  performed  the  re- 
sponsible and  arduous  duties  of  its  chair- 
man, he  was  the  proper  penon  to  present 
these  measures  to  the  notice  oF  the  House, 
He  undertook  the  task,  because  he  thought 
it  to  be  his  duty  so  to  do  when  asked  by 
the  Minister  of  the  Crown,  knowing  at  the 
same  time  how  much  that  Minister  wss 
overwhelmed  by  the  pressure  of  public 
business,  and  knowing  also  the  great  zeal 
and  diligence  which  his  right  ban.  Friend 
brought  to  bear  in  discharging  the  im- 
portant duties  that  devolved  upon  bim. 
The  House  might  be  assured  that  it  was 
not  from  an  overweening  opinion  of  bis 
own  competency  or  ability  that  he  (Lord 
Ashley)  had  complied  with  the  right  hon. 
Baronet's  request.  Quite  the  reverse.  He 
shrunk  from  the  task — not  that  he  shrunk 
from  tbe  labour,  or  entertained  a  fear  as 
lo  tbe  reception  which  the  Bills  would 
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meet  will)  nt  ihe  hands  of  ihc  House;  but 
becauBB  he  did  nol  feel  that  be  had  either 
■nflicieni  influence  wiili  the  House,  or  a 
■ufBcientcommaDd  ofability,  to  undertake 
&  meaiure  which  he  knew  tnuit  «xtetid 
over  (lie  length  and  breadth  of  the 
i%alm,  and  would  introduce  a  new  lys- 
tem  on  principles  which  he  was  quite 
convinced,  if  carried  out  judiciously, 
would  place  this  couutt;  at  the  very  pin- 
nacle among  the  countries  which  under- 
took to  legislate  for  this  uafortunate  class 
of  tbeir  fellow  subjects.  The  result  was, 
the  two  Bills  which  be  had  introduced  ; 
the  one  to  provide  for  pauper  lunatics, 
and  the  other  to  render  permanent  the 
Commission,  and  provide  rules  for  private 
asylums,  and  for  general  visitation.  He 
would  now  explain  why  it  was  that  these 
particular  provisions  existed  in  the  Bills, 
and  particularly  the  one  which  he  should 
bring  under  Ihe  consideration  of  the  House 
Ibis  morning.  The  duties  of  the  Com- 
missioners biing  so  extended  in  point  of 
surface,  and  bo  multiplied  in  number  and 
variety,  it  became  absolutely  necessary  to 
consider  the  present  constiluiion  of  the 
Commission,  It  was  quite  clear  that 
with  the  Commission,  as  at  present  con- 
ititnted,  they  could  not  go  on  much  longer 
in  the  discharge  of  duties  which  were 
multiplying  every  day.  In  the  first  place, 
then,  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  have 
very  many  more  Board  meetings,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  rapid  increase  in  the  bu- 
sioeiB  they  had  to  go  through.  When 
the  Boards  were  held,  they  found  a  greater 
Bccumutation  of  business  than  they  could 
discharge  with  that  attention  which  was 
its  due.  In  the  next  place,  it  was  equslly 
necessary  that  there  should  be  more  viii- 
laiioDS.  lliey  fonnd  that  nothing  was  so 
effective  for  the  prevention  of  abuses  as 
succesiive  and  unexpected  visitings.  But 
with  the  Commisaion  constituted  as  it  was, 
it  would  be  impossible  that  they  could 
to  any  great  extent  increase  ibe  number 
of  their  meetitiga.  It  was  requisite, 
therefore,  in  order  to  obtain  a  dae  attend- 
ance, that  they  should  secure  the  full, 
entire,  and  undivided  services  of  pro- 
fessional men,  abstracted  altogether  from 
any  professional  pursuits  or  practice.  The 
accumulation  of  their  duties  had  very 
much  altered  the  capacity  of  the  medical 
men  and  barristers  to  discharge  them.  So 
long  as  Ihe  duties  were  conlined  to  the 
metropolitan  districts,  that  was,  Londoi 
and  seven  miles  louud  it,  it  would  have 
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been  much  easier  for  the  Commission,  as 
now  conitituted,  to  meet  and  discharge 
their  duties,  although  they  too  were  in  a 
great  degree  increased  ;  but  the  moment 
the  county  duties  were  superadded,  and 
it  became  necessary  that  the  barristers  and 
medical  men  should  be  absent  from  their 
private  practice  in  London  for  whole  days 
together  tn  the  provinces,  it  was  perfectly 
clear,  that  then  the  proper  discharge  of 
the  duties  could  only  be  secured  by  hav- 
ing persons  altogether  devoted  to  this 
work,  and  no  other.  It  was  necessary, 
also,  to  consider  the  progresiively  increas- 
ing expenses  of  the  Commission.  Observe 
how  those  expenses  were  growing,  as 
shown  by  the  Parliamentary  Papers; 
from  which  it  appeared,  that  in  the  year 
ending  in  August,  1844,  they  were  within 
a  fraction  of  10,000^.  In  that  same  year, 
Ihe  payments  to  the  Commissioners  alone, 
who  were  paid  according  to  the  time  em- 
ployed, had  increased,  as  compared  with 
the  year  1842-3,  by918I.  Then,  see  how 
many  meetings  of  the  Board  look  place- 
In  1842  they  held  fifteen,  in  ltS40  they 
held  twenty-four,  and  in  1844  they  held 
tnirty>one  meetings.  Now,  the  sittings  of 
those  Boards  averaged  at  the  very  least 
four  hours  each,  and  were  attended  by 
eleven  paid  members,  consisting  of  seven 
physicians  and  four  barristers.  At  this 
rate,  they  cost  in  1842,  660/.,  in  1843, 
95BI.,  and  in  1844,  1,364/.,  thus  showing 
an  increase  in  two  years  of  704/.  for  ex- 
penies  of  the  Boards  alone.  On  this 
scale  it  might  be  estimated,  that  in  two 
years'  time,  vix.,  in  1847,  even  if  no  ad- 
ditional duties  were  imposed,  the  expenses 
would  have  arisen  to  12,640/.  a  year; 
but,  supposing  additional  duties  were  re- 
quired, as  proposed  by  the  Bill  now  be- 
fore the  House,  in  the  same  period  of  two 
years,  or  in  1847,  the  expenses  would 
have  risen  to  14,850/.  per  annum.  Let 
the  House  now  observe  the  duties  which 
the  Bill,  if  carried,  would  impose  upon 
the  Commissioners.  See  the  enormous 
extent  of  country  to  be  travelled  over, 
and  the  additional  number  of  days  that 
must  be  employed  in  the  performance  of 
that  duty.  In  the  Grst  place,  all  work- 
houses iu  England  and  Wales  would  re- 
quire visitation,  for  there  were  lunatics  in 
the  workhouses  of  every  county,  with  two 
exceptions  only.  With  a  view,  therefore, 
to  efficiency  and  economy,  the  arrange- 
ment of  a  permanent  Commission  was 
devised,  with  six  paid  Commiisiontrs  at 
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•alaries  of  1,5001.  a  year  each.  The  total 
amouDt  of  lalaries  to  the  ComtaiisiouerB 
would  be  9,000/.  Nom,  he  would  beg 
the  Houie  lo  obaerre,  that  for  this  ihe; 
were  to  have  the  ezclusife  and  undivided 
services  of  those  parlies.  It  had  been 
obserred  (hat  such  a  provision  was  not 
made  in  the  Bill ;  be  could  only  cay,  that 
■ocU  was  the  intention,  and  he  had  since 
introduced  the  very  strongest  words  which 
could  be  used,  in  order  to  ihow  that  their 
exclusive  and  undivided  altenlion  was  to 
be  given  to  the  duties  of  their  office,  and 
that  ifaey  were  not  to  receive  emolument 
frota  any  other  source,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  private  property.  Under  these 
circuno stances  it  was  necessary  to  hold 
out  an  inducement  sufficient  to  invite  in- 
to the  service  men  of  the  highest  talent 
and  integrity.  The  Poor  Law  Cominis- 
sioaers  received  2,000/.  a  year,  and  it  was 
proposed  that  1,500/.  per  aunuin  should 
b«  given  to  the  Commissioners  under  this 
Bill,  Their  duties  would  be  of  a  very 
haraasing  nature.  They  must  freqaently 
be  absent  from  home,  devoting  a  con- 
siderable pan  of  their  time  to  travelling 
over  the  length  and  breadth  of  the  coun* 
try.  They  must  necessarily  be  persoas 
of  high  character,  aad  would  be  taken 
altogether  from  their  practice  and  prores- 
sion,  devoting  themselves  exclusively  to 
the  services  of  this  Commissioo,  which 
would  be  of  an  extremely  difficult  and  de- 
licate DSlure.  As  to  the  cost  of  the  Com. 
mission,  there  would  be  a  secretary  at  a 
salary  of  800/.  per  annum,  and  two  clerks 
at  a  salary  of  100/.  each;  then  he  esli- 
raaied  the  travelling  expenses  at  about 
2,1501.,  and  sundries  at  430/.  making 
together  a  total  expenditure  of  12,583/. 
That  was  tlie  estimated  expense  of  the 
Commission.  As  to  the  provision  for 
superannuation,  taking  it  at  the  utmost, 
and  snpposingthe  superaouuation  list  to  be 
full,  the  expense  would  only  be  increased 
14,583/.  But,  however,  putting  that  out 
of  the  question,  the  expense  of  the  Com- 
mission for  many  years  would  be  12,5831. 
He  would  call  upon  the  House  lo  mark 
how  very  low  an  estimate  they  had  isken 
of  the  expense,  when  they  considered  the 
additional  duties  which  the  permanent 
Commission  proposed  by  the  Bill  would 
create.  They  had  calcuUted  upon  only 
six  additional  board  days — they  ought  to 
have  at  least  two  a  week.  [Mr.  T.  Dun- 
combe  :  It  ought  10  be  every  day.]  Very 
well,  iheo  that  would  occupy  their  time 


altt^lher,  and  tbey  should  be  rewarded 
according  to  their  services.  The  Iiqd. 
Gentleman  could  not  have  said  anylbiog 
that  so  completely  proved  the  necessity  of 
a  constant  permanent  Commission.  Bui 
(here  was  a  new  duty  imposed  on  the 
Commission  by  this  Bill.  The  CommiB> 
sioners  were  to  have  the  serioni,  delicate, 
but  indispensable  duty  of  viiiiing  those 
wretched  creatures  wbo  were  shut  up  ja 
single  houses.  It  was  a  duty,  the  exteot 
of  which  they  could  not  as  yet  form  a 
notion  of.  In  half  an  hour'*  walk  from 
the  door  of  thai  House,  he  would  under- 
take lo  say  that  he  would  find  a  hundred 
persons  shut  up  in  single  houses.  The 
Bill,  provided,  however,  that  notice  should 
be  given  to  the  Commissioners  in  auch 
esses,  and  a  certificate  signed.  [Mr.  T, 
Duncombe:  That  clause  I  approve  of 
more  than  any  other  in  the  Bill]  Ha 
Was  very  happy  to  hear  it.  To  execute 
such  a  duty  as  the  Commissioners  would 
have  to  perform  in  visiting  these  houses, 
they  must  surely  devote  their  serious  and 
undivided  services,  and  they  must  be 
proper  and  efficient  men.  The  duty  of 
visitation  was  one  of  the  most  burdensome 
that  couLd  be  conceived.  He  had  on  a 
late  occasion  visited  a  house  coataiaiug  a 
number  of  private  and  pauper  lunatics, 
and  having  reached  it  soon  after  eleven 
o'clock.theCommiisionersfaad  not  finished 
tbe  performBoce  of  their  duly  at  seven— 
when  he  was  obliged  to  come  away  and 
leave  his  Colleague*  behind.  It  was  not 
a  common  service  to  be  performed,  but 
one  of  great  excitement,  difficulty,  and 
responsibility.  It  was  necessary  that  visi- 
tations should  be  made  rfpeaiedly  and 
unexpectedly.  As  the  Chau-man  ol  such 
Commis*ion,  he  should  say,  go  and  visit 
such  and  such  a  place  ten  or  twelve  time* 
in  tbe  course  of  ■  year;  and  this  with  a 
permanent  Commission  would  not  increase 
the  expense,  but  by  the  present  system  tbe 
Commissioners  were  paid  upon  each  vi*^ 
talion  a  guinea  ao  hour  during  the  whols 
time  they  were  engaged;  the  Bill  befont 
the  House,  however,  would  give  a  sta- 
tionary income.  At  present  the  Com- 
missioner* made  four  hundred  and  four 
distinct  visits  in  one  year,  they  travelled 
15,000  miles  in  the  same  period,  thej 
also  attended  34  boards,  they  made  404 
separate  reports,  and  lliey  also  made  600 
entries  in  the  different  books,  some  of 
vchich  which  weieof  great  length.  Upon 
the  very  lowest  estimate,  under  the  pi»< 
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■eat  Bill,  the;  mtiit  make  560  viditi, 
iravel  16,500  mileB,  hold  40  boHtda, 
make  500  leporti,  and  about  900  eolriei. 
But  thi(  would  not  be  enough,  and  ud1«ir 
the  Commiiiion  wat  able  to  devote  iiself 
to  theie  dutiei,  and  muldply  both  the 
boards  aod  TiailatJoni,  no  efFectual  good 
could  be  done,  ir  the  Houie  thought 
thoie  duties  nere  to  be  performed — tbe 
viiitaiion  of  all  the  wurkhoutei,  containing 
6,000  pauper  lunatict — all  the  patient*  in 
aingle  houses — and,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finiburi^  said,  a  board  should  be  held 
everyday — iftheHooselhoughtallthisduty 
waa  10  be  performed,  his  (Lord  Ashley's) 
belief  was  that,  in  a  very  short  limej  the 
expense  of  the  present  Commission  would 
reach  25,000/.  a  year.  A  clause  was  io- 
serled  in  the  Bill  which  would  give  n  most 
airiDgcnt  hold  over  the  proper  discharge 
of  the  dnties  of  the  Commissioneis.  At 
the  end  of  every  six  months  they  would 
have  to  make  a  return  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  the  number  of  visits  which  ihey 
had  made,  the  patients  whom  they  had 
seen,  and  the  miles  which  ihey  bad  (ra- 
velled. Now,  he  would  just  point  out  to 
(he  House  some  of  the  provisions  of  the 
new  Bill,  to  show  how  vast  an  im- 
proveroeot  it  would  be  on  the  existing 
law.  It  began  by  establishing  a  per- 
manent Commission,  and  thereby  se- 
cured the  entire  services  of  competent 
persons,  and  fixed  the  limits  of  expense 
now  regularly  increasing.  It  placed  hos- 
pitals (or  subscription  asylums)  under 
E roper  regulations,  by  requiring  them  to 
ave  the  same  orders  and  certificates  as 
were  necessary  in  licensed  bouses,  and  by 
■abjectiog  them  to  the  same  visitation  as 
county  aslyums.  It  prevented  persons  of 
weak  mind  from  being  received  in  asylums 
ID  the  character  of  boarders,  in  which  case 
tbey  had  not  the  bene6t  of  any  visitation, 
aod  were  sometimes  induced  to  execute 
deeda  affecting  their  property.  It  pro- 
vided ao  additional  security  against  the 
improper  detention  of  pauper  patients,  by 
requiring  that  the  person  signing  the  order 
for  their  confiDement  should  see  and  per- 
lonally  examine  ihero  beforehand ;  and 
that  the  medical  officer  who  certi6ed  as 
to  ibeir  insanity  should  tee  them  within 
■even  days  previous  to  their  confinement. 
Neither  of  these  safeguards  existed  at 
preacDt,  It  compelled  every  person  re- 
ceiving a  patient  to  state  Uis  condition 
(mental  as  well  as  bodily)  when  first  ad- 
mitted, and  tbe  caoie  of  hii  death  when 
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he  died.  It  directed  every  injury  and  act 
of  violence  happening  to  a  patient  to  be 
recorded,  and  required  a  "  case  book  "  to 
be  kept;  thereby  affording  additional 
security  against  mismanagement,  and 
showing  how  far  the  patients  had  the 
benefit  of  medical  treatment.  It  provided 
against  the  liberation  of  dangerous  pa- 
tients. It  authorized  the  visiiots  to  en- 
force a  proper  supply  of  food  (in  licensed 
houses)  to  pauper  patients,  who  were  at 
present  fed  at  the  discretion  of  the  pro- 
prietor. It  enabled  the  visitors  to  order 
the  admission  of  a  patient's  friends  to  visit 
him.  At  present  they  were  admitted  or 
excluded  at  the  caprice  of  the  persoD  who 
signed  the  order  for  the  patient's  confine- 
ment. It  enabled  the  visitors  to  saaction 
the  temporary  removal  of  a  patient  (in  ill 
health)  to  the  seaside  or  elsewhere.  It 
enTorced  an  immediate  private  return  of  ell 
single  patients  (received  for  profit)  and  au- 
thorized the  members  of  a  small  private 
committee  to  visit  them  if  necessary.  These 
returns  were  almost  universally  evaded  at 
present,  the  law  rendering  it  unnecessary  to 
makeany  return  unless  the  patient  had  been 
confined  for  twelve  montbs.  It  enabled 
the  Chancellor  to  protect  the  properly  of 
lunatics  against  whom  a  Commission  bad 
not  issued,  by  a  summary  and  inexpensive 
process;  and  finally,  it  subjected  all 
workhouses,  in  which  any  lunatic  was 
kept,  to  regular  visitation.  Now,  ha 
would  just  show  the  House  of  what  this 
last  duty  consisted.  By  the  last  returns 
to  August,  1844,  just  presented  by  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  there  were 
17,355  pauper  lunatics  and  idiots  charge- 
able in  the  country.  Of  these,  there 
were  in  county  asylums  4,2-24,  leaving 
13,131  unprovided  for  in  any  public 
asylum.  Of  these  last,  there  were  in 
licensed  houses  2,942,  leaving  in  no 
asylum  and  under  no  supervision  or  care 
whatever,  nearly  10,000.  That  was  the 
existing  stale  of  thing* ;  and  surely  it 
proved  the  necessity  of  immediate  inter, 
ference.  Tbe  treatment  which  the  pau- 
per lunatics  often  received  was  shocking 
to  contemplate.  He  knew  the  case  of  a 
wretched  woman  who  had  lieen  rather 
violent,  and  with  regard  to  whom  the 
matron,  taking  upon  herself  to  incarce- 
rate the  poor  creature  when  and  in  what 
manner  she  pleased,  bound  her  with  ropes, 
end  leaving  her  in  that  state,  in  a  short 
time  the  rope  had  eaten  toihe  very  bone;  in 
conaequenGeofwhichheraimwaitooDafier 
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impulBted.  In  all  such  placet  iltere  would 
be  a  tendency  to  restrain  and  incarcerate 
rrequenily.  It  was  easy  to  put  such  poor 
creatures  in  a  itrait  waistcoat  and  get 
rid  of  them.  That  case  occurred  five 
years  ago ;  but  three  days  ago  he  received 
a  letter  Troni  a  visiting  magistrate,  who 
■aid,  lie  was  happy  to  find  ihat  the  Bill 
had  been  introduced,  as  many  of  these 
wretched  creatuiea  were  farmed  out  by 
the  workhouses,  and  kept  hy  their  rela- 
tions. He  said,  that  he  had  been  a  visit- 
ing magistrate  Torty  years,  and  a 
"  circumstance  came  under  my  observation  of 
a  female,  wlio,  during  her  piegnancy,  became 
insane  ;  and  the  person  under  whose  care  tlie 
parish  officers  hao  placed  her  had  fastened  the 
ligatures  so  tight  round  her  ancles  (the  blood 
being  in  a  sluggisli  state)  that  they  morlitied  ; 
and,  upon  my  second  visit,  I  found  that  her 
feel  had  dropped  off-" 

She  died  afterwards,  her  reaion  having 
been  restored ;  the  made  no  complaint, 
but  "  theae  things  would  never  have  bap. 
pened  had  she  been  sent  to  a  proper 
asylum."    He  added— 

"  On  my  visit  to  another  asylaro,  I  found 
twenty-five  lunatics  crowded  together  in  a 
small  yard,  with  only  a  boy,  under  twenty 
years  of  age,  to  Uke  care  of  tbam.  They  were 
all  bound  in  waistcoats  or  handcuffs." 

He  (Lord  Ashley)  had  seen  no  leu  than 
eighty  lunatics  in  one  yard,  under  the 
charge  of  a  single  person,  in  one  of  the 
private  asylums  in  London  for  tbe  recep- 
tion of  pauper  lunatics.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that  the  Bill  which  was  now  about  to 
Cs  for  the  erection  of  county  lunatic  asy- 
IS,  would  gradually  be  the  means  of 
diminishing  these  enormities.  It  was  pleaa- 
ing  to  contrast  with  such  places  the  Han- 
wul  and  Surrey  asylums.  In  the  former 
be  hod  seen  forty-eight  patients  together, 
engaged  in  horticulture,  and  usiug  sharp 
and  dangerous  instruments;  and  in  the 
Surrey  asylum  he  had  seen  lunatics  brought 
to  use  sharp  weapons,  such  as  axes,  hatch- 
ets, &c.  He  wanted  to  approximate  to 
that  state  of  things  as  much  ai  be  could 
before  theae  asylums  were  built,  and  there, 
fore  he  wished  all  lunatics  to  be  brought 
under  immediate  visitation.  But  if  they 
imposed  all  these  necessary  duties,  they 
must  have  a  permanent  Commission,  and 
employ  men  who  wei^  well  qualified,  and 
willing  to  give  their  undivided  attention 
to  this  difficult  work.  It  was  very  well  to 
talk  of  postponement ;  hut  many  com 
M  this  moment  were  waiting  for  the  puaing 


of  this  measure,  and  had  auspended  thdr 
operations.  He  would  instance  Derby, 
Warwick,  Worcester,  Nottingham,  and 
StaSbr  d  In  Sussex,  the  magistrates  were 
preparing  to  fit  up  an  old  ga^  as  a  lunatic 
asylum,  and  would  no  doubt  do  so  if  this 
Bill  were  delayed  until  neat  Session.  St. 
Peter's,  at  Bristol,  Haverfordwest,  and 
several  other  wretched  asylums,  still  re- 
ceived patients.  Besides,  in  many  places 
there  was  very  little  visitation,  and  in  some 
actually  none.  If  these  places  were  visited 
and  subjected  to  efficient  regulations,  a  great 
many  [»rtieswouId,no  doubt, be  cured  when 
placed  under  proper  care,  who  might  other- 
wise become  incurable  lunatics.  By  delay, 
and  want  uf  curative  process,  out  of  700 
curable  lunatics  in  a  year,  barely  one-tenth 
would  be  recovered ;  and  he  would  ask  the 
House  to  estimate  the  misery  and  expense 
of  630  lunatics  being  added  yearly  to  the 
list  of  incurables.  It  was  well  known  that 
when  persons  had  laboured  under  the  dis- 
order for  twelve  months,  it  rarely  happened 
that  more  than  one-sixth  could  be  cured. 
The  postponing  of  the  measure  until  ano> 
ther  Session  would  involve  at  least  a  delay 
of  six  months,  during  which  time,  he  would 
ask  the  ban.  Member  for  Finsbury  to  recol- 
lect the  number  of  lunatics  who  would  be 
left  altogether  without  superintending  care. 
He  would  also  ask  the  House  to  consider 
the  difficulties  by  which  the  CommiasioDen 
were  surrounded.  They  were  compelled, 
in  the  Bill  before  the  House,  to  take  a  mid- 
dle course ;  they  were  bound  to  consider 
the  patient,  but  they  were  also  bound  to 
regard  tbe  public.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury,  with  great  propriety,  took  up 
the  cause  of  tbe  patient,  and  called  upon 
them  to  take  care  that  he  was  not  confined 
a  moment  longer  than  was  absolutely  neces- 
sary. Other  persons,  however,  held  opin- 
ions contrary  to  those  of  tbe  hon.  Oentle- 
man,  and  called  on  him  to  male  the  Uw 
far  less  stringent :  and,  as  he  had  before 
said,  it  was  necessary  to  take  a  middle 
course.  He  b^ged  to  thank  tbe  House 
for  the  great  kii^ness  with  which  they  hod 
listeited  to  him.  He  could  only  say,  that 
he  took  the  deepest  interest  in  the  fate  of 
this  unhappy  i^asa  of  persons.  He  bad 
been  engaged  fat  uxteen  yeara  in  this  mat- 
ter, and  thought  the  House  would  do  bias 
the  justice  to  say  that  be  was  not  actuated 
by  any  peraonal  motive ;  all  he  asked  was, 
that  some  little  consideration  might  be 
given  to  the  opinions  of  thoK  who,  without 
tee  or  reward,  and  whose  only  motive  was 
toamdionte  the  coitdition  of  tb«  uofor- 
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tunate  lunatic— he  only  asked  that  some  and  pnyed  the  House  not  to  legiilate 
l!t lie  consideration  migbt  be  given  to  the  blindfolded.  He  (Mr.  Duocombe)  thought 
opinion  of  such  penonB.  It  was  very  well  it  was  better  that  nineteen  insane  persons 
for  those  Gentlemen  to  talk  of  delay  wbo  should  go  free,  than  that  one  rational 
knew  nothing,  by  experience,  of  the  hor-  being  should  be  shut  up  under  the  plea  of 
ron  that  were  hourly  perpetrated ;  it  was  '  insanity.  He  had  made  inquiries,  and 
very  well  for  persona  to  talk  of  delay  who  \  believed  every  word  in  the  petition  of 
had  never  seen  the  miseries  whirh  were  Mr.  Phillips  to  he  correct.  The  petitioner 
constantly  brought  under  bia  notice,  and  i  wished  to  be  called  to  the  bar — 

who  did  not  know  how  painful  it  was  to  ;,,-,.     „  .        i  -■      ,i.    _  i 

...  .         _r    .  1  fi.     1-  "For  the  purpose  of  eipUining  the  mal- 

adminutecan  imperfect  law      The  Com-  p,^^,|„,  and  .otkiogs  of  di.ers  individuals 

roissioners  knew  the  law  to  be  imperfect —  Jesirous  of  placinR  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in 

they  saw  the  remedy — and  they  knew  that  :  such  places  of  confinement,  without  the  proper 

a  lai^  proportion  of  the  evils  could  be  I  and  necessary  steps  which  a  British  subject 

removed  if  only  some  little  consideration  ought  to  be  entitled  to,  and  receive  protection 

were  given  to  their  opinions.      They  now  f"""  »  l»"  'o  gu^fd  agiinst  any  inuovBiion, 

applied  to  the  House,  from  their  own  ex.  |  °[  ^f^i  '«  »"?  measure  lo  deprive  the  subject 

perience,  for  a  remedy  which  waa  within  "^  »''*  •^'"^"■^  ""^  '^'"'^^  P^"?"'?  "J'>- 

the  reach  of  tbo  Legislature.     If  he  was  He  proceeded  to  say- 
defeated  in  his  effort  to  ohtain  the  sanction 


of  law  for  the  Bill  before  the  House, 
out  any  further  delay,  it  would  be  to  him 
a  source  of  inexpressible  regret ;  and  he 
implored  the  House,  by  all  the  statements 
which  bad  been  laid  before  them,  by  all 
that  they  must  know  of  their  own  know- 
ledge, U>  lose  00  time  in  carrying  into 
execution  those  means  within  their  reach, 
of  reraoviog  the  great  evils  of  the  present 
■ygtem,  which  were  not  only  the  source  of 
intolerable  suffering  to  the  unhappy  beings 
in  whose  defence  he  was  pleading,  but 
which  were  a  standing  disgrace  to  this 
enlightened  kingdom  and  this  Christian 
land. 


"  That  he  was  a  partner  in  a  large  firm  as  a 
glass  and  lamp  manuracturer,  in  Regent-slieel, 
St.  James's,  in  the  mouth  of  March,  1838, 
with  bis  brothers,  who  were  carrying  on  a 
prosperous  business.  That  on  the  161h  day  of 
March,  1S38,  your  petitioner  was  on  his  usual 
rounds  lo  the  nobility,  customers  o(  the  firm. 
That  one  of  the  laid  customer*  required  your 
petitioner  to  call  at  Her  Majesty's  Palace  that 
morning  at  eleven  o'clocli.  That  your  peti- 
tioner did  call,  and  the  pretext  thus  arose  for 
incarcerating  your  petitioner  in  a  lonatic  asy- 
lum. That  without  further  entering  into  de- 
tails, your  petitioner  was,  in  consequence  ot 
representations  by  his  partners  of  his  insanity 
to  the  magistrate,  Mr.  White,  of  Queen -square 
Police  Court,  gi»en  over  to  Ihej 


,   T.  Buncombe  said,  the  Bill  would  ■  custody.    That  yoor  petitioner  conferred  with 
not  give  that  guarantee  and  security  to  the  \  several  friends  and  the  police,  who  advised 
public   which  the  noble  Lord   imagined.     J""^  peHtioner  to  bring  act. on.  against  all 
fie  did  not  underrate  the  great  imVt-  j  rs"i,r7a;,':h:^l';:h  KJ^hf.^BS^'^o^tre 
purpose  of  Ending  out  the  names  of  the  parties 
I  who  aided  and  abetted  in  his  capture,   he  was 
seized  at  Pimlico  by  t^adbeater,  without  any 
{  cause,  and  aeiiher  did  he  intrude,  or  had  any 
intention  of  intruding  upon  any  part  of  the 
Palace;  then  conveyed  to  Bow-street  station- 
I  house,  locked  up  all  night,  and  at  six  o'clock 
,  Sunday  evening  your  petitioner  was  informed 
that  he  was  liberated,  and  taken  to  receive 
some  refreshment,  byLeadbeater  and   an  at- 
torney ;  ihul  without  any  further  invesligntioo, 
on  the  s.tid  Sunday  evening  your  petitioner 
was    removed   in   a  backney  coach,  closely 
guarded,  to   Dr.  Warburton's  lunatic  asylum, 
BelhnaUgreen.     Tliatyour  petitioner  was  kept 
close  confinement  until  Sunday,  the  !)lh  of 
38,  a  period  of  six  months,  for, 
partners  ridiculously  stated,  attempting 
10  see  the  Queen.     Thatdurin^  your  petition- 
er's incarceration   all  sorts  of  practices  were 
used  in  order  to  entrap  your  petitioner  lomake 
some   confession    to  justify  their  conduct  in 
accusing  your  petitioner  of  insanity.      That 


ance  of  the  measure;  but  at  this  advanced 
period  of  the  Session,  and  when  there  was 
no  absolute  necessity  for  it  that  he  could 
understand,  he  thought  that  the  Bill  should 
he  postponed  until  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament, in  order  that  an  investigation 
migbt  take  place,  not  only  as  to  the  con- 
duct of  the  Commissioners,  but  also  with 
reference  to  (he  operation  of  the  existing 
laws,  under  which  great  abuses  did  exist, 
and  would  continue  to  exist,  in  spite  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill.  The  noble  Lord 
could  not  tell  him  how  any  persons  who 
had  been  unjustly  confined  could  obtain 
relief  by  the  Bill  before  the  House ;  the 
same  medical  certificates  were  to  be  given,  I  ^epieraber, 
and  interested  parties  would  still  have  the  \  "  P'"" 
power  of  imprisoning  their  victims  under  \ 
the  plea  of  lunacy.  He  would  call  the  j 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  petition  of 
Mr.  Lewis  Phillips,  who  asked  for  time,  | 
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■ome  itrange  female  wu  Inlroduced  to  your 
petiiioner,  in  Ihe  lunatic  asylum,  dreised  (on 
■he  Coronalion-day,  June  28,  1838,  of  Her 
Majeily)  id  pallty  imitation  of  our  Sovereign 
10  induce  ynur  petitioner  to  believe  that  it  wai 
Her  molt  Gracious  Majesty." 
Any  one  might  eaj  oil  this  was  a  delusion, 
but  he  was  prepared  to  prove  it.  The  pe- 
titioner proceeded  to  say — 

"  That  the  officers,  both  medicn)  and  othen 
wise,  assisted  in  this  nefarious  scheme.  Thai 
your  petitioner  has  sufTered  the  torture  of  mind 
and  body  through  other  acts  and  filthy  obser- 
vations and  questions  loo  disguiling  to  be 
menlionedt  from  the  oRicers,  medical  and 
otherwise.  That  your  petitioner  has  prayed 
to,  and  humbly  requested  those  officers  to  de- 
sist from  their  torments.  That  your  petitioner 
has  been  chained  down  and  been  brutally 
assaulted  by  the  keepers  of  the  lunatic  asylum 
for  having  ventured  (o  expostulate  upon  such 
ridiculous  and  vricked  conduct.  That 
Tuesday,  the  4th  of  September,  1838,  om 
the  paniiers  waited  upon  your  petitioner,  and 
with  the  resident 'doctor  of  the  establishment, 
concocted  an  agreement  for  your  petitioner  to 
sign,  requiring  him  to  leave  this  country  for 
Antwerp,  and  to  be  allowed  3/.  per  week,  to 
be  paid  to  him  as  ncceuity  might  require, 
through  a  man  who  was  to  follow  your  peti- 
tioner in  the  double  capacity  of  keeper  and 
servant,  until  your  pelitiuoer'i  partner  should 
think  proper  to  withdraw  him.  That  your 
petitioner,  od  Sunday,  (be  9ih  of  September, 
1838,  was  again  visited  bj  bis  two  partners, 
accompanied  by  the  resident  medical  officer, 
and  a^in  urged  to  sign  a  dissolution  of  part- 
nership, which  your  petitioner,  after  six 
months'  horrid  iocarceraiion  and  torture,  was 
induced  to  sign  the  following  agreement*  for 
the  dissolution  of  the  co-partnership  :— 
"  '  Srplembtr  8,  1838. 

"•In  consideration  of  Mr.  Lewis  Phillips 
retiring  from  business  on  the  lllh  of  Septem- 
ber, Meairs.  Ralph  and  Samuel  Phillips  nn- 
dertake  to  satisfy  Mr.  Lewis  Phillips  for  his 
share  of  the  properly  left  in  the  business,  by 
paying  him  a  weekly  sum  for  his  miintenance. 
(Signed)  "'  Rilph  PaiLLrps. 
Sam.  Phillips. 

"  •  Witneil,  Jamea  Phillips  (resident  doc- 
tor).' 

which  has  existed  belweea 
and  publicly  announced  in  the  (liaelle  of 
Tuesday  next,  the  llih  o[  September,  lo  the 
following  effect,  that  Mr.  Lewis  Phillips  is 
retiring,  and  that  the  business  is  lo  be  here- 
after carried  on  in  the  joint  names  of  Ralph 
and  Samuel  Phillips. 

(Signed)        "  '  Ralph  Phillips. 
Lewis  Phillips. 
Samuel  Phillii-s.' 
•"  Sqaembtr  a,  18.38. 
"  '  That  your  petitioner  was  immediately, 
the  same  bout  that  ha  aigoed  the  deed,  con* 


veyed  in  a  cab  with  the  keeper  to  Saint  Ka< 
therine's  Docks,  and  there  placed  on  board 
the  Jnluitrpen,  hound  for  Antwerp,  at  which 
place  your  petitioner  remained  about  a  fort- 
night. That  iu  consequence  of  the  keeper  not 
being  able  to  read  a  letter  addressed  lo  him, 
your  petitioner  was  enabled  to  peruse  it,  and 
discovered  that  another  scheme  was  again 
concocted  to  bring  your  petllioner  back  lo  his 
laie  place  of  torture.  And  your  petitioner, 
in  consequence,  made  his  escape,  and  relumed 
lo  his  mother  in  England,  who  with  your  peli- 
lioner's  partners  assisted  to  recapture  your  pe< 
tilioner  in  Ihe  following  manner: — Hit  mo- 
llier  invited  him  lo  her  house,  at  28,  Oxfoid- 
lerracc,  Edgware-road,  lo  arrange  amicably 
with  his  patlners,  but  in  lieu  of  which  olher 
parlies  came,  and  alleinpted  to  seize  your 
petitioner.  That  your  petitioner  having  en- 
dured so  much  misery,  was  fully  prepared  for 
any  design  which  night  show  itself;  and  see- 
ing Ihe  mancauvres,  immediately  forced  hit 
way  out  of  the  bouse,  crying  '  Murder,'  the 
keepers  hallooing  out  *  Slop  thief.'  That  yout 
petitioner  did  since  commence  proceedings 
against  all  parlies;  but,  on  oblaining  the  ad- 
vice of  Mr.  Chitly,  special  pleader,  on  the 
statement  of  facts,  your  petitioner  found  him- 
self without  remedy,  as  care  had  been  taken 
to  keep  your  petitioner  in  confinement  and 
without  money  until  the  time,  as  expressed  in 
the  Act  of  Parliament  of  the  4eth  and  49ih 
Seciioo  of  the  41st  chapter  of  9th  George  IV., 
viz.,  '  which  prescribes  and  direcis  that  iuch 
actions  must  be  brought. within  six  calendar 
months  next  after  the  fact  committed.'  That 
your  petitioner  lias  been  obliged  to  suffer  great 
privations,  and  has  since  that  lime  been  de- 
prived of  all  benefit  in  his  business,  and  that 
his  partners,  previous  lo  your  petitioner's  giv- 
ing notice  of  trial,  became  bankrupts.  Tbat 
your  petitioner  has  been  obliged  to  gain  his 
living  in  attorneys'  oSices,  and  it  at  present 
employed  in  the  capacity  of  clerk  to  a  soli- 
citor. That  your  petitioner  it  able  lo  detail 
further  facts  relative  lo  other  individuals  con- 
fined in  lunatic  asylums,  and  fully  to  give  such 
information  most  important  to  this  honourable 
le  in  framing  a  Bill  lo  meet  fully  the  cir- 
cumstances of  any  case,  not  only  as  to  pauper 
lunatics,  but  as  to  the  treatment  of  parties 
supposed  ID  be  insane  or  otherwise. 

*'  And  your  petitioner  will,  as  io  duty  bound, 
ever  pray. 

"Lewis  Phillips." 
Mr.  Phil1i|>i  brought  an  action  against  Dr. 
Warburton,  but  waa  advised  by  Mr.  Chitty 
that,  on  account  of  some  delay,  he  could 
succeed,  itnd  he  then  indicted  all  the 
parties  for  a  conspiracy,  when  his  solicitor 
paid  170/.  to  onmpromiso  the  matter 
ii  than  it  should  come  before  the 
public  All  this  had  taken  place  under  the 
existing  Comitiisaion.  Mr.  Proctor,  one 
of  the  Commissioners,  saw  him  in  the  asy- 
lum, but  uid  that  he  i:ould  do  nothing  for 
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him,  u  he  muit  be  visited  three  timea  be- 
fore he  could  be  released.  He  did  nat 
mean  to  attach  an;  blame  to  Mr.  Practnr, 
but  such  was  the  itate  of  the  law.  It  ap- 
peared, alio,  that  a  fiaor  woman  who  nai 
confined  in  Dr.  Warburton's  aaylum,  com- 
plained to  Mr.  Proctor,  upon  the  occasion 
of  one  of  Ins  visitti,  that  she  bad  been  ill 
treated  ;  but  as  soon  as  lie  had  turned  his 
back,  one  of  the  female  attendants  told  her 
buiband  that  the  poor  woman  had  been 
making  complaints  to  the  Commissioner, 
when  he  took  her  to  an  upper  part  of  the 
house,  and  beat  Iier  most  cruelly,  Mr. 
Phillips  being  able  to  hear  her  screams. 
On  his  return  the  man  said  he  thought  he 
hod  cured  her  of  complaining  to  the  Com- 
missioner. Such  cases,  however,  were  of 
constant  occurrencp.  No  inquiry  had  been 
institi'ted  since  1836,  and  it  was  time  that 
the  House  of  Commons  should  cause  in. 
quiry  into  the  subject  to  be  again  made, 
with  a  view  to  belter  legislatiim.  Why, 
then,  were  they  pressing  on  this  Bill  at  so 
latea  period  of  the  Session  }  Some  portions 
of  it  he  had  before  said  were  good,  parti- 
calarly  that  clause  which  enabled  a  Com- 
missioner to  visit  a  single  patient :  but  he 
was  not  prepared  to  give  such  unconstitu- 
tional power  to  individuals  as  the  Bill  pro- 
poied ;  neither  would  he  consent  to  make  a 
Cnmmission  permanent,  until  he  was  satis- 
fied that  it  had  done  its  duty  during  the 
last  twelve  or  fourteen  years  that  it  had 
been  established.  There  was  also  a  peti- 
tion from  William  Bailey,  who  had  been 
confined  for  five  years,  and  who  he  believed 
to  have  been  perfectly  sane.  He  would 
not  trouble  the  House  by  reading  his  peti- 
tion ;  but  there  was  the  petition  of  Cap- 
tain Digby,  who  said — 

"That  he  was  forcibly  and  violenlly  taken 
out  of  hi;  house,  situate  at  No.  13,  Beaumont- 
streel,  Msrjlebone,  at  nighl,  on  Sunday,  May 
5lh,  1B44,  and  conveyed  to  Moorcroft-houie, 
Hillingdon,  near  Uxbrjdge,  a  private  lunatic 
asflom,  kept  by  the  Mesirs.  Slillwell.  Thai 
the  Commiite*  of  the  Meiropohian  Commis- 
sioners in  Lunacy  visited  this  asylum  on  the 
srih  of  May  following,  to  whom  youi  peti- 
tioner represented  and  explained  the  falaity 
of  the  imputalion  of  insanitj'  which  had  been 
made  against  him,  and  which  could  be  con- 
firmed by  Iwo  clergymen  of  eminence,  and  all 
his  friends  with  whom  he  lived  in  daily  inler- 
course.  That  the  Commiisioners  on  three 
sperial  visits  essmined  your  peliltoner,  al  an 
iotsr* al  of  ■  fortnight  between  each  visit ;  but 
your  petitioner  was  not  reteaied  until  eight 
weeks  lubiequent  to  those  visits,  and  during 
(he  ialeriiQ  was  debarred  all  manner  of  inter, 
course  and  correspondence  with  his  friends. 


and  his  request  to  see  his  solicitor,  Mr.  Pem- 
berton,  was  refused  him,  and  he  was  kept  in 
corfliiement  during  the  space  of  sL^teen  weeks 
and  two  days.  Your  petitioner,  therefore, 
humbly  prays  that,  previous  to  any  further 
legiilation  on  the  subject  of  lunacy,  a  Com- 
mittee may  be  appointed  to  investigate  the 
operation  oF  the  present  laws,  and  the  conduct 
oflhe  Metropolitan  Commissioners  in  Lunacy, 
with  the  view  of  ensuring  that  no  Engtishm»n 
be  deprired  of  his  liberty  without  full  and 
sufficient  cause." 

Dr.  Conolly,  of  Hanwetl,  who  had  teen 
Captain  Digby,  whs  of  opinion  that  he  was 
not  insane  ;  and  perhaps  the  best  proof  of 
his  sanity  was  the  fact  that  he  had  been 
induced  to  sign  a  cheque  juat  before  ho 
left  the  asylum,  which  immediately  on 
his  release  he  stopped  the  payment  of. 
Those  cases  frequently  occurring  at  police 
offices  would  show  the  nefarious  attempts 
that  were  o^en  made  Co  imprison  some 
poDple  upon  the  ground  of  insanity.  The 
following  occurred  in  September,  last  year, 
at  the  Worship- street  o(Bce: — 

"  Police  sergeant,  Jamea  Finn,  37,  attended 
before  Mr.  Broughton,  by  direction  of  Super- 
intendent Johnson,  to  show  cause  why  he  had 
immured  his  wife,  Ellen  Finn,  in  a  lunatic 
asylum,  she  being  at  the  time  in  a  stale  of 
perfect  sanity.  The  case  was  first  brought 
under  the  notice  of  the  magistrate  about  a 
week  ago,  when  the  sister  of  the  alleged  luna- 
tic appeared  before  him,  and  staled  that  her 
sister  was  married  to  the  sergeant  in  Ireland 
about  eighteen  yaars  ago,  and  that  they  had 
contrived,  by  their  mutual  industry,  to  accumu- 
late a  sum  amounting  to  nearly  200^,  which 
bad  been  deposited  in  the  husband's  name  in 
the  savings'  bank.  That  they  had  lived  very 
happily  together  until  ahout  twelve  months 
ago,  when  repeated  ruptures  took  place  be- 
tween them,  and  the  sergeant  taking  advan* 
tage  of  some  trivial  acis  of  violence  on  her 
part,  which  his  ill  usage  bad  provoked,  had, 
by  fraudulent  means,  induced  two  medical 
practitioners  to  certify  that  his  wife  was  in- 
sane, and  had  thereby  procured  her  incarce- 
ration in  Dr.  Warburton's  Lunatic  Asylum,  at 
Beth  nai- green,  where  she  was  then  confined. 
The  applicant  added,  that  she  felt  so  com- 
pletely satisfied  as  to  the  entire  sanity  of  her 
sister,  that  she  bad  caused  her  to  be  carefully 
examined  by  a  medical  man  of  high  eminence, 
whose  voucher  she  had  obtained  to  that  eilect. 
The  applicant  then  handed  the  magistrate  a 
certificate  signed  by  Dr.  Riding,  of  Eusloo- 
aquare,  stating  '  that  he  had  seen  Mrs.  Finn, 
and,  after  a  careful  examination  of  her  case, 
lie  was  unable  to  detect  any  signs  of  insanity, 
and  considered  her  therefore  not  a  fit  subject 
for  confinement.  Upon  hearing  the  above 
statement,  and  perusing  the  certificate,  Mr. 
Broughton  directed  Henley,  the  chief  usher, 
to  proceed  to  make  inquiries  at  the  madhouse, 
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and,  if  the  woman's  statement  was  well 
founded,  to  request  ihe  altendaoce  o(  the 
medical  officer  of  Ihat  eslabliahcnent,  in  order 
that  Ihe  case  might  be  thoioughlyiavcstigiited. 
Mr.  Phillipj,iE)e  medical  officer  of  ihe  asylum, 
subsequently  attended  before  Mr.  Broughlon, 
and  staled  that  Mrs.  Finn  had  been  received 
into  Ihe  house  oo  ihe  authority  of  a  certificate, 
signed  by  two  surgeons,  that  she  was  of  un- 
sound mind ;  but  Mr.  Phillips  felt  hound  to 
express,  as  hia  own  decided  opinion,  that  she 
was  perfectly  sane.aod  nainot  a  Bi  objecl  for 
admission  into  the  asylum.  Having  Ihe  aitestn- 
lion,  however,  of  two  medical  men  to  the  con- 
trary effect,  Ihey  were  compelled  to  detain 
her,  but  were  ready  lO  deliver  her  up  to  her 
friends  on  being  legally  authotiied  to  adopt 
that  course.  Mr.  Broughton  mad?  some  strong 
remarks  upon  the  monstrous  state  of  the  law, 
which  enabled  a  person,  at  bis  own  wanton 
caprice,  to  consign  another  lo  such  a  dreadful 
species  of  confinement,  and  gave  orders  for 
ihe  attendance  of  ell  Ibe  parlies  before  him, 
Saturday  the  wife,  whose  address  and  de- 
meanopr  were  perfectly  quiel  and  collected, 
was  examined  at  some  length  by  the  magis- 
trate, and  slated  thai  in  coDsequence  of  a  dis- 
agreement lhat  look  place  between  ihem,  her 
husband,  about  four  months  ago,  placed  heiin 
Ihe  same  asylum ;  but  after  remaining  there  a 
week  he  consented  to  her  liberation,  and 
agreed  to  allow  her  10s.  a  week,  on  condition 
that  she  weni  over  to  her  friends  in  Ireland. 
She  accordingly  proceeded  lo  that  country, 
but  returned  alter  a  short  slay,  and  besought 
the  defendant  to  receive  her  into  his  house, 
and  it  was  in  consequence  of  those  importu- 
nities llial  she  was  again  incarcaraied  in  the 
madhouse.  In  answer  to  the  complain!  the 
defendant  said  thai  his  wife  hod  been  guilty 
of  the  roost  outrageous  acts  of  violence, ' 
ing  more  than  once  attempted  to  slab 
and  her  whole  conducLjuslihed  his 
that  her  intellects  wete  impaired.  Sh< 
examined  by  two  respectable  medical 
one  of  whom  had  attended  her  for 
months;  and,  as  Ihey  both  testified  lo  that 
fact,  he  considered  himself  Justified  in  the 
course  which  he  had  pursued.  Mr.  Brougli- 
ton,  the  roagislraie,  expressed  it  aahis  opinion 
that  the  woman  was  in  as  sane  and  raiional  a 
slate  as  any  one  in  court,  and  be  considered 
that  the  defendant  had  been  guilty  of  extreme 
cruelly  and  injustice  towards  her.  Fortunaielyj 
however,  through  ber  sister's  interposition, 
she  was  now  restored  lo  her  friends,  and  he 
wished  to  know  what  arrangement  the  de- 
fendant was  willing  to  make  for  her  future 
maintenance.  The  defendant  said  lhat  he 
had  been  paying  15t.  a  week  t 
in  tbe  asylum,  and  he  was  wiUing  lo  allow  lier 
half  that  sum  if  she  would  promise 
come  near  or  molest  him  again,  as  he  had  been 
in  danger  of  losing  bis  situation  through  her 
lurhutent  conduct.  Holland,  the  sumrnoning 
officer,  said  that  at  the  expiration  of  her  first 
confincmeni  ia  the  asylum,  Superintendent 
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received  her 


her  husband  ;  and 
iduct  during  the  week  she  remained 
there  was  uniformly  good  and  perfectly  ra- 
tional. Afler  some  further  discussion,  it  was 
finally  agreed  that  the  defendant  should  allow 
her  8a.  per  week,  besides  providing  her  with 
some  clothes  and  other  necessaries,  and  the 
parties  ihen  left  the  court." 
Notv,  as  to  the  subject  of  espensea,  that 
had  certainly  been  increasing  sintM  1828 
in  a  roost  extraordinary  manner.  The  fol- 
towing  was  an  account  nf  moneys  received 
and  paid  by  the  clerk  of  the  MetropotiUn 
Comroisiioncrs  in  Lunacy  : — 


Pild  rm.  to 

RecdTH) 

Itar  UamtL 

Hodkil 

Total 

Augun.  18JS. 

£      1.    d. 

£     t.    i. 

£     •■  d. 

To  Aug.  ism 

*.»«  17  I 

To  Aug.  lltM 

874  IB    6 

I.«l    0    0 

*.ONi     8S 

To  Aug.  18J1 

1,012    S    D 

l,iS6  to  0 

AuguK,  1811. 

ToAug,  1S« 

I.9S3    0     0 

s.ns   s  0 

Augu.1.  IStl, 

To  Aug.  1941 

978  li    0 

3M0    0    0-1 

fi.BJO  IS    oJ 

1l,9M  ISO 

I™""    ■"! 

At  a  meeting  ivhicti  took  place  in  the  cily 
yesterday,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Dorsetahire  (Lord  Ashley)  gaid  that  he  had 
been  a  Commissioner  for  twelve  years  ;  he 
admitted  the  horrors  of  private  asylumii, 
and  said  he  would  rather  be  a  pauper 
in  the  Hanwell  Asylum  than  be  placed  in 
a  private  asylum  where  his  friends  would 
have  to  pay  fur  him.  Why  did  not  the 
question  naturally  arise,  if  the  noble  Lord 
bad  been  a  Commissioner  for  iio  many  years, 
and  had  been  cognizant  of  tlic  evils  which 
existed  in  private  aayluras — why  was  there 
no  attempt  to  remedy  them  before?  He 
(Mr.  Duncombe)  knew  that  he  had  no 
chance  of  success ;  but  he  should  hare  the 
aatiafaction  of  knowing  that  he  had  done 
his  duty  in  exposing  the  defecti  of  the  ex- 
isting law,  and  calling  for  a  searching  and 
rigid  inquiry.  The  Hon.  Member  concluded 
bymoving  "  That  all  further  proceedingi 
should  be  postponed  until  next  Session  ; 
and  that,  previous  tn  any  further  legiJatinD 
on  the  subject,  an  inquiry  should  be  insti- 
tuted into  the  state  of  the  existing  law." 

Mr.  V.  Smiik  was  willing  to  rcat  hia 
opinion  that  the  Bill  should  not  be  post- 
poned upon  the  arguments  of  the  hot). 
Member  for  Flnsbury,  which  all  went  la 
prove  the  necessity  of  most  nciive  and  care- 
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ful  luperviiion,  and  the  sooner  tbat  wai 
effected  the  better.  The  Bill  did  not  pro- 
pose to  continue  the  Comniissioit  under 
which  the  evils  complained  of  had  existed, 
but  to  elect  a  tiew  Cominiuion  altogether, 
with  new  powers,  new  duties,  and  new 
ularies ;  and  he  thought,  of  all  the  pro- 
posals in  (he  Bill,  that  of  a  permanent 
Comiuission  ought  most  readily  to  receive 
the  approbation  of  the  House.  An  ad- 
mixture of  medical  men  and  barristers 
on  the  Commission  was  the  best  course 
that  could  have  been  adopted.  Tlie  hon. 
tientleman  then  passed  a  high  eulogiura  on 
the  exertions  and  talents  displayed  bf  Lord 
Ashley  as  Chairman  of  the  Lunacy  Com- 
roistionerii,  and  expressed  a  hope  that  he 
would  continue  to  exercise  the  duties  of 
that  office  when  the  new  Commission  was 
formed. 

Lord  Duncan  was  disposed  to  support 
the  Amendment;  but  as  it  was  then  four 
o'clock,  be  moved  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Sir  J.  Graham  hope<I  the  hon.  Member 
for  Pinsbury,  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  Bath,  would  be  satisfied  with  the 
discustioo  which  had  already  taken  place, 
and  would  consent  to  take  the  sense  of  the 
House  upon  it,  with  the  understanding 
that  the  House  should  go  into  Committee 
on  Monday. 

After  a  short  conversation.  Lord  Dtut' 
can  withdrew  his  Motion, 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question, 
that  tfae  words  proposed  to  be  lefit  out  stand 
part  of  the  Question  : — Aye«  66 ;  Noes  1 : 
Majority  65. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 
AinswoTtb,  P.  Eeetion,  W.  T. 

Afundel  aod  Surrey,       Etwall,  ft. 

Earl  of  Foriter,  M. 

Baillie,  Col.  Fuller,  A.  E. 

Baird,  W.  Graham,  rl.  hn.  Sir  J. 

Baring,  rt,  hn.  W,  B.    Greene,  T. 
Barringion,  Visct.  Orimston,  Visct. 

Bentiodi,  Lord  G.         Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Bodkin,  W.  H.  Harris,  hon.  Capt 

Bowles,  Adm.  Halton.Oapt.  V. 

Broadley,  H.  Henley,  J.  W. 

BroihertoD,  J.  Hollond,  R, 

Brace,  Lord  E.  Jermyn,  Earl 

Brages,  Vf.  H.  L.  Johnstone,  Sir  J. 

Buller.  E.  Kemble,  H. 

Carew,  W.  H.  P.  Knightley,  SirC. 

Christie,  W.  D.  Lowther,  Sir  J.  H. 

Clive,  Visct.  MackcQiie,  W.  F. 

Clive,  hon.  R.  U.  Martin,  C.  W. 

Oamer,  hon.  Col.  Milcalfe,  [I. 

Denison,  F,.  B.  Morris,  D. 

Dickinson,  F.  H.  Mundy,  E.  M. 

Diincombe,  hon.  A.         Nicholl,  rt.  ho.  J. 
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Faeke,  C.W.  Thorn  hill,  G. 

Palmerslon,  Viscl,  Turner,  F.. 

Praed,  W.  T.  Villiers  Vi.ct. 

Prolheroe,  E.  Viiian.J.  H. 

Rolleslon,  Col.  Waddinglon,  H.  S. 

Sandon,  Viict.  Warburlon,  H. 

Seymour,  Lord  Wawn.  J.  T. 

Sheridan,  R.  B.  Wynn,  rt.hn.  0.  W.  VV. 

Smith,  It.  Im.  R.  V.  Yorke,  H.  R. 
Somenat,  Lord  G.  tellirs. 

Spooner,  R.  Ashley,  Lord 

Sutton,  boa.  H.  M.  Cardwell,  E 

List  of  the  Noes. 


Committee  postponed  to  Tuesday. 
House  adjourned  to  five  o'clock. 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotlamd).J 
The  Order  of  the  Day  for  going  into 
Committee  on  the  Poor  Law  Amendment 
(Scotland)  Bill,  was  read. 

On  the  Question  that  the  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair. 

Colonel  Rawdon  expressed  a  hope  that 
before  the  House  went  into  Coramiliee, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of 
Stale  for  the  Home  Department  would 
state  the  intenlioDs  ot  the  Oovernmeut 
with  respect  to  the  clauses  affecting  the 
rights  of  Irish  paupers,  as  the  right  hon. 
(^nlleman  had  been  requested  lo  do  by  a 
deputation  of  lb"  liish  Members. 

Sir  J.  Gra''-im  said,  the  best  course  to 
adopt  woul'l  be  to  proceed  wiih  the  Bill 
in  Committee  until  the  clauses  referred  to 
were  arrived  at. 

Mr.  Hume  laid,  if  the  Members  for  Ire- 
land objected  to  particular  cUusei  of  th« 
Bill,  he  should  object  to  the  measure  alio- 
gelher.  The  GoTemment  had  already 
postponed  a  great  number  of  measures, 
and  he  was  anxious  that  they  should  adopt 
the  same  course  with  regard  to  the  pre- 
sent  Bill.  It  was  so  large,  and  contained 
so  many  provisions,  many  of  them  most 
uncertain  and  undefined,  that  it  would,  if 
carried,  prove  to  be  only  an  Act  to  create 
dissension  and  littgatioD.  The  time  would 
be  very  brief  until  next  Seision,  and  in 
the  mean  time  the  measure  miglu  be  fully 
and  fairly  considered  in  Scotland,  and 
many  important  and  necessary  amend, 
menis  suggested.  The  opinion  prevalent 
among  the  best  informed  parties  in  Scot- 
land was,  that  if  the  Bill  pasted  into  law 
in  its  present  form,  another  measure  to 
amend  it,  would,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
have  to  be  introduced  next  Session. 
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Mr.  Ewart  agreed  altogether  ia  what 
had  fallen  from  liii  hon.  Friend  who  had 
juBt  sat  down.  The  meaiure  was  one 
which  all  paniea  united  in  (ayin;  could 
not  be  salitfaclory  or  lucceurul,  artd  the 
prohability  wai,  that  if  it  now  became 
law,  it  would  hafe  to  be  amended  next 
Seision.  The  delay  would  alto  prodnce 
the  advantage  ofeaabling  those  hoD.  Gen- 
tlemen who,  though  Member!  for  Scot- 
land, had  uufortunately  the  miifoftune 
not  to  be  born  in  Scotland,  to  become 
better  acquainted  with  the  tubject. 

Mr.  P.  M.  Stewart  said,  he  would  go 
a  step  further  than  the  two  hoo.  Gentle- 
men who  had  lait  addresied  the  House, 
and  would  aik  the  Gavernment  to  apply 
their  own  principle  to  the  Bill  which  they 
had  relied  on  when  another  Scotch  qoes- 
tion  had  been  twfore  the  Honae  a  few 
nighu  ago,  and  to  allow  their  decision 
upon  it  to  be  regulated  by  the  petition! 
that  had  been  preaented  from  Scotland  on 
the  lubject.  Though  the  meaiurs  wai 
one  which  waa  of  vait  importance  to 
Scotland,  he  believed  there  had  not  been 
s  iiogle  petition  pretented  in  iti  farour, 
whereaa  numeroui  petitions  from  ell  per- 
aont  iaiereited  in  the  stale  of  the  Scotch 
poor  had  been  presented  against  the  Bill. 
All  these  petitions  concurred  in  represent- 
ing the  great  neceuily  of  legislation  on 
the  subject  of  the  poor  of  Scotland, 
whereas  they,  at  the  same  time,  describ- 
ed the  Bill  introduced  by  the  Govern- 
ment as  at)  ill-digested  and  an  ill-adapted 
measure.  -They  slated,  that  it  would 
not  allay  the  discontent  existing  against 
the  present  measure,  and  that  the  poor 
bad  no  interest  whatever  in  it.  That  it 
would  have  the  effect  of  overloading  the 
Stalate  Book  with  eighty  clauses,  most 
of  which  would,  as  a  matter  of  necessity, 
be  repealed  next  Session.  In  fact,  the 
meesuffl  was  one  which  would  do  do  good 
to  the  poor  man,  while  it  would  have  the 
effect  of  throwing  him  beyond  the  pale  of 
the  Constitution. 

Sir  J.  Oraham,  in  answer  to  the  appeal 
of  hon.  Members  opposite,  wonld  begin 
by  stating,  that  if  ever  a  meaiure  had 
been  brought  before  the  House  which  was 
completely  divested  of  party  character,  it 
was  the  Scottish  Poor  Law.  It  was  also 
admitted  thai  the  law  for  the  relief  of  the 
poor  in  Scotland,  was  in  lucli  a  stale  as  to 
require  immediate  alteration.  There  bad 
been  full  inquiry,  and  ample  materials  for 
immediate  legislation  had  been  obtained. 
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The  ReiMrt  of  the  Coramisiioners  bad 
been  before  the  public  for  twelve  moathi, 
end  had  been  under  the  consideration  of 
Government  during  the  whole  of  ihat 
time.  If,  therefore,  the  measure  then 
before  the  House  could  be  called  crude 
and  imperfect,  the  fattit  must  lie  wrih  the 
Government  who  had  prepared  it,  as  ample 
time  and  full  materials  had  gone  to  its 
preparation.  Besides,  the  principle  of 
the  measure  had  been  approved  of  by  a 
very  large  majority  of  that  House.  Nei- 
ther could  it  be  said  that  the  House  had 
been  taken  by  surprise.  The  Bill  was 
introduced  at  an  earlv  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, end  the  second  reading  was  post- 
poned in  order  that  the  counties  of  Scot- 
land might,  in  their  county  halls,  have 
full  opportunity  of  lakiug  the  matter  into 
consideration.  Neither  was  the  absence 
of  petitions  in  its  fnvour  any  evidence  of 
its  unpopularity,  as  people  seldom  peti- 
tioned in  favour  of  Government  measures 
which  were  generally  approved,  except 
their  success  seemed  doubtful.  The  prin- 
cipal petition  against  this  Bill  was  from 
one  parish  which  was  peculiarly  situated, 
and  which,  it  was  feared,  would  he  affect- 
ed by  the  I6th  Clause  ;  but  that  cause  of 
petition  was  removed,  as  the  clause  was 
to  be  postponed.  He  thought  tlial,  as 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  had  been  fully 
diicutsed  and  decisively  affirmed  by  the 
House,  and  as  they  bad  made  consider- 
able progress  in  Committee,  there  was  not 
any  valid  raaioQ  existing  for  its  further 
postponement.  If  any  hon.  Membar 
wished  again  to  have  the  opinion  of  the 
House,  the  best  plan  would  be  to  let  the 
Bill  pass  through  Committee,  and  takes 
division  on  the  third  reading. 

Mr.  Lockhart  expressed  his  satisfaction 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not  post- 
poned the  progress  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Gibton  Craig,  as  they  had  so  far 
advanced  in  Committee,  could  not  con- 
ceive thtt  expediency  of  postponing  (he 
meaiure.  His  own  opinion  was,  ihat^ 
generally  speaking,  the  Bill  had  been  fa- 
vourably received  in  Scotland,  although 
certainly  some  alterations  were  called  for 
in   it. 

Mr.  Haitie  objected  to  the  further  pro- 
gress  of  this  Bill.  The  poor  in  Scotland 
were  never  so  well  looked  after  at  in  the 
present  time.  Therefore,  in  postponing 
the  measure,  no  possible  harm  could 
result. 

Viscount    Duncan     trusted    that    the 
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HouH  would  at  once  fo  into  Committee, 
ntien  there  would  be  an  opportunity  or 
adopting  any  i  m  prove  men  ts.  He  had 
slwayi  found  that  the  Lord  AdTocate 
had  been  willing  to  listen  to  EUggestion* 
Tor  the  improTement  of  the  measare.  The 
16ih  Glame  had  been  ao  much  amended, 
ai  to  remove  nearly  all  the  objeclioni  to  it, ! 

Mr.  E.  Ellice  coofirmed  what  tiad  been 
stated  by  the  bon.  Member  for  Paisley 
(Mr.  Hsstie).  Thecoodition  of  the  poor 
or  Scotland  within  the  last  eighteen 
■nontht,  compared  i»iih  what  it  had  pre- 
viously  been,  had  been  made  much  better 
by  the  discovery  of  the  actual  state  of  the 
law  with  regard  to  them.  This  was  not 
a  party  questioo  here  or  in  Scotland ; 
he  had  conversed  with  men  of  all  politics 
upon  it,  and  had  met  with  but  one 
opinion — that,  if  the  Bill  passed  in  iis 
present  shspe,  it  would  be  likely  to  pro- 
duce very  mischievous  eSects.  The  alle- 
gations of  the  petitions  against  it  were, 
that  it  would  deprive  the  poor  oT  their  pre- 
sent remedy  against  the  heritors,  and 
inbject  them  to  an  irresponsible  power 
in  order  to  pat  the  law  into  efTect,  He 
gave  the  Government  credit  for  honest 
intentions;  but  they  only  knew  the  state 
of  the  people  of  Scotland,  through  a 
prejudiced  channel;  with  respect  to  Scot- 
land, they  appeared  to  be  subjected  to 
some  influence  that  blighted  all  they 
took  in  hand.  Had  their  measures  with 
respect  to  the  Scotch  Church,  or  any 
other  of  thetr  meaiores  with  regard  to 
Scotland,  been  satisfactory  to  the  people? 
Had  they  not  all  met  with  general  con- 
demnation 7  Un  a  subject  of  such  vait 
importance,  ample  lime  ought  to  be 
given  for  consideration;  as  the  know- 
ledge of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  ex- 
tended, the  objections  to  it  woald  in- 
crease. He  hoped  the  Government  would 
postpone  it  till  next  Session;  if  not,  he 
hoped  other  parlies  in  another  place 
would  prevent  it  from  passing  this  year. 

Mr.  Duncan  was  constantly  receiving 
communications  from  Scotland  stating 
objection)  to  the  measure.  He  felt  that 
it  was  only  common  justice  that  it  should 
be  postponed  to  another  Session.  He  had 
not  received  a  single  letter  in  favour  of 
■  he  Bill.  He  was  anxious  for  an  amend- 
ment of  the  present  law  ;  but,  instead  of 
this  imperfect  measure,  they  had  better 
wait  until  next  year,  when  they  could  get 
a  well-digested  Bill. 

Mr.  Aois  felt  called  upon  to  oppose 
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strenuously  the  ]  rogreis  of  thii  Bill,  in 
consequence  of  llie  injustice  inflicted  upon 
the  Irish  residents  in  Scotland  by  it.  By 
one  of  the  clauses  an  Irishman  was  pre- 
vented getting  a  settlement  in  Scotland  } 
although  he  might  have  spent  his  youth 
and  bis  manhood  in  that  country,  such  an 
industrious  man,  engaged  in  manufactures 
for  twenty  or  thirty  years,  was  liable  lo 
be  sent  to  Ireland  at  a  moment's  notice. 
Unless  the  right  hoo.  Baronet  abandoned 
the  clause,  he  trusted  that  his  bon.  and 
gallant  Friend  would  move  that  it  be  com- 
mitted  that  day  three  months.  If  his 
hon.  Friend  did  not  do  > 
would. 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  that  it  was 
rather  singular  that  only  on  Wednesday 
evening  last,  one  of  the  reasons  urged  by 
ihe  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for 
the'  Home  Department,  for  the  rejec- 
tion of  the  Scotch  Universities  Bill  was, 
that  no  petitions  had  been  presented  in 
favour  of  it;  but  to-night,  in  answer  to 
the  remark  that  there  was  no  petition  ia 
favour  of  this  Bill,  he  replied,  that  it  was 
not  customary  to  present  petitions  in 
favour  of  Bills,  and,  above  all,  of  a  measure 
like  th«  present.  He  happened  to  know 
that  there  existed  a  vary  strong  fteling 
against  the  Bill  in  many  parts  of  Scotland, 
and  more  particularly  in  several  of  tha 
large  towns.  He  had  no  connexion  with 
Scotland ;  but  petitions  had  been  intrusted 
to  him  against  the  meaaure  from  many 
places,  some  of  which  had  thousands  of 
signatures  attached  to  them.  The  Scot- 
tish labouring  classes  generally  coniidered 
that  the  Bill  would  place  them  in  a  worse 
position  than  before,  it  being  altogether 
destructive  of  that  right  of  appeal  in  their 
Favour,  which  had  only  of  late  been  dis- 
covered  to  exist. 

Gotonel  Rawdon  said,  that  almost 
every  Scotch  Member  who  had  spoken  on 
this  subject  had  opposed  the  Bill,  and  on 
the  part  of  the  Irish  Members  there  was 
a  united  action  against  it.  He  begged 
to  move  that  the  House  go  into  Committee 
0    (he  Bill  that  day  three  months. 

Sir  /.  Oraham  would  put  it  to  the 
gallant  Member  whether,  as  the  objec* 
tions  he  and  other  Gentlemen  near  biui 
advanced,  were  objections  to  details, 
it  would  not  be  better  and  fairer  to  discuss 
them  in  Committee?  Ha  had  stated  to 
a  deputation  of  Members,  who  called  upon 
liim  at  the  Home  Office,  and  of  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  was,  be  believed) 
PS 
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one,  ihat  he  iiilen<led  to  make  consider- 
able modi  fical ion  in  many  nf  the  clauses 
objected  to,  udding,  indeed,  that  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say,  the  principle  of  the 
Biil  as  to  iodustiial  residence  ought  not 
to  be  entirely  abandoned. 

Mr.  Hamillon  thought  it  well  lo  go 
into  Committee  ;  hut  certainly,  when  the 
ctauset  in  question  came  before  (hem, 
they  would  meet  with  his  opposition  unless 
considerablymodified. 

Viscount  Duncan  hoped  the  Members 
Torlrelatid  would  suffer  them  to  go  into 
Commiliee,on  the  full  understanding  that 
the  clause  more  especially  objected  lo  by 
them,  should,  in  Committee,  undergo 
thorough  inves ligation. 

Lord  Claude  Hamilton  should  feel 
bound  10  oppose  ihe  progress  of  the  Bill, 
unless  some  much  mote  distinct  slate- 
meot  was  made  by  the  Government  as  lo 
ihe  obnoxious  clauses. 

The  House  divided  ou  the  Question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  question :— Ayes  90; 
Noes  38 :  Majority  52. 
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House  in  Committee. 

On  Clause  35, 

Mr.  Gladstone  called  the  altentioD  of 
(he  House  to  the  expediency  of  rendering 
the  law  clear,  that  farm  labourers  and  do- 
mestic servauis  were  not  liable  to  be  raied 
to  the  poor.  The  preient  mode  of  rating 
generally  in  Scotland  was  most  inquisi- 
torial in  its  operation.  The  parochial 
boards  who  managed  it  were  not  in  any 
way  bound  to  secrecy,  and  they  fixed 
upon  each  person  precisely  such  a  rate  Bs 
they  pleased.  That  system  might  be 
made  the  means  of  mucli  oppression,  and, 
though  he  was  not  prepared  lo  say  that 
the  English  system,  as  a  whole,  was  appli- 
cable lo  Scotland,  he  would  throw  out 
that  that  system  might  be  adopted  as  the 
basis  of  an  improved  system  for  Scotland. 
He  hoped  that  the  Lord  Advocate  would 
indicate  his  intention  of  taking  the  whole 
law  of  rating  in  Scotland  into  his  serious 
consideration  ;  for  he  was  persuaded  that 
it  would  be  found  impossible  lo  allow  It 
to  remain  in  it*  present  state. 

The  Lord  Advocate  said,  with  reference 
lo  what  had  been  staled  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Newark,  he  would 
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admit  that  (here  were  difficiilues  in  the 
way  of  auesiment;  but  he  had  not  se- 
lected the  mode  of  aisesiment  rererred  to 
in  thii  Bill ;  it  bad  eiiiied  for  two  cen> 
luhei  and  more,  and  he  had  not  ventuied 
to  abolish  it.  He  had  had  representa- 
tions from  many  parishes,  assuring  him 
that  the  system  had  acted  satisfactorily. 
He  had  by  the  provisions  of  this  Bill  given 
to  every  parish  the  power  of  eecaping  from 
the  difficulties  of  the  present  system,  and 
had  endeavoured  to  remove  the  existing 
inequaliiies. 

Mr.  Poulett  Scrape  thought,  that  if  any 
alterslioD  were  made  in  the  law  of  assess- 
ment, it  should  be  permanent  in  ils  cha- 
racter. Otherwise  they  should  not  inter- 
fere with  it. 

Mr.  H«me  said,  if  there  was  ground  for 
postponing  a  Bill,  the  want  of  power  to 
explain  how  the  many  cases  of  difficulty 
that  would  arise  were  to  be  met,  was 
ground  sufficient.  The  only  effect  of  this 
measure  would  be  to  unsettle  thai  which 
was  now  settled.  Under  this  Bill  a 
Scotch  proprietor,  having  30,000/.  in  the 
English  funds,  would  be  liable  to  be  as- 
sessed 10  the  Scotch  poor-rate  on  the  full 
■mount  of  his  income  ;  the  effect  of  this 
would  be  to  drive  people  from  Scotland. 

The  Lord  Advocate  said  that,  under  the 
law  as  it  at  present  stood,  ell  penonal 
properly  was  liable  to  be  assessed  to  the 
relief  of  the  poor  in  ihe  parish  in  which 
the  possessor  of  such  property  resided; 
and  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  did  not, 
therefore,  effect  any  alteralion  in  this  re- 
spect in  Ihe  existing  Ian. 

Mr.  Etcott  complained  that  funded 
properly  was  liable  to  assessment.  The 
practice  operated  most  unjustly,  and  he 
hoped  thai  it  would  not  be  allowed  to 
continue  under  this  Bill. 

The  Lord  Advocate  replied,  ihat  by 
the  law  of  Scotland,  as  it  now  stood, 
parties  were  liable  to  be  assessed  to  the 
whole  amount  of  their  properly ;  and  he 
did  not  propose  to  make  any  alteration  in 
that  respect. 

Mr.  Escolt  said,  suppose  a  man  worth 
10,000i.  a  year  were  to  lire  in  lodgings, 
for  which  he  paid  30/.  a  year,  how  could 
he  be  auessed  in  the  full  amount  of  bis 
property  ? 

The  Lord  Advocate  apprebeaded  lhat 
in  such  a  case  the  parly  would  escape 
altogether  from  the  rate. 
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Mr.  Ewarl  wished  to  know  upon  what 
principle  the  asseasmenC  was  to  be  made; 
that  was,  how  the  income  of  ihe  patty 
was  to  he  ascertained  ?  was  it  to  he  by  a 
relnro,  as  in  the  case  of  ibe  Income  Tax, 
and  if  not,  in  what  way? 

The  Lord  Advocate  said,  under  ibe  ex- 
isting law.  parties  were  appointed  lo  esti- 
mate the  incomes;  and  in  this  respect, 
also,  he  left  the  law  as  he  found  il. 

Mr.  Duncan  contended  that  these  were 
malteis  which  should  be  decided  by  the 
Legislature,  and  not  left  10  local  parties 
afterwards. 

Sir  J,  Oraham  said,  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  contended  for  a  uniform  mode 
of  rating  were  generally  opposed  to  this 
Bill.  The  construction  of  the  Act 
known  as  Mr.  Pouleit  Scrope's  Aci, 
was  to  introduce  into  England  one  uni- 
form and  inflexible  system  of  rating.  The 
Act  was  very  welt  intended,  and  was  sup- 
ported by  the  GoTernment;  but  it  had 
been  found,  to  a  great  extent,  inoperative, 
owing  to  the  practical  difficulties  in  the 
way  of  carrying  it  into  general  execution. 
it  was  found  that,  however  desirable  lhat 
there  should  be  one  general  system  of 
rating  throughout  England,  yet  that,  from 
local  circumstances  and  local  peculiarities, 
it  was  impossible  to  carry  that  object  into 
eSect.  Circumstances  varied  in  different 
localities.  In  Liverpool,  for  instance,  no 
occufiier  under  10/.  a  year  was  assessed  to 
the  relief  of  the  poor;  in  other  places  no 
occupier  under  51.  But  by  the  operation 
of  the  Act  ID  which  he  had  referred,  every 
occupier  to  the  extent  of  40s,  a  year  would 
be  rateable  for  the  poor.  The  Bill  now 
before  the  House  proposed  no  alterations, 
unlets  lo  remove  doubts  in  peculiar  cir. 
cumsiances.  He  admitted  the  difficulties 
with  respect  lo  rating  property  in  Scot- 
land ;  but  unless  they  adopted  the  inqui- 
sitorial system  adopted  with  respect  to  the 
Income  Tax,  be  thought  it  was  much 
better  to  leave  this  to  be  governed  by 
local  circumstances,  and  the  local  know- 
ledge of  the  parties.  He  had  been  in- 
formed by  the  hon.  Member  for  Greenock, 
that  in  that  great  commercial  and  mari- 
time town  the  mode  of  rating  by  "  means 
and  substance,"  had  been  for  a  long  liroe 
in  operation,  and' had  given  (he  greatest 
satisfaction. 

Mr.  Baine  could  not  concur  in  the  ob- 
jections lo  this  clause.  He  was  surelhat  the 
adoption  of  a  uniform  rate  of  rating  would 
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cauie  great  diasalisractlon  in  Scotlaod, 
It  appeared  to  him  thai  iheparocfaial  boards 
would  be  desirous  to  give  every  satisfac- 
tion to  the  ratepByen,  and  to  adopt  that 
mode  or  assessment  most  to  the  heiieGt  of 
(heir  constituents  aod  the  objects  they  had 
in  view.  With  regard  to  the  means  end 
substance  system,  it  had  been  foliowed  in 
Gteenocic  for  a  number  of  years ;  the  one- 
half  being  levied  on  lands  and  houses,  and 
the  otherhalfoo  the  means  and  substance 
or  the  iiihabiianti  other  than  lands  and 
hoDies,  being  very  nearly  the  second  plan 
described  in  the  Bill.  The  assessment  in 
Greenock  was  considered  in  Scotland  to 
be  a  heavy  one,  being  6,0001.  in  ■  tovn 
vilh  38,000  inhabitants.  If  that  mode  of 
assessment  were  given  up,  the  effect  would 
be  to  relieve  the  wealth;  inhabitants  at  the 
expense  of  the  middle  and  poorer  classes. 
It  was  said  that  it  was  hard  lo  assess  funded 
properly;  but,  for  his  part,  he  could  not 
see  the  hardship.  The  mode  of  assessing 
on  tha  meani  sod  substance  was  ibis.  A 
pretty  numerous  committee  was  appointed, 
Aod  among  tbeni  there  were  always 
some  who  knew  something  of  the  circum- 
stances of  each  individual  in  the  town. 
They  accotdingl;  &itd  a  sum  at  which 
they  estimated  each  man's  iacome,  and 
sent  him  an  intimation  of  the  sum  on  which 
they  proposed  to  assess  him.  If  he  felt 
aggrieved,  he  complained  to  the  board, 
aod  they  appointed  a  day  on  which  they 
would  hear  the  reasons  of  appeal ;  and  in 
almost  every  case  an  amicable  settlement 
of  the  matter  was  come  to.  They  did  not 
assess  on  incomes  below  40'. ;  and  on  in- 
comes between  40/.  and  lOOL  they  assessed 
on  a  reduced  scale.  On  all  incomes  above 
100/.  the  rate  of  aasessmeat  was  equal. 
The  best  proof  that  this  syaleoi  worked 
well  was,  not  that  it  had  exisled  in 
Greenock  for  twenty-eight  years,  but  that 
all  his  communications  from  Greenock 
were  in  favour  of  preserving  tbis  mode  of 
assesiment. 

Mr.  Escott  observed,  that  if  a  parish 
adopted  that  Grst  method,  funded  property 
would  not  be  included  in  "  means  and 
substance,"  and  would  not  contribute. 

Mr.  Darby  would  support  this  claust^, 
cbiffiy  on  the  ground  of  the  statement 
made  by  the  boo.  Member  for  Greenock  ; 
as  he  thought  they  ought  not  to  alter  a 
mode  of  railn?  which  was  found  to  bave 
already  worked  well. 

Sir.  Edward  Ellice  was  clearly  of  opi- 


oioo  that  every  roan  ought  to  contribate 
to  the  poor  according  to  what  he  bad— 
that  was,  according  to  his  means  and  sub- 
stance in  the  genera]  sense  of  the  term  ; 
id  he  congratulated  Greenock  that  there 
the  people  seemed  to  meet  without  squab, 
bling  to  provide  decently  for  the  poor. 
But  did  it  follow  that  the  same  sensible 
course  would  be  followed  in  every  parish 
in  Scotland  ?  There  did  appear  to  be  a 
strange  obstinacy  on  the  part  of  the  Go. 
vernment — he  did  not  use  the  word  in 
an  offensive  sense — in  adhering  to  the 
term  "means  and  substance"  without  es- 
plaining  what  was  to  be  understood  by  the 
phrase,  and  how  they  were  to  be  got  at. 
A  meeting  had  been  held  in  tbe  county  of 
Fife,  where  resolutions  were  passed  gene- 
rally favourable  to  the  Bill,  but  concluding 
wilb  a  strong  protest  against  inserting  the 
phrase  "  means  and  substance  "  without 
defining  its  meaning.  He  objected  alio 
to  the  operation  of  the  measure  in  cases 
where  resident  proprietors  were  to  be  taxed 
upon  their  whole  means  and  substance, 
wherever  situated,  for  half  the  support  of 
the  poor  in  the  parish.  Take  his  own  case. 
He  was  the  only  resident  proprietor  in  the 
parish  where  he  resided.  The  effect  of  tbe 
Bill  would  be  that  he  would  be  taxed  for 
one-half  the  support  of  the  whole  poor  of 
the  parish,  though  his  property  did  Dot 
amount  to  one-lenth  of  tbe  parish.  Such 
a  mode  of  assessment  was  a  premium  on 
absealeeism.  He  did  not  say  he  should 
leave  tbe  parish ;  but  if  be  did  so,  he 
might  say,  withootany  egotistical  feeling, 
that  his  absence  would  be  an  injury  to  the 
parish. 

Viscount  Duuca»  said  this  discuision 
showed  that  it  was  easier  to  find  fault  with 
a  measnre  than  to  bring  forward  a  good 
one  ;  but  he  thought  the  House  ought  to 
leave  the  clause  as  proposed  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  The  local  boards 
would  decide  whiob  of  the  three  modes  of 
assessment  they  would  adopt;  and  then 
there  was  a  safeguard  against  the  operaiioa 
of  local  prejudices  by  the  controlling 
power  lodged  in  the  board  of  supervision. 
Mr.  RtdingtoH  complained  that  under 
■his  clause  an  Irishman  comiog  to  Scot- 
land would  bave  bis  whole  properly  rated, 
while,  by  the  72nd  Clause,  thej  refused 
relief  to  Irish  paupers.  The  learned  Lord 
Advocate  stated  that  he  did  not  wish  to 
alter  the  law  of  Scotland  with  regard  In 
■he  raliog;  he  wished  that  be  would  be 
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«f)u&lly  unwilliDg  lo  aller  the  Utf  of  Scot- 
laod  ia  regaTd  to  tba  roode  of  acquiring  a 
lettlemeni. 

Mr.  PouUlt  Scrope  aaid,  that  hii  Act 
WBS  declaratory  rather  than  legitlative,  and 
that  it  bad  impioved  the  aysteni  of  rating 
throughout  the  country. 

Sir  /.  Orakani  said,  that  it  nai  the 
uniform  mode  of  rating  proposed  in  the 
Act  in  questiuD,  which  had  proved  a 
failure. 

Ur.  Edward  EUke  «aid,  that  ai  tite 
word*  "  meant  and  iubstance"  were  not 
■afficienily  defined,  he  should  divide 
against  the  clause. 

Tlie  Commitiee  divided  on  ihe  Question, 
that  ihe  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill : — 
Ayea  92 ;  Noes  32  :  Uajority  60. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  53  being  put. 

Viscount  Z)uncan  proposed  as  an 
Amendment,  to  add  (he  words  on  "  paro- 
chial boards"  to  this  clause.  He  did  noi 
propose  this  in  nny  feeling  of  hoititity  to 
the  Bill,  but  with  the  view  of  illaying 
public  feeling  in  Scollaod  against  the 
board  of  superviiiion.  He  felt  this  so 
strongly  ihat  he  should  take  the  sense  of 
Ihe  Committee  on  the  subject. 

The  Lord  Adwicate  thought  that  it 
would  not  promote  any  public  object  lo 
adopt  the  Aisendnieot  of  the  noble  Lord. 
He  ibovght  it  would  destroy  the  inde- 
pendent actimi  and  the  efficiency  of  ihe 
inipector  to  have  him  dependent  on  the 
parochial  board  ;  but  on  any  reasonable 
ground  of  complaint  ihey  could  always 
apply  to  Ihe  board  of  supervision,  who 
would  dismiss  him.  Ut,  iherefore,  must 
leaist  the  Aoiendiaenl. 

The  Committee  dirided  on  the  Qoet* 
lion,  thai  these  words  be  there  inserted : 
—Ayes  II ;  Noes  81 :  Majoiity  70. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauact  51  to  65  agreed  to. 

House  resuined.      Commiilee    lo    sit 


Huute  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  o 
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oE— From  Guanliiai  of  Cloghat  Unioo,  in  favour  of  Iho 

Law  of  SHUnnnt  Act From  SlocUialden.  and  athan, 

of  tin  DiUilcl  of  Taa,  Ak  Altaiatlan  of  Low  rdaUng 
10  Tenitorial  Revenus  aod  IM^OMl  o(  Land  (N<« 
gauth  ffaha).— From  Ctcigy  et  Pirlih  of  Brambcr,  and 
Kreral  other  placs,  acalnit  tbt  Collcfca  (Inland)  BUL 

Imhdlobd  asd  Tekaiit  (Irelaitd) 
Commission  —  Proposeb  Measukbs.j 
The  Earl  of  Devon  said,  he  had  been  in 
communication  with  Members  of  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  aod  he  found  it 
would  be  impossible  lo  carry  into  a  law 
during  ihe  preient  SeMion  of  Pitrliament 
measures  which  he  intended  to  introdace 
foaoded  on  the  Landlord  and  Tenant 
Commission,  orer  which  he  had  the  ho- 
nour of  presiding.  One  of  those  nMa- 
sures  proposed  a  short  form  of  lease  to  be 
executed  between  the  parlies,  at  a  re- 
duced expense  in  every  respect,  the  Go- 
veiumeot  being  fitvourably  disposed  to- 
wards reducing  the  stamp  duty.  That 
was  a  short  Bill;  btit  there  was  another 
.Bill  upon  the  subject  of  ejectment  and 
distress,  and,  in  fact,  embodying  nearly 
all  the  recommendations  of  the  Commis- 
sion. He  hoped  to  be  able  lo  introduce 
both  at  an  early  period  in  the  neit  Sea- 
aion  of  Parliament. 

Lord  Brougham  approved  of  his  noble 

and  learned  Frienti's  intention  to  postpone 

the  measures  to  wliich    he  had  referred, 

lie  should  hive  been  '^liil,  huwewr,  to 

-    -    -  o "  ^ 
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have  Ken  llie  first,  whicli  wa*  deicribed 
u  a  sbort  Bill,  introduced. 

The  Marqueit  at  Cla»ricarde  hoped 
the  meaturei  rererred  to  would  be  brought 
in  upon  the  earlteat  oppottUDitj  neat 
Seiiioa,  and  allowed  to  reat  for  a  abort 
period,  (o  that  there  might  be  time  to  as- 
certain (he  opinion  of  the  Irish  people 
with  reference  to  those  measure*.  He 
had  long  eulectained  a  conviction,  nhich 
every  jrear  had  become  stronger,  that  in 
legislating  for  Ireland,  Parlianwnt  ought 
to  coDiok  the  feelings,  babita,  and  per- 
haps even  the  piejudicea,  of  the  Irish 
people. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  was  sorry  that  the 
Bill*  were  not  to  be  brought  in  thia  Ses- 
sion, as  he  thought  they  should  neces- 
■arily  accompaoy  the  Landlord  and  Ten- 
ant Bill.  He  should  now  expect  the 
noble  Lord  tbe  Secretary  for  the  Goloniei 
to  announce  hiaintentioD  of  postponing  tbe 
kiter  measure  till  next  Season. 
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Yei,  my  Lord,  I  c*n  prove  it; 
and  iheilatement  was  perfectly  false. 

The  Lord  CHiHccLLoa:  Yon  may  with, 
draw  from  the  bar,  but  you  mutt  not  leave  the 
House. 

Peter  Taite  Harbin  was  then  called  to 
the  bar,  and  examined  by  the  Lokd  Chah- 

CELLOH. 


a  Committee  be- 


Bbbacii  or  Pkivilbgx.]  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  attendance  of  Peter  Taite 
Harbin  and  John  Harlow  read. 

John  Harlow  called  to  the  bar,  and  exa- 
mined by  the  Loun  Chancellor. 

Where  do  you  reside,  Mr.  Harlow?— At  9, 
LeicesLer-squire,  my  Lgrd. 

Have  you  brougbt  an  action  lately  against 
Thomas  Baker  T— Yes,  my  Lord. 

For  what  have  you  brought  that  aclion  ; 
for  false  aod  malicious  language  ulteced  be- 
fore the  House  of  Lords  in  giving  evidence 
before  a  Committee  of  this  House.' — Yea,  mv 
Lord. 

Have  you  anything  further  which  you  wish 
to  say  on  that  subject  ?— The  only  thing  I  wish 
lo  say  is  that  I  am  very  much  injured  in  my 
aSaits  by  the  statement  which  was  made,  and 
which  is  entirely  untrje. 

You  are  aware  that  a  complaint  has  been 
made  to  this  Hotise  of  your  conduct  in  brings 
ing  that  aclion  i— Yes,  my  Lord. 

And  the  complaint  is,  that  it  is  a  breach  of 
the  privileges  of  this  House  .'—Yes,  my  t/Ord. 

Do  you  wish  to  say  anylhingon  the  subject? 
— -I  was  not  aware  that  it  was  a  breach  of  pri- 
vilege at  ihe  time  the  aclion  was  commenced  ; 
and  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  give  me  iha 
means  of  seeking  redress,  since  I  have  been  so 
maierially  injured  by  that  statement. 

By  Lord  Caupbelli  Then  you  still  mean 
to  go  on  with  the  action?— 1  am  not  at  this 
moment  prepared  to  lay  that  1  will. 

You  are  not  prepared  lo  say  you  will  not? 
— No,  my  Lord. 

By  die  Carl  of  Ha  dkor  i  Are  you  prepared 
la  say  lliat  you  have  suffertd  iu  your  business 
in  consequence  of  that  siatement  before  the 


What  aie  you  ?— An  attorney  and  solicitor. 
Were    you   the  attorney  employed  by  the 
last  person  to  bring  this   action?- 1  was  em- 
ployed by  the  last  witoes*  to  bring  an  aelioo. 
Against  Thomas  Baker  ?— Yei,  my  Lord. 
For  defamatory  language  ? — For  defamatory 
language,  my  Lord. 

Are  you  not  aware  that  those  words  were 
spoken  in  giving  evidence  before  a  Commit- 
tee of  this  House  F— The  Report 
the  words  were  spoken  in  a  Con 
fore  this  House. 

And  that  was  the  foundation  of  the  action  ? 
^It  was,  my  Lord. 

Do  you  wish  to  say  anythisg  further  on  that 
subject?  You  are  aware  that  acomplaint  has 
been  madeof  your  conduct  in  that  respect;  do 
you  wish  to  say  anything  to  this  House  on  the 
subject  of  that  complaint?— I  would  observe, 
my  Lord,  that  Ihe  instructions  were  laid  be- 
fore an  able  counsel,  who  advised  ou  the  sub- 
ject, before  proceedings  were  taken,  and  the 
action  has  been  brought  in  consequence  of  that 
ojnnion. 

Are  you  going  on  with  that  action  ?~It  is 
at  present  pending. 

Do  you  mean  to  proceed  with  that  action  ! 
—I  have  not  had  initrociioos  to  discontinue 
it.  Perhaps  you  will  allow  me  lo  tute,  my 
Lord,  that  the  information  which  Mr.  Baker 
gave  before  your  Lordships'  Committee  was 
perfectly  unfounded,  inasmuch  as  Ihe  convic- 
tion has  been  quashed,  and  in  the  Report  Mr. 
fiekerstiCed  that  he  should  be'able  to  prove 
what  he  slated  to  be  true. 

The  Loan  Cuancellob  :  That  is  wholly 

immaterial  lo  the  present  question.    You  may 

withdraw  j  but  you  must  not  leave  the  House. 

The  witness  then  withdrew. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  :    I  now    move, 

my  Lords,  that  John  Harlow  has  been  guilty 

Breach   of  the  Privileges  of  diis 

House. 

Lord  Brougham  ;•  My  Lords,  in  rising 
to  address  you  od  what  I  consider  to  be 
beyond  all  comparison  tbe  most  mo- 
tnentous  question  that  has  been  mooted 
since  I  hare  had  the  honour  of  a  seat  in 
this  House,  I  cannot  avoid  casting  my 
eye  back  with  some  satisfaction  over  the 
fooT  years  during  which  1  had  the  honour, 
by  (he  gracious  appointment  of  my  late 
Sovereign,  lo  preside  over  the  proceedings 


*  From  a  Pamphlet  published  by  Ridgway. 
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ofyourLordihipsiBiitl  I  account  it  id  every 
Tiew,  both  general  ai  legards  jou,  and 
perional  lo  myself,  a  matter  of  great  gra- 
tuIaiioD  to  me,  and  poHiblj,  i  might  say, 
a  Murce  of  grateful  feeling  toward  your 
LorJihipg,  that  during  ihoae  four  yean, 
though  there  were  many  occaaioos  od 
which  [he  privilege*  of  this  House  might 
be  asierted,  and,  although  upon  no  occa- 
■ion  did  I  (brink  from  thediachargeof  my 
duty  when  I  felt  it  imperative  on  me  lo 
support  to  the  utmost  ihoiejoat  privileges, 
jei  that  no  occasion  ever  presented  itself 
on  nhich  1  vras  called  upon,  as  Speaker 
of  this  House,  to  make  such  a  Motion  as 
that  nhich  it  has  now  fallen  to  the  hard 
lot  of  my  noble  and  learned  Fneod  to 
make— tbat  Motion  for  interferiug  with 
the  strong  hand  of  mere  force,  or,  to  mili. 
gate  the  expression,  under  cover  of  our 
privileges  interfering  by  the  strong  arm  of 
power  with  the  ordinary  administration  of 
joitice.  I  rejoice  that  1,  presiding  in  the 
highest  court  of  law — that  I,  presiding 
amongst  the  judges  of  the  last  resort  in  all 
suits,  as  well  criminal  as  civil-.was  never 
Called  upon  to  put  from  the  Woolsack  a 
question  nhich  should  interfere  with  the 
ordinary  course  of  the  law,  and  should  by 
the  interposition  of  this  House,  and  with 
the  arm  of  power,  stay  the  ordinary  ad- 
miniatration  of  justice.  My  Lords,  the 
subject  of  Parliamentary  pri*i)egewas  not 
new  to  me  when  I  entered  these  walls.  I 
bad  the  opporluoity  during  a  long  life 
passed  in  Parliament,  and  upon  more  than 
one  occasion,  of  assisting  ia  the  discuisions 
which  took  place  in  the  House  helow,  on 
what  was  called,  and  justly  called,  the 
great  case  of  Parliamentary  privilege, 
raised  in  the  discussion  affecting  Sir 
Francis  Burdett.  My  Lords,  J  argued  that 
case  at  your  Lordships'  bar,  and  I  will 
only  observe,  in  passing,  that  there  was 
another  felicity  which  I  now  find  I  en- 
joyed, and  of  which  I  was  not  at  the  mo- 
ment sufSciently  aware;  for  though  1 
argued  that  vrrit  of  error  at  your  bar, 
though  I  contended  against  the  privileges 
asserted  by  the  other  House,  though,  pro 
virili  parte  tned,  I  attacked  them,  I  was 
not  called  upon  as  this  attorney  is  now 
celled  upon,  to  suffer  for  venturing  as  an 
attorney  to  do  his  duly  to  his  client.  I 
was  permited  by  that  lower  House,  albeit 
a  Member  of  it,  as  your  Lordships  do  not 
seem  disposed  to  suffer  this  attorney,  to 
perform  my  duly  to  my  client,  and  for 
half  the  day  I  impeached  their  privilege  ; 


I  treated  with  contempt  the  arguments 
asserting  their  usurped  right,  I  exposed, 
I  assailed,  1  laughed  toscoro  the  assump- 
tion  of  power  without  right  on  which  that 
privilege  was  made  to  rest.  If  there  be 
any  ground  for  proceeding  here  to  commit 
this  attorney  for  doing  his  duty  by  his 
client,  in  bringing  this  action  for  his 
client,  there  was  then  the  same  power, 
which  the  Commons'  Houseof  Parliament 
might  have  used.  They  were  supposed 
to  have  been  generally  well  aware  of  the 
extent  of  their  privileges;  they  wera  ever 
abundantly  prone  to  assert  them,  from 
the  time  downward  of  Holt,  who  said  tbat 
they  "  kept  a  hawk  in  the  shape  of  their 
Serjeant,  whom  they  were  obliged  to  gra- 
tify by  flying  hira  forth  to  take  his  prey 
from  time  to  time:"  with  all  their dispo> 
sition  in  every  age  of  their  existence,  from 
the  earliest  to  the  latest  day,  dowo  to  the 
year  1810  (the  writ  of  error  was  not 
brought  till  1817)  ;  notwithstanding  that 
the  question  was  bronghi  before  a  rival 
House  of  Parliament,  and  that  rival  House 
was  thus  made  party  to  the  dispute,  nay 
the  judge  of  its  privileges  in  the  last  re- 
sort; notwithstanding  all  these  feelings, 
and  precedents,  and  principles,  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  suffered  that  ques- 
tion to  be  argued,  and  they  allowed  me 
to  take  my  seat  every  day  as  a  Member  of 
their  body,  after  my  assault  upon  their 
privileges,  without  a  whisper  being  urged 
against  my  professional  privilege  when  it 
was  used  in  defence  of  my  client.  And 
this  brings  me  to  the  body  of  the  argu- 
ment in  (he  case  before  us;  and  1  will 
begin  by  admitting,  whoever  may  deny 
them,  I  am  not  here  to  deny  that  the  real 
just  privileges  of  both  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment'—for  whatever  belongs  to  one  House 
belongs  also  to  the  other — are  past  all 
douhl.  It  is  the  privilege  of  Parliament — 
1  won't  say  that  itis  to  be  gathered  from  the 
assertions  or  the  assumptions  of  either 
House — but  the  privilege  of  Parliament, 
whoever  may  deny  it  I  will  not,  is  this — 
and  it  must  ever  be  guarded  most  sacredly 
by  Parliament,  as  necessary  for  its  very 
existence,  and  much  more  so  to  enable 
either  House  to  perform  its  duty — its  pri- 
vilege is  to  remove  all  obstruction  to  the 
discharge  of  that  duty — to  liberate  any 
Member  of  either  House  respectively  by 
the  vote  ofthat  House,  if  he  shall  be  con- 
strained in  his  person;  to  inquire,  and 
for  that  purpose  to  call  all  persons  before 
them,  treatiDgsuub  persons  when  called, 
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a>  wUnesHiirould  be  treated  inallcourtiof  uMDlof  the  Ctowh.  AodtUitly,  we  ate 
juBiice  i  to  examine  all  who  ihalt  be  called  conderoDing  as  well  a>  trying  partiei 
faefore  ihem,  and  if  they  will  not  answer,  to  brought  before  ouTieUei,  for  injury  done 
commit  Ibem — ifthey  preTaricate,  whetber  to  ourselves,  agaioit  a  law  made  by  our- 
they  are  examined  on  oath  here,  or  not  selves ;  and,  as  if  that  did  not  fill  iba 
upon  oath,  as  in  the  other  House,  lo  measure  of  this  lawless  power,  ai  1  call  it, 
commit  ihem  for  that  prevarication — 1  ^  or,  at  all  eveoti,  this  irresponsible  power, 
will  add,  not  for  the  purpose  of  punishing  '  we  lake  upon  ourselves  the  execution  of 
perjury,  because  there  is  a  puoishmeni  the  sentence  we  ourselves  pronounce  upon 
awarded  lo  that  offence  by  the  law,  to  be  our  own  judgment  or  condemnation  ;  fol- 
ioflicted  afier  trial  aod  cooviciion  ;  more-  .  lowing  our  own  prosecution  for  injury 
over,  to  break  open  repositories  for  ihe  done  to  ourselves,  against  our  own  laws, 
purpose  of  obtaining  evidence,  to  break    made  at  our  own  good   pleasure,  by  our 


open  outer  dooii,  to  enforce  the  attend' 
ance  of  witnesses,  and  to  compel  wit- 
nesses to  attend,  and  when  attending, 
to  answer.  All  these  things  are  cleai 
privileges,  together  with  the  absolute  free- 
dom of  speech  to  the  Members  of  boib 


Houses  —  which,  by    (he   by. 


ilhorily,  for  our  own  behoof, 
buc  which  laws  are  never  promulgated  till 
the  case  has  arisen,  and  till  we  make  arulo 
to  meet  it.  This  h  the  final  measure  of 
the  cup  of  power,  which  you  call  privilege, 
you  fill  it  lo  the  brim,  nay,  even  toover- 


(uary  freedom,  though  by  a  declaratory, 
not  an  enacting  law — the  freedom  from  I 
arrest  absolutely,  and  from  all  personal 
constraint.  All  these  are  the  privileges 
which  I  admit  to  be  sacred,  impresciip- 
lible,  inalienable,  and  absolutely  neces- 
sary ;  end  it  is  on  that  absolute  necessity 
for  the  vecy  existence  of  Parliament  that 
1  ground  my  clear  and  unhesitating  ad- 
mission that  such  privileges  do  by  law 
exist.  But  when  1  am  asked  to  go  a  step 
further,  and  concede  to  each  House  the 
power  claimed  by  both-claimed  inferen- 
lially  by  the  other  House,  and  insinuated 
by  this,  ihough  clearly  asserted  by  neither 
— a  claim  by  each  lo  have  the  power  of 
determining,  from  lime  to  time,  what  are 
its  privileges ;  and  from  time  to  time,  as 
occasion  may  arise,  to  declare  what  con- 
stilules  a  breach  of  those  privileges  ;  and 
to  inflict  puniihmeni  on  the  parties  who 
shall  be  declared  to  have  violated  ihem: 
— here  I  must  needs  pause;  for  this  is 
lakiug  into  our  own  bands  a  judicial  power; 
nay,  more,  it  it  is  making  ourselves  law- 
givers,declaring  our  own  laws, each  House 
for  itself,  aod  without  the  intervention  of 
the  other  House,  or  of  the  Crown.  In  the 
second  place,  it  is  making  ourselves  pro- 
secutors for  a  breach  of  the  law  which  we 
have  thus  made  for  ourselves,  and  when 
we  ourselves  are  Ihe  only  parties  to  t!ie 
act  of  legiilation-  Thirdly,  it  is  making 
ourselves  judges  withoui  jury,  to  try  the 
oSeuders  declared  sui:h  by  ourselves  ;  so 
thai  we,  ourselves,  proceed  by  ourselves, 
for  offences,  declared  by  ourselves  10  be 
committed  against  the  law  made  by  our< 
selves  for   ourselves,    and    without    the 


sta-    flowing  ;  and  it  is  ag>ainst  tliis  that  I  most 


humbly,  but  most  confidently  take  leave 
to  protest :  it  is  against  (his  (hat  I  enter 
my  solemn  dissent,  not  merely  on  behalf 
of  the  Crown,  not  on  behalf  only  of  the 
other  branches  of  the  Legislature,  but  on 
behalf  of  the  people  of  Eoglaad,  andoo 
behalf  of  their  most  sacred  liherties,  do  1 
enter  my  protest;  and  suS'er  me  to  add, 
without  offence,  that  I  enter  ibis  piotesi 
00  behalf  of  amther  body — i  don't  mean 
merely  the  lawyers  and  the  judges,  aod  the 
law  and  the  administration  of  justice  in 
WesimiDiler  Hall,  but  on  behalf  of  the 
highest  court  of  law  in  this  land — on  be- 
half of  the  ultimate  court  of  error — of  that 
court  at  whose  hands  is  sought  remedy 
and  redress  from  all  other  courts,  if  any 
wrong  has  been  done  or  error  committea 
— 00  your  behalf,  my  Lords,  and  for  your 
sake,  who  are  the  hereditary  judges  of  that 
supreme  tribunal,  1  protest  against  ihii 
aoomalous,  and  inconsistent,  and  Bel6sh, 
and  repugnant  power,  which  it  sought  to 
be  assumed  and  exercised  by  this  House 
—  the  highest  tribunal  of  justice  in  this 
country — which  ought,  above  all,  to  set  an 
example  of  not  violating  the  law,  and  of 
not  erring  against  the  eternal  priuciples  of 
universal  justice.  My  Lords,  you  are  now 
called  upon,  far  the  first  time  in  the  his- 
tory of  Parliament  since  1  have  been  a 
Member,  and  I  believe  almost  the  first 
time  in  any  period  of  your  history,  to  id- 
lerfere  directly — I  say, directly — and  with 
the  mere  force  of  your  own  privileges,  to 
drag  a  plain tifT  before  you,  and  lu  stop  an 
action  lawfully  commenced  in  one  of  the 
courts  of  Westminster  Hall,  for  an  injury 
alleged  to  be  sustained  by  uur  fellow-sub- 
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ject,  who  ii  k  subject  nlio  of  the  Ctowd. 
former  privileges  were  of  Hnotber  com- 
plexion. Sir  Francis  Bnrdett  brought  his 
action  agiinst  the  Speaker  for  taking  him 
into  custoUy  because  be  refused  to  obey 
the  order  of  the  House.  That  was  a  very 
different  caie  from  the  present.  Here  is 
a  case  of  civil  right  which  attacbei  to  an 
individaal ;  ii  is  a  right  «e(ted  in  that  to- 
dividual ',  it  arises  out  of  a  wroo^  and  a 
gtierout  injurj  inflicted  on  that  individual, 
upoo  a  complaint  in  which  we  have  been 
inforined,  for  we  must  lake  the  whole  to- 
gether, that  his  character  has  been  falsely 
and  maliciously  slandered  by  some  other 
peraoD  ;  that  he  has  been  greatly  damni- 
fied by  thii  slander ;  and  that  for  this  same 
slander  be  has  sought  redress,  as  by  law 
he  might,  by  bringing  an  nclioa  in  a  court 
of  law  against  the  party  so  injuring  him, 
in  violalioD  of  the  law.  What  are  your 
Lordships  now  called  upon  to  do?  To 
pronounce  that  the  action  thus  brought  is 
a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  House! 
Tou  have  examined  the  party  at  the  bar ; 
you  have  been  driven  to  an  act  of  no  or- 
dinary magnitude;  you  have  gone  the 
slrange,  the  uuheard-of  length,  of  making 
a  party  disclose  what  his  case  at  law  is, 
when,  for  aught  that  appears,  except  from 
the  statement  of  the  oppoiite  party—for 
the  declaration  does  not  say  that  the  words 
were  spoken  before  the  Commitlec^lfae 
action  may  have  been  brought  for  words 
spoken  anywhere  else.  The  party  called 
to  the  bar  would  have  had  a  full  right  to 
answer,  "  1  wish  to  try  my  actioo  before  a 
judge  and  jury,  and  if  your  Lordships 
will  allow  one,  I  had  rather  not  disclose 
my  case  in  the  presence  and  hearing  of 
myopponeni."  How  would  your  Lord- 
ships have  liked  it,  if  you  had  brought  an 
action  against  a  tenant  or  against  an  op- 

niing  landlord,  and  if,  even  before  a  plea 
d  been  pleaded  asd  the  action  brought 
to  issue,  you  had  been  compalled  to  de< 
dare  before  us,  in  your  adversary's  hear- 
ing, what  you  meant  to  dot  With  that, 
however,  I  have  finished;  upon  it  I  will 
say  no  more.  1  have  protested  generally 
against  it,  saving  for  myself  a  full  argu- 
ment on  tlie  other  parts  of  the  case.  You 
now  say  that  it  is  a  breach  of  your  privi- 
leges to  go  on  with  the  action.  If  ibcplain- 
tiff'  threaten  to  proceed — nay,  tor  aught  I 
knonr,  if  he  says,  as  he  has  said  at  your 
bar,  that  he  does  not  intend  to  stop  the 
action — nay,  even  if  his  attorney  shall 
have  said  that  be  has  at  present  no  in- 


structions to  discontinue  It— you  will 
straightway  rote  it  a  breach  of  your  pri- 
vileges, and  you  will  instantly  send  the 
client  end  his  attorney  prisoners  to  New- 
gate. That  is  what  this  House  is  about 
to  do,  and  to  do  for  the  first  time.  The 
House  so  acting  is  in  a  very  different  po- 
sition from  the  Commons'  House  on  more 
than  one  remarkable  point,  inasmuch  as 
the  other  Houie  does  not  e:tamine  any 
man  upon  oaih,  whereas  you  always  do; 
inasmuch  as  they  have  no  judicial  charac- 
ter, and  you  are  judges  iu  the  last  retort 
and  in  the  highest  tribunal ;  and  inas- 
much as  this  very  action  may  be  brought 
ultimately  before  you  in  your  judicial  cha- 
racter on  a  writ  of  error.  Yet  you,  the 
court  of  the  last  resort,  say  that  you  will 
not  permit  the  plaintiff  to  prosecute  this 
action,  you  will  not  allow  him  to  lay  the 
foundalloo  ot  his  cooitog  before  you  as  a 
court  of  appeal.  You  say,  "  We  will  not 
permit  you  to  go  on,  we  will  punish  you  if 
you  go  on  with  this  action  in  an  inferior 
court,  from  which,  in  case  of  error,  lies  an 
appeal  to  us,"  There  is  another  differ- 
ence. I  can  well  uoderslaud  ■  person 
consistently  saying  in  another  assembly, 
"  We  will  not  allow  an  aclioa  to  be 
brought ;  we  will  stop  it  by  main  force, 
because  an  action  brought  wilt  be  referred 
to  the  Judges  ;  from  their  judgment  there 
may  be  an  appeal,  and  it  will  at  last  come 
to  the  House  of  Loids,  so  that  we  shall 
commit  our  privileges  to  a  rival  aasembly, 
and  hand  over  our  rights  to  a  rival  can- 
didate for  civic  and  judicial  honoura;  we 
will  not,  therefore,  part  with  our  power  ; 
we  will  not  give  the  staff  out  of  our  own 
hands  ;  we  will  not  lesve  it  to  the  Judges 
to  determine  what  they  believe  to  be  our 
ptiviteges."  But  this  doei  not  apply  to 
you.  If  you  ate  afraid  of  the  court  below, 
an  appeal  lies  to  yourselves.  If  in  that 
court  there  should  be  evidence  admitted 
that  ought  to  have  been  rejected,  or 
rejected  that  ought  to  have  been  admitted ; 
if  the  senleoee  be  in  any  particular  unjust 
or  illegal;  if  the  judge's  charge  to  the 
jury  be  in  violation  of  the  law ;  if  his  sen- 
tence on  the  verdict  be  unjust ;  if  iu  any 
way  whatever  you  thiok  you  have  not  had 
justice  below,  a  writ  of  error  briaga  the 
case  here,  and  then,  whether  you  will  or 
not,  then,  although  you  may  be  parties  to 
the  suit,  ex  necessitate,  you  must  be  the 
judges;  and  ex  rtecessilate,  you  have  in 
your  own  hands  the  power  of  ultimately 
righting  yourselves,  which  the  Commoiii 
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never  can  have ;  on  the  caotrary,  if 
aggrieved  in  ibe  court*,  they  must  reiort 
lo  you,  and  Uuit  in  yoa  for  redress.  So 
fur,  then,  ai  to  the  material  points  of  dif. 
Terence  betweea  the  two  Houses  of  Par- 
liameut,  with  respect  lo  slopping  the 
BCtion.  It  is  said,  that  you  cannot  carry 
on  those  i n vest igat ion i  which  are  estenlial 
to  the  proper  discharge  of  your  functions, 
uoleiayourwilnMses  aie  protected.  And 
QO  donbtthey  must  have  protection — they 
mosL  be  protected,  going,  stepping,  and 
returning,  from  all  violence  and  from  all 
illegal  interference.  They  must  feel,  too, 
that  they  can  give  iheirteitimony  without 
the  slightest  apprehension  of  danger  to 
themselves,  from  any  violence,  from  any 
unlawful  act ;  but  f  am  yet  to  learn  that  it 
is  at  all  oeccsaary  they  should  be  protected 
against  the  ordinary  course  of  the  law,  if 
io  giving  their  evidence  they  have  com- 
mitted an  inrraction  of  that  Jaw  under 
which  they  do  not  cease  to  act  when  they 
enter  yoor  gates.  It  is  said,  how  fraitless 
lo  examine  a  witness,  if  he  is  liable  for  the 
evideaca  he  givea,  to  be  queationed  in  a 
court  of  justice.  But  does  that  prevent 
him  from  speaking  the  truth?  [f  you 
compel  him  lo  state  that  which  slanders 
his  neii^bour,  aod  his  neighbour  brings 
■n  action,  provided  what  your  witness  has 
spolcen  be  the  truth,  he  must  get  a  ver- 
dict. He,  therefore,  runs  no  risk,  is  liable 
to  no  danger,  for  the  law  is  his  protection. 
Only  see  how  marvellously  inconsistent 
is  the  argument,  that,  in  order  to  give  him 
protection,  this  House  must  stop  the 
action,  and  commit  the  parties  lo  it.  A 
witness  swears  before  a  Committee  of  this 
House  to  certain  facts, and  swears  falsely ; 
though  your  Lordsbipt  do  not  prosecute 
him,  he  is  atill  liable  to  be  indicted  for 
perjury  by  any  two  individuals  who  heard 
him  give  his  evidence,  though  they  should 
be  the  doorkeepers  or  any  other  attend- 
ants on  your  Lordships'  House,  Such  is 
the  end  of  the  doctrine  of  protection.  The 
protected  witness  is  indicted  for  perjury  ; 
—what  is  the  issue  upon  the  indictment? 
The  tiuth  or  falsebood  of  the  thing  sworn. 
And  what  is  the  issue  here,  if  a  justifica- 
tion be  pleaded  to  the  action  for  slander  ? 
The  troth  or  falsehood  of  the  thing  sworn  ; 
the  very  self-same  issue ;  the  one  being  a 
civil  case,  an  action  for  damages;  the 
other  a  criminal  case,  a  prosecution  for 
perjury.  So  much  for  the  consistency  of 
the  advocates  of  privilege.  No  man  pre- 
tend* 10  deny,  or  even  affects  to  doubt, ' 
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that  your  protected  witness,  who  must  on 
no  account  be  vexed  by  an  action  fur 
slander,  may  be  harassed  with  an  ind<ct< 
ment  for  perjury,  presented  by  tutj  one 
who  chooses  to  buy  six  penny -worth  of 
parchment,  and  send  a  bill  before  the 
Grand  Jury  at  the  Westminster  Session- 
house.  But  then  it  is  said,  that  is  not  a 
private  suit,  it  is  a  prosecution  at  Ibe  in- 
stance of  the  Crown,  But  the  name  of  (he 
Crown  is  used,  and  that  is  all.  The  real 
parly  is  the  private  prosecutor.  But, sup- 
pose it  is,  as  this  mere  quibble  wonid  de- 
scribe it,  a  Crown  prosecution,  and  at  the 
instance  of  the  Attorney  General  himself, 
how  does  that  mend  the  matter?  Is  it, 
indeed,  come  to  this  ?  Are  our  boasted 
privileges  only  good  against  the  people  ? 
You  have  no  privilege  as  against  the 
Crown.  Your  "  spear  of  privilege,"  as 
Sir  F.  Burdett  called  it,  falls  impotent 
from  your  grasp  as  against  the  Crown;  but, 
as  against  the  subject,  as  against  the 
private  plaintiff  in  an  action,  as  againit 
the  people,  it  is  omnipotent.  It  has 
been  considered  that  the  great  advan- 
tage of  privilege  was  to  shield  the  peo- 
ple against  the  Crown  ;  hut  now  it  turns 
out  that  it  is  impotent  for  the  people 
aod  omnipotent  for  the  Crown  ;  that 
it  is  powerless  againit  the  Crown,  and 
all-powerful  against  the  subject.  Then 
I  pray  you  to  consider  a  little  what  the 
consequence  of  all  this  will  be.  I  don't 
mean  to  menace  you  wiih  any  formidable 
consequences ;  I  speak  only  of  logical 
consequences  in  the  argument  of  strictly 
legal  consequences.  You  commit  the 
party  and  his  attorney.  But  does  that 
put  an  end  to  the  action  ?  Or  you  refuse 
the  defendant  leave  to  plead,  can  that  stay 
the  proceeding  ?  No  such  thing ;  the  ac- 
tion remains;  the  action  goes  on.  I  find 
that  a  genilemau  of  the  bar,  who  is  not 
named,  gave  an  opinion  under  which  this 
action  was  brought.  He  gave  sound  and 
lawyer-like  advice  ;  but  tor  doing  so,  he  is 
liable  to  be  visited,  as  well  as  the  plaintiff 
and  his  aiiorney,  with  the  displeasure  of 
your  Lordships'  House, and  sentlo prison. 
Still  the  action  is  not  stayed,  even  for  an 
hour.  It  goes  on  as  much  as  before; 
Parliament  is  prorogued;  another  attor- 
ney is  found  to  carry  it  on,  unless  Parlia- 
ment sbould  meet  in  order  to  incarcerate 
him  ;  and  even  if  it  did,  another  would 
still  be  found;  but  if  Parliament  impri- 
soned one  after  another,  until  (hey  had  all 
the  atlorueys  of  the  couotry  in  gaolj  (he 
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■ciioD  would  still  be  in  court,  awaiting  the 
decision  or  the  Judges.  You  say  you 
should  not  aIlo«>  the  party  to  plead,  be- 
cause it  leads  to  the  discusaion  of  the  case 
beroTe  the  Judges.  But  suppose  theie  is 
no  plea,  theo  there  will  be  interlocutory 
judgment  sigoed  as  of  course  for  want  of 
a  plea ;  a  writ  of  inquiry  will  issue  also  of 
course:  the  sheriff  must  act  according  to 
the  exigency  of  the  writ,  and  the  damages 
must  be  assessed  ;  and  if  a  writ  of  error 
be  brought,  that  will  only  bring  the  cause 
here,  and  here  proceed  it  must,  for  we  can 
hardly  proceed  against  ourselves  for  breach 
of  our  own  privileges.  Non  mens  kic 
sermo— this  is  what  has  been  stated  by 
Mr.  Justice  Patteson  and  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  in  the  arguments  on  Howard's  case. 
1  have  such  high  legal  authority  for  say- 
ing that  that  is  the  law  of  the  land,  and 
that  such  will  be  the  consequence  of  your 
proceeding.  Therefore,  you  have  but  one 
course— face  It,  follow  it;  do  all  or  do 
DOthiog.  Don't  be  powerful  by  halves, 
any  more  than  just  by  halves.  Don't  have 
yout  privileges  any  more  than  your  rights 
by  piece-meal.  If  you  have  a  privilege, 
defend  it — if  you  have  a  right,  exercise  it; 
and  what  does  that  mean  ?— why,  that  you 
should  commit  judgesand  jury,  and  at  once 
set  Parliament  in  irreconcilsble  conflict 
with  the  courts  of  justice.  Irreconcilable, 
but  also  mortal  conflict  I  For  it  will  be 
your  privileges  and  yourselves  that  will  be 
involved  in  destruction  1  But  in  the  tem- 
pest which  you  shall  have  so  bootlessly,  so 
recklessly,  so  senselessly  conjured  up, 
there  will,  through  its  turbulence,  and  its 
lowering  darkness,  shine  forth  a  light  to 
which  all  good  men's  eyes  will  be  directed 
for  comfort  and  for  safety;  not  the  lurid 
light  of  privilege  which  ihe  law  had  ex' 
linguished,  but  the  pure  and  steady  light, 
tainted  by  no  corrupt  vapours,  blown 
about  by  no  factious  blast,  the  light  which 
the  law  derives  from  the  unlarniabed 
sources  when  justice  flows.  Then  we  shall 
no  longer  have  to  perform  the  easy  task 
of  being  both  parlies  and  judges — then  ive 
shall  nn  longer  stand  upon  that  had  emi< 
neoce  to  which  our  demerits  have  raised 
us,  of  being  the  only  power  in  the  coun- 
try  which  is  itself  to  determine  in  its  own 
favour — then  we  shall  be  no  longer  the 
only  party  who  will  not  appeal  to  that 
law  which  is  equally  for  the  protection  of 
all,  or  appeal  to  ihote  Judges  who  admi- 
BJsicr  the  law  equally  for  all.  And,  after 
all,  seeing  that  one  branch  of  the  Legiela- 


ture  ever  appeals  to  the  taw,  no  one  sup- 
poses this  resort  either  lowering  to  its  dig- 
nity,  or  perilous  to  its  rights.  The  Sove- 
reign is  always  judged  by  the  law,  and 
surely  his  existence  as  part  of  the  Consti- 
tution IB  at  ihe  very  least  at  ancient  as 
yours.  I  know  that  antiquaries  have  held 
that  there  vf  as  great  doubt  if  a  Parliament 
existed,  as  it  is  now  constituted,  before  the 
period  of  legal  memory.  There  was  the 
Wittenagemot  of  Saxon  timei,  and,  rnore 
recently,  the  Colloquium,  which,  after  the 
Norman  Conquest,  obtained  the  French 
name  of  Parliament,  a  name  that  abroad 
expressed  not  a  legislature,  but  a  court  of 
Justice ;  yet  antiquaries  have  maintained 
that  it  was  not  until  the  period  of  Henry 
III.,  some  years  after  the  great  charter  was 
passed  by  the  Barons,  not  by  the  Com- 
mons, that  there  was  what  was  then  called 
a  House  of  Parliament.  Be  that  as  it  may, 
for  I  disdain  to  inquire  into  such  trifles, 
there  waa,  at  all  events,  a  King.  No  one 
doubts  that.  If  the  Houses  of  Lords  and 
Commons  existed  not,  there  was  a  Crown, 
and  although  the  ancient  Executive  Go- 
vernment of  the  country  possessed  much 
influence  and  great  power,  yet  I  do  not 
find  that  the  Sovereign  then  ever  arro- 
gated to  himself  anything  like  the  privilege 
which  you  pretend  to.  So  it  was  under 
the  Plantagenets,  and  afterwards  under 
the  Tudors  and  the  Stuarts.  So  it  is  to 
this  day.  If  a  subject  has  been  encroach- 
ed upon  by  the  Crown,  the  subject  goes 
before  the  Judges,  who  administer  the 
law,  and  the  Sovereign  meets  him  without 
any  pretence  of  a  privilege  to  supersede 
Ihe  law.  Ifa  wrong  is  committed  against 
the  Crown,  the  Crown  prosecutes,  by  its 
law  ofiBcers,  and  abides  the  decision  of  the 
Judges  of  the  land.  Then  why  should  not 
Parliament  deem  itself  as  safe  with  re- 
spect to  the  rights  and  privileges  it 
claims  in  going  before  the  Judges  as  the 
Crown  does,  which  never  dreamed,  from 
the  beginning  of  the  lime  when  it  exer- 
cised any  privilege,  of  adopting  any  other 
course  tfian  that  of  going  like  a  subject 
before  the  Judges!  The  Crown  is  con- 
stantly in  the  habit  of  issuing  Commis. 
sions  before  which  witnesses  were  exa- 
mined, who  require  protection  as  much  as 
those  coming  before  Committees  of  this 
House;  indeed.  Committee  and  Commis- 
sion are  convertible  termt.  If,  as  beFore 
a  Committee,  a  witness  examined  by  a 
Crown  Commission  should  slander  his 
neighbour,  and  in  doing  so  perjnre  him* 
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■elf,  that  neigbboat  may  indict  htm  for 
perjury,  or  bring  aa  action  for  reparation 
iniiamages:  and  f  should  tike  to  know 
wheiher  there  ever  esisted  an  Attorney 
General,  not  excepting  Noy,  nay,  suppos- 
ing Noy  lo  have  been  Attorney  General 
when  Jefieries  was  Chief  Justice,  he  never 
would  have  dfeained  of  saying:  in  such  a 
case,  as  ii  said  in  (his,  "  Unless  our 
witnesses  are  protected  we  cannot  carry 
on  our  inquiry,  and  instead  of  go- 
ing before  the  Judges  we  call  upon  you, 
the  Sovereign,  to  proceed  upon  the  pri- 
vilege which  is  vested  in  you,  and  com- 
mit thoie  persons  who  have  dared  to 
bring  this  action  against  a  witness  ex- 
amined by  your  Royal  Commission."  No 
man  was  ever  insane  enough  to  give  such 
advice  even  in  those  days  when  the  prero- 
gative of  the  Crown  was  exercised  in  its 
strongest  and  most  oppressive  form.  Pro- 
tect your  witnesses  we  hear  it  said;  this 
is  ihe  whole  end  and  object  of  the  present 
ill-omened  proceedings.  I  too  say,  pro- 
tect your  wiinesses;  but  protect  them 
lawfully — protect  them  as  all  courts  pro* 
(ect  theirs.  No  power  cau  stop  an  action 
brought  against  a  witness  in  any  of  the 
courtp,  and  yet  it  is  quite  as  necessary 
to  protect  wiinesses  in  other  courts  as  in 
this  House.  We  hear  it  currently  said, 
that  privilege  is  the  protection  of  Parlia- 
ment against  the  Crown ;  and  it  arose, 
certainly,  in  times  very  unlike  the  present, 
when  the  Sovereign  and  the  Commons 
were  in  habimal  conflict.  But  now  the 
Crown  and  both  the  Houses  are  ranged 
aa  regularly  on  the  same  side  of  every 
question.  If  Pyna,  and  Hampden,  and 
Coke,  the  leaders  of  the  Commons — for 
the  claims  began  at  first  with  the  leaders 
of  the  popular  party  in  the  House  of 
Commons — if  these  illustrious  patriots 
had  lived  to  see  the  time  when  (here  is 
longer  any  apprehension  of  the  Crow 
when  the  Crown  and  the  Ministers,  a 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  all  understand 
each  other,  and  woik  together  so  harmo- 
niously ;  when  the  only  passible  cases  of 
privilege  must  be,  not  Bfainst  the  Crown, 
but  for  Ihe  Crown— for  Parliament  and 
the  Crown  in  this  pari  lent  a  r,  have  become 
one  and  the  sstne — we  should  not  have 
heard  the  Cokes,  and  the  Pyms,  and  the 
Hampdens  asserting  these  claims.  The 
siern  voice  of  prerogative,  it  has  been  well 
■aid,  has  now  given  place  to  the  soft 
whisper  oF  inSuence,  and  all  privilege  of 
Parliament    insnrei  to   the   use  of   the 
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Crown.  Bat  admit  that  Parliament,  as 
against  the  Crown,  might  have  recourse 
lo  these  high  privileges,  I  may  remind 
your  Lordships  of  the  excess  lo  which  the 
Commons  carried  their  success  in  the 
year  1641,  when  they  established  the 
claim.  In  that  year  (he  Commons  clothed 
themselves  with  the  power  of  seizure  aad 
committal— the  next  year,  1642,  an  order 
was  issued  by  the  single  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, without  ihe  Crown's  consent,  with- 
out the  consent  of  the  House  of  Lords,  for 
msrsballing  the  trained  bands;  another 
order  was  issued  for  raising  two  troops  of 
horse,  to  defend  the  Parliament,  lo  pro- 
tect its  privileges;  and  a  third  order  was 
issued  to  levy  money  for  the  sake  of  pro- 
tecting those  claims  of  privilege  which 
were  made  by  the  Commons  themselves. 
But  the  irjined  hands  and  the  troops  of 
horse  were  used  not  only  to  protect  the 
privileges  of  ihe  House,  they  were  used  to 
put  down  the  Lords,  to  imprison  the  King, 
and  to  overthrow  the  monarchy  by  de- 
stroying the  Kind's  person  ;  the  votes  of 
money  were  to  afford  the  sinews  of  war, 
in  order  to  secure  privile^s  which  ihe 
House  grasped  st  in  defiance  of  all  the 
privileges  and  all  the  rights  of  the  Crowa. 
Nor  is  it  unfruitful  to  the  present  ptirpose 
when  we  are  asserting  our  privilege  on  the 
ground  oF  former  precedents,  that  is,  of 
former  acts  done  by  our  own  House,  that 
we  should  recollect  what  kind  of  things 
■hose  precedents  would  justify.  If  I  were 
to  read  lo  your  Lordships  all  the  privi- 
leges which  you  have  still  existing  in  your 
Journals  and  your  Standing  Orders,  some 
of  you  would  start  to  hear  them  recited. 
I  shall  not  go  back  to  the  time  when,  1 
,  find  that  an  honest  gentleman  from  the 
Principality  of  Wales,  in  the  reign  of  James 
I.,  of  li^arned  as  well  as  high  prerogative 
memory,  for  presuming  lo  say  that  iho 
King's  son-in-law,  the  Elector  Palatine, 
was  "  good  man  Palsgrave,"  and  that  his 
daughter,  the  Princess  Elizabeth,  married 
to  tlie  Elector,  was  "  good  wife  Pals- 
grave," was  sentenced  without  trial  to  be 
carried  on  a  horse  from  Cornhill  to  Char- 
ing-cross,  with  his  head  to  the  tail  of  the 
animal ;  lo  bo  placed  twice  in  ihe  pillory  ; 
to  be  fined  .5,000/.,  and  lo  be  imprisoned 
in  Newgate  for  life.  But  I  will  go  to 
more  recentlimes.  After  the  llevolution  of 
1638  and  16S9,  you  made  Resolutions,  in 
the  shape  of  Standing  Orders,  that  the 
servants  of  Members  of  Parliament  of 
both  HoQsei  iboold  have  the  same  privi- 
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lege  of  eiemplion  Troni  action  and  arrest 
which  (heir  mailers  had.  Another  Stand- 
iog  Order,  never  repealed  or  modified,  is 
Ihat  DO  penon  shall  touch  the  goods  or 
chaUels  of  a  Member  of  this  or  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  taken  in  execution  ; 
they  are  all  to  be  given  up  (o  the  owner, 
■he  privileged  debtor.  Then  ihere  is  an 
order  of  thi*  sort:  lives  of  living  Peers 
may  be  written;  but  there  is  an  Order, 
made  7th  George  I.,  declaring  it  to  be  a 
high  breach  of  the  privileges  of  this  House 
in  any  man  to  presume  to  write  the  life  of 
a  deceased  Peer,  without  leave  of  his 
heirs,  executors,  or  administrators;  and  I 
recommend  this  Order  to  the  attention  of 
my  Dobte  and  learned  Friend,  who  is  un- 
deiitood  to  be  writing  the  lives  of  Lord 
Chancellors,  and  who  it  a  mighty  stickler 
for  our  privileges  on  the  present  occasion. 
There  are  other  privileges  which  1  might 
mention,  and  which  show  how  inconiisteot 
we  are  towards  ihe  public,  and  how  little 
we  enable  the  people  whom  we  punish  for 
odending,  to  know  what  law  of  privilege 
they  may  aafely  break,  and  what  law  they 
must  obey.  The  Orders  of  this  House 
piohibit  the  briaging  an  action  or  suing 
out  any  process  against  any  of  its  oBBcers 
aa  welt  as  against  any  Peer.  I  would  re- 
commend your  Lordships  to  consider  with 
yourselves,  necessary  as  it  is,  that  we 
khould  be  protected  against  the  Crown, 
whether  we  should  not  have  as  good  pro- 
lection  from  the  law  of  the  land  in  its  or- 
dinary exercise,  as  from  any  privileges, 
(hat  is,  any  power,  we  can  exercise.  Sup- 
pose Ihe  Crown  to  be  against  you,  now, 
whpn  in  the  words  of  the  great  writer  1 
have  already  quoted,  "  the  stern  voice  of 
prerogative  has  yielded  to  the  milder 
whisper  of  influence,  and  the  blandish^ 
ment  of  authority  has  supplied  (he  place 
of  power."  The  advocates  of  privilege 
say  this  power  is  absolutely  necessary. 
What  will  you  do  with  the  Crown  against 
you?  My  answer  is,  you  will  do  better 
with  the  Judges,  as  against  the  Crown, 
than  with  your  own  privileges  as 
against  both.     If  the  Crown    is  against 

!'0u,  1  defy  you  to  carry  your  high  privi- 
eges  against  it.  There  is  a  Standing 
Order  on  your  Journals,  which  is  never 
executed,  giving  your  l.orilships  the  power 
of  directing  all  constables  and  justices 
(that  is,  magistrates),  to  do  nhat  you 
please  in  suppressing  riots  in  the  vicinity 
of  the  House,  and  in  keeping  the  streets 
clear.     Suppose  there  is  a  riot,  and  >up> 
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pose  the  joglices,  who  are  Ihe  King'*  joa- 

lices,   not   yours,  decline   to  obey.     " 

ippose 


find  you  cannot)  though  will. 
lag,  suppress  the  riot,  with  the  assistance 
of  all  the  constables  in  Westminster  and 
alt  the  justices  in  Middlesex,  what  will 
you  do?  You  say,  indeed,  "justices  and 
others,"  and  others  comprises  commanders 
of  the  forces.  Will  you  send  a  measBge 
lo  my  noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  Welling- 
ton) and  to  the  Horse  Guards?  If  you 
lend  to  my  noble  Friend  a  petition  or  a 
suggestion,  he  may  think  it  right  to  send 
some  troops  to  suppress  the  mob;  but  I 
do  not  so  clearly  foresee  what  he  would 
do  if  you  sent  an  order.  He  would  know 
very  well  that  the  troops  are  not  the  troops 
of  vonr  Lordships,  or  of  the  other  House 
of  'Parliament ;  and  he  would  further 
know  that  he  is  not  your  servant,  but  the 
Sovereign's.  My  noble  Friend  knows  that 
it  was  in  the  interference  of  the  Parlia- 
ment with  the  array,  which  belonged  to 
the  Crown,  that  the  great  rebellion  bad  its 
origin  ;  and  he  would  be  the  last  man  to 
follow  such  an  example,  or  help  you  to 
follow  it.  But  happen  what  may— come 
the  assault  on  us  from  what  quarter  it 
may— I  think  it  most  clear,  my  Lords, 
that  we  need  have  no  fear  from  the  Judges 
of  the  land ;  they  are,  amongst  all  men, 
and  all  bodies  of  meu,  the  first  to  show  a 
respect  to  this  House;  aud  they  will  be 
the  last  to  shrink  from  supporting  your 
privileges  when  the  acts  of  your  servants 
or  officers  are  discussed  in  courts  of  jus- 
tice. Let  us  ever  bear  in  mind  the  respect 
due  to  the  law.  of  which  we  are  the  highest 
depositaries  ;  ever  be  ready  by  the  law  tg 
have  alt  our  rights  decided,  by  ils  oracles 
all  our  claims  adjudged.  To  (he  courts 
where  it  is  purely  and  calmly  admitted, 
let  us  all  willingly  resort  for  justice,  and 
never  loae  sight  of  the  good  maxim,  that 
in  keeping  together  the  great  social  pyra- 
mid of  England,  its  strength  resides  not 
in  the  apex  of  the  Crown,  not  in  the  re- 
gion of  Ihe  people,  not  in  ihe  broad  low 
base  of  the  multitude,  but  in  that  middle 
region  in  which  justice  is  adminisiered  ac- 
cording to  law  by  lawyers;  and  above  all, 
by  lawyers  who  are  no  poliiiciaws.  It  is 
becBuse  they  are  chosen  out  and  set  apart 
as  a  peculiar  people,  zealous  of  good  works 
of  justice — It  is  because  politics  never 
cross  the  threshold  of  their  courts,  or  in- 
terrupt the  calm  and  equable  tenor  of 
their  way— it  is  therefore  ihat  your  Lord- 
ships ought  to  rely  with  confidence  on  the 
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protection  which  your  privileges  will  re- 
ceive at  the  hands  of  ihoie  who  adminisler 
justice  in  our  tribunalB, 

The  Lord  Chajicellor  said,  that  he  quite 
agreed  nJth  hU  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
in  considering  that  this  question  was  one 
of  very  great  importance;  but  before  he 
addressed  himself  more  immediately  to  the 
question  itself,  he  wished  to  point  out  U 
tlieir  Lordships  the  situation  in  which  hi 
stood  with  respect  to  it.  A  noble  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Richmond)  presented  a  peti 
tion  from  a  party,  complaining  that  a 
action  had  been  brought  against  him  in 
consequence  of  evidence  given  by  him  be- 
fore a  Committee  of  their  Lordships'  House. 
It  was  their  Lordships'  pleasure  that  the 
question  should  be  investigated,  and  a  Select 
Committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  and 
search  for  precedents;  and  he  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  felt  it  to  be  his  duty,  in  conse- 
quence of  that  preliminary  step,  to  bring 
forward  the  Motion  which  had  given  rise 
to  the  present  discussion.  In  the  position 
which  he  occupied  in  their  Lordships' 
House,  and  in  the  character  with  which  he 
was  clothed,  he  now  stood  forward  to  lay 
before  their  Lordships,  plainly  and  shortly, 
without  adverting  to  any  inflammatory 
topics,  what  was  Ae  real  position  of  this 
question,  what  was  the  nature  of  it,  and 
what  the  authorities  upon  which  it  rested, 
in  order  to  enable  their  Lordships  to  come 
to  a  decision,  and,  after  they  had  duly  con- 
sidered this  important  question,  to  pro- 
nounce what  course  they  ought  to  ptiraue. 
His  noble  and  leoroed  Friend  had  referred 
to  several  precedents,  which  were,  he  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  admitted,  of  a  very  absurd 
and  extravagant  kind.  Undoubtedly  both 
their  Lordships'  House  and  the  House  of 
Commons  had,  under  the  show  of  support- 
ing their  privileges,  conducted  themselves, 
upon  more  than  one  occasion,  in  a  very 
arbitrary  and  tyrannical  manner.  The 
Sovereigns  of  this  country,  at  different 
periods,  had  also  abused  their  power  and 
authority';  and  their  Lordships  would  give 
him  leave  to  add,  that  the  people  them- 
selves, when,  by  accidental  circumstances, 
clothed  with  authority,  had  in  more  than 
one  instance  exercised  that  authority  in  an 
arbitrary,  tyrannical,  and  despotic  manner. 
But  these  were  not  the  questions  for  con- 
sideration ot  present.  The  question  was, 
whether,  under  the  circumstances  of  this 
case,  thej  ought  to  interfere  by  interposing 
their  authority  to  stop  proceedings  against 
this  individual.  The  first  thing  to  con- 
sider was,  what  were  the  circumstances  and 
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fads  oF  the  cue  i  This  witness  was  lun- 
moned  before  a  Select  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  Law  of  Gaming,  and 
the  state  of  that  law  at  this  moment.  He 
was  compelled  to  attend  by  their  Lord- 
ships' summons,  and  to  answer  the  ques- 
tions put  to  him.  There  was  no  pretence 
to  say,  as  far  as  appeared  at  present,  that 
those  answers  were  not  fairly  and  honestly 
given.  The  proceedings  of  the  Select 
Committee  were  not  open  to  the  public; 
but  in  consequence  of  the  evidence,  some 
way  or  the  other,  having  been  made  public, 
this  action  was  brought  against  the  wit- 
ness. His  noble  and  learned  Friend  seemed 
to  doubt  whether  there  was  sufficient  evi- 
dence in  what  had  been  stated  at  the  bar 
to-day  to  show  that  the  action  was  brought 
to  recover  damages  in  consequence  of  the 
evidence  given  before  the  Committee.  That 
question  was  investigated  by  the  Com- 
mitcee  appointed  to  search  for  precedents ; 
and  every  Member  of  that  Committee  was 
satisfied  thai  the  action  was  brought  to 
recover  damages  on  account  of  the  evidence 
so  given,  and  on  account  of  that  evidence 
alone.  They  had  the  declaration  before 
them  ;  they  compared  that  declaration  with 
the  evidence  given  before  the  Committee. 
It  corresponded  in  every  word;  it  cnrres- 
ponded  in  questions,  and  it  corresponded  in 
answers.  It  did  not  consist  of  one  or  two 
phrases,  but  of  a  long  succession  of  testi- 
mony, consisting  of  questions  and  answers 
so  as  to  render  it  impossible  for  any  man  to 
doubt  that  the  action  was  brought  upon 
the  evidence  so  given  liefore  their  Lord- 
ships' Committee.  He  apprehended  that 
was  not  necessary  to  call  the  parties 
their  Lordsliips'  bar,  except  for  the  por- 
poije  of  giving  them  an  opportunity  to  ex- 
plain their  motives,  and  set  themselves 
riglit  before  their  Lordships.  The  parties 
had  not  thought  proper  toadoptihat  course; 
therefore  it  was  that  he  (the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor) made  a  Motion  that  the  parties  had 
been  guilty  of  a  breach  of  their  Lordships' 
privileges,  in  order  that  when  their  Lord- 
ships should  have  received  everything  that 
could  be  advanced  upon  the  subject,  thejr 
might  come  to  a  decision  upon  that  point. 
It  had  been  said,  and  very  correctly  said, 
both  now  and  on  former  occasions,  that  no 
action  of  this  kind  could  be  maintained  In 
;ourtsaf  Westminster  Hall;  that  when 
plaintiS*  got  into  court,  he  must  be 
luited  as  a  matter  of  course;  and  there- 
fore liis  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Brougham)  suggested  how  unnecessary  it 
lor  their  I.nrdships  to  adopt  these  pro- 
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ceedingi,  tnd  how  unwise  it  was  not  to 
allow  the  laiT  to  take  itg  course.  The 
answer  he  (the  Lord  Chancellar}  wuuld 
give  to  this  was  short  and  simple.  Here 
was  a  witness  compelled  to  give  evidence ; 
an  action  was  brought  against  him;  he 
(the  l^rd  Chancellor)  would  assume,  that 
when  the  action  was  brought  into  court,  it 
muiit  naturally  Tail,  and  he  would  assume 
that  the  plaintilT  would  have  to  pay  the 
costs  of  the  defendant.  But  every  one  ac- 
quainted with  the  adminbtration  of  justice, 
and  of  the  course  of  proceeding  in  the 
courts  of  law,  knew  that,  notwithstanding 
the  verdict  or  judgment  was  in  the  plain- 
tiff's  favour,  and  notwithstanding  he  might 
be  entitled  lo  recover  costs  from  his  oppo- 
nent, yet  the  consequence  might  be,  that 
he  would  still  have  to  pay  a  considerable 
■mount  of  costs  out  of  his  own  pocket. 
He  would  be  entitled  only  to  what  were 
termed  taxed  costs,  and  those  taxed  coats 
fall  very  short,  in  the  course  of  the  admi- 
nistration of  justice,  of  the  real  costs  the 
party  is  put  to ;  so  that  this  individual, 
who  had  been  compelled  to  coree  before  the 
Committee  lo  give  evidence,  was  to  be 
draggeil  into  a  court  of  justice  in  a  case 
in  which  it  was  admitted  he  must  succeed, 
and  after  going  through  all  this  disagreeable 
proceeding,  he  must  be  saddled  with  costs, 
it  might  be  to  a  large  amount.  But  this  was 
only  part  of  the  case.  Everybody  who  knew 
anything  about  the  administration  of  jus- 
tice, knew  how  many  accidents  there  were 
liable  to  happen  in  the  progress  of  a  cause. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  said 
that  the  party  must  plead  to  the  action. 
Allow  that  he  did ;  if  he  made  Rny  slip  io 
that  pleading,  the  consequence  would  be, 
that  be  would  have  judgment  agaiitst  him, 
and  the  whole  costs  of  the  suit  must  be  de- 
frayedoutofhisown  pocket.  Sothatiheir 
Lordships  had  not  only  to  consider  that  this 
was  a  caw  in  which,  if  the  cause  were  tried, 
the  defiendant  must  necessarily  be  succes- 
ful ;  but  that  it  was  one  in  which  be  would 
possibly,  even  in  that  case,  have  to  pay  extra 
costs ;  and  further,  it  was  a  case  in  which 
be  was  exposed  to  the  risk  of  some  slip  or 
error  being  committed  in  the  course  of  the 
pleadings,  and  in  consequence  of  which  he 
might  not  only  have  to  pay  all  his  own 
costs,  but  the  costs  of  the  parly  who  had 
dragged  him  into  court.  Was  it  not  of 
importance  to  protect  a  witness  who  was 
placed  in  such  a  situation  ?  What  could  be 
of  more  importance  to  their  Lordships, 
the  exercise  of  their  important  powers 
legislators,  than  to  appoint  a  Committee 
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inquire  into  facts,  lo  serve  as  the  foun- 
dation of  their  legislation?  It  was  their 
Lordships' constant  practice  to  inform  them- 
selves by  a  Select  Committee  of  those  facts 
necessary  in  order  to  guide  them  in  their 
proceedings.  How  important  was  it  that 
they  should  secure  the  first  and  great  duty 
of  a  witness — to  speak  the  truth;  to  do 
which  he  ought  to  be  unfettered;  but 
if  the  witnesses  called  to  give  evidence 
before  their  Committees  knew  that  they 
were  subject  to  an  action  foi  what 
they  stated,  what  practically  must  be,  in 
the  long  run,  the  result?  Why,  most 
surely  this— that  they  would  only  answer 
those  questions  which  they  felt  themselves 
obliged  to  answer,  and  would  withhold 
everything  they  were  not  obliged  to  dis. 
close:  whereas  the  interest  of  good  legisla- 
tion was,  that  everybody  callal  as  a  wit- 
ness before  a  Select  Committee  should 
answer  fully  and  freely,  and,  to  the  extent 
of  bis  knowledge,  disclose  all  he  knew  for 
the  benefit  of  their  Lordships  and  the 
country,  as  a  guide  to  their  legislative  pro- 
ceedings. His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
seemed  to  consider  it  most  extraordinary 
that  they  should  interfere  for  the  purposs 
of  stopping  a  suit  in  a  court  of  justice.  It 
did  appear  to  him  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
very  whimsical,  considering  the  station  of 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend,  his  eminent 
attainments,  and  O-o  fact  that  he  had  him- 
self presided  n'  [lie  bead  of  the  Court  of 
Chancery,  ih.ii  he  should  have  urged  an 
argument  ut'  that  description-  Why,  it  was 
the  everyday  practice  in  the  Court  of 
Chancery  to  interfere  for  this  purpose. 
If  any  action  was  brought  against  an  officer 
of  the  Court  of  Chancery,  in  the  perform- 
ance of  his  duty,  for  anything  done  by  him 
under  the  direction  of  the  Court,  does  the 
Court  of  Chancery  allow  a  court  of  law  to 
take  cognisance  of  the  matter  ?  No  ;  the 
course  was,  for  the  parties  so  proceeded 
against  to  apply  to  the  Court,  and  the 
Court  immediately  proceeded  to  stop  the 
suit — an  injunction  was  immediately  is- 
sued; and  if  the  party  dared  to  proceed 
after  an  order  had  been  given  to  discon- 
tinue the  suit,  he  was  immediately  put  in 
prison)  and  remained  in  custody  until  he 
conformed  to  the  authority  of  the  Court. 
But  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  said  that 
if  the  party  were  taken  into  custody,  the 
action  might  still  proceed.  Was  that  the 
case?  By  no  means.  The  moment  the 
Court  interposed  the  oction  ceosed  ;  and  if 
either  of  the  parties,  solicitor  or  plaintifi*, 
disobeyed  the  injunction,  both  were  put 
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into  priwn.  The  action  could  not  go  on 
without  agents.  The  action  slept,  ai  a 
matter  of  coune,  until  wmebody  undertook 
to  carry  it  on  \  and  if  an^  other  penon  did 
■o  interpoie  to  carry  it  on,  then  another 
■tep  would  be  taken,  and  be  would  be 
proceeded  againat,  and  the  lame  conie- 
quences  would  follow.  This  wa«  analo- 
gous to  the  courH  their  Lordihipi  were 
now  punning,  and  which  waa  now  under 
their  Lord»bipi'  coniideralion.  If  the  par- 
tiet  were,  bj  their  Lordships'  order,  which 
WBB  now  prayed  for,  ordered  not  to  pro- 
eeed  further,  and  if  they  nevertheleu  did 
proceed,  they  would  be  committed  for  con- 
tempt.  They  might  be  to  committed  in 
the  6nt  instance.  Tor  having  instituted  the 
action.  If  any  other  partiea  look  up  the 
action,  the  lame  cooKquencei  would  fall 
upon  them.  Thi«  proceeding  of  the  Court 
of  Chancery  wa*  not  confined  to  the  offi- 
cera  of  the  Court,  hut  extended  to  any  one 
not  regularly  an  officar,  who  acted  under 
the  authority  of  that  Court.  Whenever 
■n  action  waa  brought  against  a  receiver 
appointed  by  the  Court  for  anything  dona 
by  him  in  bis  character  of  receiver,  the 
instant  an  injunction  waa  prayed  for  it  waa 
iiaued ;  and  if  not  obeyed,  the  party  wai 
immediately  committed.  The  tame  case 
applied  to  Commissioners  of  Revenue. 
Then  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  asked, 
what  were  they  to  do  next  if  the  par- 
ties persisted  ?  Let  the  partiea  try  whe- 
ther their  Lordships  would  do  anything. 
The  Court  of  Chancery  always  knew  what 
to  do ;  and  what  did  the  Courts  of  Common 
Law  do?  They  allowed  the  authority  of 
the  Court  of  Equity,  and  so  would  those 
courts  of  law  allow  this  authority  which 
was  about  to  be  eserdaed  by  tbeir  Lord- 
■hips.  Then  his  nohle  and  learned  Friend 
supposed  that  there  would  arise  some  con- 
flict of  jurisdiction  between  the  House  of 
Lords  and  the  courts  of  law  ;  but  there  was 
no  occasion  for  any  such  conflict.  All  thi 
their  Lordships  had  to  do  waa,  to  comm 
the  party  for  contempt;  and  if  any  attempt 
were  made  by  the  partv  to  bring  the  case 
before  the  courts  of  law,  those  courts  would 
acknowledge  the  privilege  of  their  Lord' 
ships'  House  under  which  the  committal 
was  made,  and  would  immediately  refuse 
to  interfere.  It  was  possible  that  some 
warrant  might  issue,  and  that  there  might 
be  some  defect  in  it;  and  that  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench  m]ght,(in  account  of  that  de- 
fect, interpose  and  run  counter  to  their  Lord- 
ahips'  authority  and  to  their  jurisdiction  ; 
but  the  Conrt  would  oot  run  counter  to 


their  t^rdihips  on  principle.  Lord  Den- 
man  said,  in  the  late  case  in  the  Court  of 
Queen's  Bench,  that  the  Court  was  bound 
to  respect  the  privileges  of  Parliament,  and 
that  the  Judges  bad  no  right  to  inquire 
into  the  authority  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons; every  court  and  both  Houses  of 
Parliament  were  the  guardians  of  their 
own  privileges.  If  there  were  entered 
upon  the  record  the  allegation  of  privil^e, 
and  if  there  were  no  defect  in  the  wanant. 
in  that  case  the  court  would  not  interpose. 
What  did  Lord  Deuman  say  ?  He  said, 
that  there  had  been  an  excess— not  an 
excess  of  authority  in  issuing  the  warrant 
— but  that  the  ofBoer  bad  done  what  the 
warrant  did  not  justify.  Their  Lordships 
need  not  be  afraid  that  the  courts  of  Justice 
would  interfere  with  their  privileges ;  he- 
csus  it  was  one  main  prindple  of  the 
courts  of  law,  that  the  privileges  of  the 
two  Houses  of  Parliament  were  to  be  re- 
spected, and  that  the  courts  could  not  call 
them  in  question.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  ^Lord  Brougham)  had  said,  that 
the  privileges  of  the  two  Houses  of  Psr- 
liament  were  identical.  He  (the  Lord 
Chancellor)  admitted  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  wu  perfectly  correct  in 
that  proposition.  But  what  did  the  House 
of  Commons  do  the  other  day?  They  were 
precisely  in  the  same  condition  as  that  in 
which  their  Lordships  were.  They  had 
interfered  to  prevent  a  yKCij  proceeding 
against  a  penon  who  had  been  examined 
before  a  Committee  of  that  House  ;  and 
the  only  reason  why  the  House  of  Cum- 
moDS  had  not  proceeded  was,  that  the  par- 
ties had  submitted  to  the  authority  of  the 
House,  and  the  action  was  discontinued. 
But  if  their  Lordships  went  upon  prece- 
dents, there  was  the  case  of  Biggs,  which 
occurred  in  17GS.  A  justice  of  peace, 
by  the  order  of  their  Lordships'  House,  dis- 
persed a  mob  that  bad  collected  around  the 
Huuse  and  disturbed  their  Lordships'  pro- 
ceedings :  he  seised  an  individual  and  car- 
ried him  before  the  Lord  Mayor ;  an 
action  waa  brought  against  the  magistrate 
for  false  imprisonment ;  that  gentleman 
brought  his  case  befiire  their  Lordships;  the 
plaintiff  and  bis  attorney  were  summoned 
before  the  House ;  the  plaintiff  submitted 
to  their  Lordships'  authority,  whereupon 
he  wai  discharged ;  hut  the  solicitor  chooa- 
ing  to  persevere  in  the  action,  he  was  com* 
mitted  to  Newgate;  but  afler  having  been 
confined  nine  or  ten  dajs,  be  also  submit- 
ted to  the  authority  of  the  House  ;  he  was 
then  brought  to  the  bar,  reprimanded,  and 
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dischuged.  It  wa>  much  the  ume  in 
what  was  called  the  Umbrella  Case.  A 
good  deal  of  ridicule  hod  been  thrown  upon 
that  case  on  account,  he  beliered,  of  the 
tbsurdity  of  ita  name  ;  but  it  waa  perfectlj 
the  suae  ease  as  the  rest  in  point  of  pnn- 
dple.  It  was  an  Order  of  the  House,  that 
no  person  should  be  allowed  to  appear  be- 
loT  the  bar  nith  a  stick  or  umbrella.  A 
person  came  with  an  umbrella.  The  mes- 
senger removed  it  lo  its  proper  place.  The 
party  brought  an  action  in  an  inferior  court, 
and  the  House  protected  the  messenger. 
Why  P  Because  what  the  officer  did  was 
done  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty.  All  the 
eaaea  went  to  show  that  the  authority  now 
claimed  to  be  exercised  liad  been  exercised 
in  former  times,  and  had  always  been  con- 
sidered an  essentia]  privilege  of  this  House ; 
and  that,  irhencver  called  in  question,  it 
was  neceosaiT  that  their  Lordships  should 
assert  their  privileges,  otherwise  they  might 
by  some  be  considered  abandoned,  and 
thereby  they  would  be  lost.  Uis  noble  and 
teamed  Friend  teemed  to  consider  that 
their  Lordships  should  only  interfere  when 
there  occurred  some  direct  obstruction  to 
their  Lordships'  proceedings.  That  was 
not  the  principle  upon  which  Parliament 
ov  the  courts  of  law  bad  proceeded.  They 
bad  proceeded  upon  quite  a  different  prin- 
ciple. If  anybody  libelled  a  court  of  jus< 
tice  with  respect  to  any  past  matter,  what 
WHS  the  course  pursued  ?  The  court  com- 
mitted the  party  for  contempt.  He  could 
cite  the  authority  of  Lord  Hardwicke  in 
support  of  that  proposition,  that  any  libel 
upon  a  court  of  justice  subjected  the  par- 
ties to  committal  for  contempt.  The  same 
was  said  by  Chief  Justice  Willes,  in  the 
case  of  a  prosecution  against  Hamiltou,  a 
publisher ;  he  said,  that  although  it  was 
not  a  direct  obstruction,  yet  it  was  a  con- 
tempt, and  the  party  mult  be  committed. 
The  other  House  of  Parliament  laid  down 
the  same  doctrine  as  was  established  by  the 
courts  d*  justice,  by  the  King's  Bench,  and 
afterwards  by  the  Eichequer  Chamber,  on 
a  writ  of  error  b«ne  brought  in  the  case 
of  Sir  Fnods  Burnett,  and,  indeed,  in 
every  other  case.  There  was  no  direct  ob- 
struction to  the  House  of  Gammons  in  the 
Burdett  case.  It  was  a  publication  by  Sir 
Francis  Burdett,  which  was  considered  to 
be  a  libel  by  the  House,  and,  therefore,  a 
breach  of  its  privileges.  When  the  case 
came  before  the  King's  Bench,  they  ex- 
pressed the  same  opinion,  and  it  was  afler- 
watda  ratified  and  confirmed  by  the  Exche- 
quer Cbamber.  Then  appeared  to  him  (the 
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Lord  Cbancellor)  no  foundation  whatever 
for  [he  distinction  w  hich  his  noble  and  learn- 
ed Friend  had  drawn,  that  there  must  be  a 
direct  obstruction  to  the  proceedings  of 
their  Lordships'  House,  in  order  to  justify 
their  interposition,  and  in  order  Co  consider 
whether  their  privileges  had  been  violated. 
Constructively,  he  considered  anything 
which  brought  disrespect  upon  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  or  which  checked  their  pro- 
ceaiings  in  any  way,  was  a  breach  of  ihe 
privileges  of  the  House,  and  called  upon 
their  Lordships  to  interfere.  He  had  now 
stated  this  case  to  their  Lordships  asshortly 
and  clearly  as  the  circumstance  would  ad- 
mit. He  had  stated  the  facta  out  of  which 
it  had  arisen,  and  what  the  consequences 
would  be  if  their  Lordships  allowed  a  wit- 
ness examined  befora  their  own  Committee 
to  be  proceeded  against,  with  a  view  to 
have  his  evidence  called  in  question  in  a 
court  of  justice.  He  had  shown  their 
Lordships  that  the  courts  of  law  acted  upon 
the  same  principle  to  prevent  parties  from 
proceedings  in  such  actions;  and  he  had 
referred  also  to  precedents  which  would 
justify  their  Ixtrdships  in  interfering  is 
the  present  case.  He  had  done  tliis  in 
order  that  their  Lordships  might  have  the 
power  to  take  the  whole  of  the  circum- 
stances into  consideration  before  they  came 
to  any  determination  upon  the  subject. 

Lord  Brougham  explained,  that  he  had 
not  meant  to  deny  that  by  precedents  theii 
Lordships  had  the  power.  All  the  drift  of 
liis  argument  went  to  deny  the  expediency 
of  the  House  ever  interfering  except  to 
stop  positive  obHtruction.  With  respect  to 
the  analogy  of  the  Court  of  Chancery 
granting  an  injunction,  as  quoted  by  bis 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack, 
that  had  no  bearing  upon  the  present  ques- 
tion. The  reason  the  Court  of  Chancery 
stopped  proceedings  was,  because  the  case 
tried  was  in  that  court,  which  would  not 
allow  another  court  to  interfere  with  its 
jurisdiction.  And  why  f  Because  the 
Court  of  Chancery  would  itself  do  justice 
and  give  redress.  If  the  House  would  say 
that  they  would  give  this  party  redress 
without  going  beforo  a  jury,  that  would  be 
a  different  case  altogether. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  The  party  might 
come  to  the  House  and  complain  ;  and  if 
the  House  was  satisfied  there  was  good 
ground  for  complaint,  it  would  be  compe- 
tent for  their  Lordships  lo  give  him  leave 
to  proceed.  In  Chancery  the  case  was  refer- 
red to  a  master. 

Lord  Campbell  said :  It  had  been  mid 
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that  great  unpopularitjr  would  attach  to 
any  proceedings  ivhidi  their  Lordships 
might  thinb  proper  lo  take  in  the  mainte- 
nance of  their  privileges.  Of  that  unpopu- 
larity he  was  ready  to  talce  his  share  ;  foi 
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his  tirni  belief,  that  a  tirm  and  constitu- 
tional course  in  tlie  rindication  of  the  pri- 
vileges of  Parliament  was  most  certain  uU 
timately  to  turn  to  the  benefit  of  the 
people  His  noble  and  learned  Friend  who 
first  addressed  their  Lordships  was  extremely 
eloquent  in  defence  of  the  course  which  he 
advised  their  Lordships  to  take ;  but  his 
arguments  did  not  touch  the  real  question 
at  issue  ;  they  seemed  rather  to  be  directed , 
towards  the  great  object  of  bringing  their 
Lordships'  privilege  into  disrepute.  The 
House  should  bear  in  mind,  and  the  public 
ought  to  be  aware,  that  their  Lordships  had 
no  personal  interest  at  all  in  the  power 
they  were  now  asserting.  It  was  not  for 
immunity,  or  for  personal  distinction  or 
advantage,  that  they  were  contending,  II 
appeared  to  him  an  incontrovertible  fact, 
that  if  the  privilege  of  Parliament  was  not 
productive  of  beneficial  results,  it  could  not, 
for  a  moment,  be  supported  or  prolonged, 
He  thought  he  was  able  to  show  to  their 
Lordships  that  the  maintenance  of  those 
privileges  which  that  House  hi  ~ 
joyed  was,  and  had  been,  productive  of  good 
to  the  community  at  large.  His  noble  end 
learned  Fripnd  had,  he  thought,  somewh 
unfairly  referred  to  what  had  been  done 
former  ages;  but  if  lie  would  examine 
Floyde's  case,  to  which  he  had  referred, 
he  would  find  that  it  was  not  a  case  of  pri- 
vilege, but  a  case  of  prosecution  before  the 
House  of  Lords,  as  a  court  of  justice,  for  a 
misdemeanor,  where  the  party  arraigned 
was  heard,  was  found  guilty,  and  received 
sentence.  The  House  of  Commons  at  first 
wished  to  establish  their  own  power  as  a 
court  of  record;  but  their  Lordships  as- 
serted their  privilege  as  a  constitutional 
tribunal :  they  tried  the  case,  decided  it, 
and  passed  the  sentence  that  was  required  : 
the  House  of  Commons  consenting  to  leave 
the  case  in  their  hands,  under  a  protest, 
leaving  "  the  rights  and  privileges  of  both 
Houses  in  the  same  state  and  plight  as 
before.""  His  noble  Friend,  in  comment- 
ing upon  privilege,  bad  observed  that  the 
same  rights  and  privileges  were  claimed 
for  the  goods  and  servants  of  Members  of 
Parliament.  Now  in  former  times  that 
privilege  was  indispensable,  and  therefore 
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was  exercised;  but  since  it  had  becooie 
unnecessary.  Parliament  had  voluntarily 
renounced  it.  In  former  times  Parliament 
seldom  sat  above  a  few  days.  In  the  days 
of  the  Plantagenets  Parliament  met  more 
than  once  a  year,  but  only  for  a  few  days 
at  a  time,  at  Christmas,  ^ster,  and  Pen- 
tecost. They  were  summoned  to  meet  at 
distant  places,  at  York,  Winchester,  or 
Westminster:  the  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment had  this  privilege,  and  re^rd  being 
had  to  the  manners  and  customs  of  those 
ages,  unless  the  same  privileee  extended  to 
the  horse  a  Member  rode,  ana  to  the  servant 
who  attended  him,  it  would  have  been  im- 
possible for  either  Peers  or  Commoners  to 
discharge  their  duties  as  Members  of  Par- 
liament, But  now  no  such  privilege,  id 
respect  to  the  goods  of  a  Member  of  Par- 
liament had  been  claimed  or  exercised  for 
2(X)  years ;  and  with  respect  to  the  servants 
of  Members,  both  Houses  had  unanimously 
agreed,  by  an  Act  passed,  he  believed,  in 
the  10th  year  of  George  IIL,  that  that  pri- 
vilege, being  no  longer  necessary,  should 
be  abandoned.  So  that  in  former  times 
even  there  had  not  been  that  abuse  of  privi- 
lege such  asbis  noble  and  learned  Friend  had 
described.  But  then  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  would  have  their  Lordships  confine 
the  summary  exercise  of  their  jurisdiction 
to  cases  where  there  was  physically  an  ob- 
struction to  their  proceedings.  But  wa« 
that  the  principle  acted  upon  by  the  two 
Houses  of  Parliament,  or  by  the  courts  of 
lawf  Suppose,  after  a  case  had  been  de- 
termined in  Chancery,  and  judgment  had 
been  pronounced,  the  losing  party  should 
say  that  the  Lord  Chancellor  bad  received 
a  bribe,  and  bad  acted  corruptly  in  pro- 
nouncing sentence;  or  suppose  that  he, 
this  losing  party,  were  to  publish  a  libel, 
stating  that  his  antagonist  bad  committed 
peijury,  or  had  suborned  witnesses — would 

ir  of  these  cases  obstruct  the  ad. 
ministration  of  justice  just  as  much  as 
would  an  insult  offered  in  the  very  fiice  of 

O  But  upon  that  subject  be 
(Lord  Campbell)  would  refer  their  Lord- 
ships to  the  emphatic  language  of  one  of 
the  greatest  Judges  who  had  ever  adorned 
the  Bench,  he  meant  Lord  EUenborough,  in 
a  case  where  the  same  doctrine  was  con- 
tended for,  that  it  was  only  in  cases  of  po< 
sitive  obstruction  that  the*  two  Houses  of 
Parliament  had  a  right  to  InteTfere.  That 
noble  and  learned  Lord  asserted  the  privi- 
leges of  Parliament  to  be  necessarily  inde- 
pendent, as  requisite  for  the  personal  secu- 
rity of  Members,  and  also  as  involving  the 
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rifiht  of  eelf-protection.      Lord   Eltenbo- 
rough  said — 

"  I  do  nol  mean  merely  Ihe  power  of  re- 
sisting acli  and  wrongs  commitled  againsl 
il»ir,  for  poor  and  mean  would  ihat  Parlia- 
menl  be  which  did  nol  poasesi  the  power  of 
resisting  aflVonli,  or  of  resetiling  injuries  that 
Dilghl  be  offered  to  it.  This  is  an  inherent 
right  in  Parliament.  The  right  of  self-prolec- 
tion  iieceasarily  implies  the  possession  of 
means  to  render  that  self.proiecrioti  real  and 
efficient;  but  such  priiilpge  would  not  be 
sulScient  to  effect  the  object  for  which  it  was 
granted,  if  it  did  nol  extend  to  the  power  of 
punishing  insult  when  offered.  Can  the  Par- 
liament, therefore— can  either  of  the  two 
Houses  of  Legislature,  be  so  utterly  devoid  of 
(he  means  of  enforcing  their  own  dignity,  as 
not  to  be  able  to  punish  in  a  sorotoary  man- 
ner A  contempt  that  can  be  reached  at  once 
by  the  courts  of  law,  which  possess  much  lest 
dignity*" 

That  was  the  opinion  of  Lord  Ellen  borough. 
He  (Lord  Campbell)  had  now  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  fact,  that 
lately  the  Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy 
Council,  that  institution  of  which  liis 
noble  and  learned  Friend  near  him  had  so 
much  just  rea.wn  to  be  proud,  had  deter- 
mined that  this  power  belonged,  as  of  in- 
herent right,  to  the  Legislature  of  every 
Colony  under  the  Crown.  In  a  recent 
case  they  had  held  that  the  sitting  power 
belonged  to  the  House  of  Assembly  of 
Jamaica,  and  had  decided  that  the  power  of 
committing  for  contempt  inherent  in  every 
assembly  possessing  legislative  authority, 
whether,  the  proceedings  stayed  tended  in- 
directly to  obstruct,  or  directly  to  bring 
their  authority  into  contempt.  That  bad 
been  decided  by  the  Supreme  Court  of 
Appeal  from  the  Colonies.  But  then  his 
none  and  leartied  Friend  had  gone  so  far 
u  without  qualification  to  say,  that  their 
Lordships  ought  lu  submit  any  aae  in 
which  their  privileges  were  called  in  ques- 
tion to  the  decision  of  the  Judges,  so  that  if 
an  actionwere  brought  against  hisnoble  and 
learned  Friend  himself,  for  anything  be 
had  said  in  his  place  in  the  House  of  Peers, 
their  Lordships  ought  not  to  interfere,  but 
allow  the  case  to  be  submitted  to  a  judge 
and  jury.  He  (Lord  Campbell)  protested 
against  that  doctrine;  for  he  was  persuaded 
that  neither  this  nor  the  other  House  could 
effectively  fulfil  their  legislative  functii 
if  it  were  suffered  to  prevail.  His  no 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  had 
shown  that  the  two  Houses  of  ParliemeDt 
were  the  sole  judges  of  their  own  privilege 
Tii«  Constitution   placed  that  confidence 
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in  tbem,  and  believed  that  it  would  not  be 
abused,  and  that  they  would  only  declare 
and  preserve  those  privileges  vfbich  iheit 
ancestors  possessed — that  they  would  nol 
seek  to  enlarge  them,  or  to  raise  up  new 
ones.  Trust  to  the  Judges,  said  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  (Lord  Brougham). 
He  (Lord  Campbell)  had  the  greatest  re- 
spect for  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  who 
spoke  the  other  evening  upon  this  subject 
(Lord  Denman),  ivbose  absence  on  this 
occasion  he  much  regretted ;  but  he  could 
not  consent  tu  make  him  arbitrator  of  all 
their  l.ordships'  privileges.  He  had,  he 
repeated,  a  high  respect  for  him  ;  but  be 
had  a  still  higher  respect  for  the  aggregate 
wisdom  of  the  House  of  Lords,  and  fur  the 
aggregate  wisdom  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons upon  such  questions.  But  this  ques- 
tion of  privilege  might  come  not  before 
Lord  Denman,  but  before  some  most  re- 
spectable puisne  Judge  who  had  never  sat 
in  Parliament ;  who  knew  nothing  of 
Parliamentary  law,  of  Parliamentary  cits- 
lom,  and  to  whom  privilege  would  he 
altogether  new  and  strange.  It  might 
happen  that  their  Lordships'  privileges 
would  have  to  be  pronounced  upon  by  a 
man  who  had  passed  his  life  in  drawing 
pleas,  declarations,  and  demurrers,  and 
not  only  that,  it  was  by  no  means  im- 
probable, in  case  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend's  doctrine  were  suffered  to  prevail, 
that  the  question  of  privilege  might  be 
brought  before  some  inferior  tribunal,  be- 
fore a  county  court  or  a  borough  court. 
Their  privileges,  then,  might  come  to  be 
decided  by  the  sheriff,  or  the  under-sheriff, 
or  by  a  clerk  in  the  under-sheriffs  office. 
His  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  dravn  a 
distinction  between  their  Lordships  and 
tbe  other  House  of  Parliament,  and  had 
said  that  the  remedy  was  in  their  Lrfird- 
ships'  hands,  because  the  case  might  come 
before  them  by  a  writ  of  error.  No  man 
knew  better  than  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  many  circumstances  might  in- 
tervene and  prevent  such  an  appeal  from 
being  made,  by  some  of  those  irregularities 
which  often  rendered  it  impossible  to  get  a 
case  placed  upon  the  record,  and  conse- 
quently it  would  never  get  before  a  Court 
of  Error.  "  And  then  another  difficulty 
arises — What  do  the  Judges  of  Westmin- 
ster Hall  know  of  your  Lordships'  privi- 
lege ;  how  can  they  tell  in  what  they  con- 
sist, and  wherein  we  exceed  or  fall  short  in 
asserting  them  ?  They  arc  not  described  in 
any  of  their  books ;  they  are  not,  many  of 
tbem,  to  be  found  even  in  the  Journals  of 
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either  House ;  they  are  recognised  at  nf 
usage  onlv,  and  are  transmitted  down  by 
each  House  of  Legislature  to  their  succes- 
Eor.  Suppose  the  Judges  were  not  distin- 
guished by  that  impartiality  which  hap- 
pily characterizes  the  occupants  of  the 
mcideTn  Bench.  It  would  be  a  very  peril- 
ous matter  to  tnist  our  privileges  to  a 
tribunal  such  aa  might  tit  on  the  judgment 
seat.  Your  Lordships  must  also  look  to 
the  danger  of  having  Judges  who  are 
seekers  after  popularity.  Lord  Bacon 
somewhere  says,  '  A  popular  Judge  is  a 
deformed  thing,  and  the  plaudits  of  the 
people  are  filter  for  mountebank  players 
than  for  magistrates.'  There  have  been, 
I  need  hardly  remind  your  Lordships, 
periods  when  both  this  House  and  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  have  become 
extremely  unpopular;  and  under  such  cir- 
cumstances it  might  happen  that  insuper- 
able difficulties  would  be  found,  in  case 
your  privileges  came  before  the  courts  of 
law,  iu  getting  a  judge  or  a  jury  to  give  a 
decision  favourable  to  them,  be  the  justice 
of  the  case  never  so  obvious."  His  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  in  referring  to  the 
case  of  Burdettv.  Abbott,  said  that  he  had 
stood  in  great  peril  of  being  committed 
because  he  appeared  of  counsel  for  Sir 
Francis  Burdett.  But  his  noble  and  learn- 
ed Friend  was  in  no  such  peril,  because 
the  House  of  Commons  had  given  leave  to 
the  defendant  to  plead;  and,  instead  of 
stopping  the  action,  had  allowed  it  to  pro- 
ceed. Under  the  peculiar  circumstances 
of  that  case  the  House  of  Commons 
thought,  whether  wisely  or  unwisely,  that 
it  was  right  to  wave  their  privileges,  and 
to  let  the  action  against  their  Speaker  pro- 
ceed, rather  than  stop  it  short  by  any  ex- 
ercise of  authority.  But  be  would  now 
quote  to  their  Lordships  a  few  instances  of 
the  conduct  of  Judges  in  oases  of  pri- 
vilege ;  and  although  they  knew  what  the 
present  race  of  Judges  were,  they  knew  not 
what  those  might  be  who  should  follow 
them ;  and  it  should  be  obserred  that  the 
Judges  who  now  sat  on  the  Bench  were  to 
lay  down  precedents  for  the  future.  It 
was  once  referred  to  the  Judges,  whether 
during  the  Session  of  Parliament  the  King 
had  not  a  right  to  prescribe  what  business 
should  come  before  Parliament,  and  in 
what  order  it  should  be  taken.  The 
Judges,  und  voce,  declared  that  such  was 
the  right  of  the  Crown,  and  that  any 
member  acting  differently  would  b«  guilty 
of  high  treason.  This  took  place  in  the 
reign  of  Richard  the  Second ;  and  lite  Chief 


Justice,  Sir  R.  Tresilian,  was  afterwardt 
roost  deservedly  hanged.  The  same  Chief 
Justice  was  also  asked  whether  the  House 
of  Commons  had  any  right  to  impeach  the 
King's  Ministers  g  and  he  answereil  that 
those  who  impeached  any  of  the  King's 
Ministers  in  Parliament  were  to  be  pun- 
ished as  traitors.  But  he  would  now  give 
a  specimen  of  what  was  done  in  the  seven- 
teeth  century,  in  the  reign  of  Charles  1. 
In  1638,  there  was  a  Parliament  in  which 
an  ancestorof  the  noble  Earl  sitting  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  St.  Germans),  one  of  the  most 
illustrious  men  that  ever  adorned  the  House 
of  Commons,  who,  together  with  Seldea 
and  Stroud,  and  he  (Lord  Cnmpbell)  be- 
lieved with  Pym,  requested  the  Speaker  to 
put  a  question  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  Speaker  refused,  because,  he  said, "  he 
was  commanded  otherwise  by  the  King." 
The  Members  insisted,  but  the  question 
was  not  put.  As  soon  as  that  Parliament 
was  dissolved.  Sir  John  Elliot,  and  Pvm, 
with  Stroud  and  other  Members,  were 
arrested,  and  the  Attorney  General  filed  a 
criminal  information  in  the  King's  Bench, 
and  as  a  preliminary  he  summoned  all  the 
Judges;  a  proceeding  not  uncommon  in 
those  days,  to  summon  the  Judges  in  order 
to  commit  them  to  an  opinion,  so  that  they 
could  not  afterwards  give  judgment  con- 
trary to  the  side  of  the  Government.  So 
the  Attorney  General,  when  this  prosecu- 
tion was  instituted,  summoned  all  the 
Judges,  and  put  the  question,  "Whether 
a  Parliament  man,  committing  an  offence 
against  the  King  or  Council,  not  in  a  Par- 
liament way,  might,  after  the  Parliainent 
ended,  be  punished  or.  not?"  All  ibe 
Judges,  und  voce,  answered,  "be  might, 
if  he  be  not  punished  for  it  in  Parliament ; 
for  the  Parliament  shall  not  give  pritllege 
to  any,  contra  morem  Parliamentarittm,  to 
exceed  the  bounds  and  limits  of  his  place 
and  duty  ;"  and  all  agreed  "  that,  regulariy, 
he  cannot  be  compelled  out  of  Parliament 
to  answer  things  done  in  Parliament  in  a 
Partiamentary  course  ;  but  it  is  otherwise 
when  things  are  done  exorbitantly,  for 
those  are  not  the  acts  of  a  court."  So  ac- 
cording to  this  answer  the  Judges  were  to 
consider  whether  the  act  was  done  in  "  a 
Parliament  way,"  and  if  not  they  were  to 
hold  the  party  liable,  and  might  convict 
and  fine  him  for  the  words  spoken.  After 
this  the  prosecution  proceeded.  Sir  John 
Elliot  and  the  others  pleaded  to  the  Infor- 
mation of  the  Atiuniey  General  that  what 
they  had  said  was  in  Parliament.  To  this 
a  demurrer  was  put  In  and  tbe  qneftum 
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was  ai^ed.  The  Chief  Juttice  nid, 
"  All  the  JudgM  in  England  have  renolved, 
with  iHie  voice,  that  an  offence  committed 
in  Parliament  criminally  and  contemptu- 
ouily,  the  Parliament  being  ended,  resta 
puniihable  in  another  court."  Mr.  justice 
Jonea:  "And  what  court  shall  that  be  but 
the  Court  of  King's  Bench,  in  which  the 
King  by  intendment  aitteth?"  Mr.  Justice 
Whitelock  added,  "  That  any  offenoe  com- 
mitted in  Farliomeat  against  the  King  or 
hia  Government  may  he  punished  out  of 
Parliament."  To  this  Mr-  Justice  Croote 
added  the  opinion,  that  "  not  only  crimi- 
nal actions  committed  in  Parliament  are 
punishable  here,  but  words  alao."  So,  by 
the  judgment  of  one  of  these  Judges  it  ap- 
peared that  any  attack  tipon  the  Minister 
of  the  day,  or  any  hint  of  a  suspicion 
that  the  Government  had  not  acted  with 
perfect  nisdom  or  honeaty,  if  spoken  in 
Parliament,  was  to  be  subject  to  a  prosecu- 
tion in  the  courts  of  law.  The  result  of 
the  prosecution  wa.s,  that  five  members 
were  found  guilty  and  sentenced;  and  Sir 
John  Elliot  was  ordered  lo  pay  a  fine  of 
2,000/.*  The  noble  Lord  opposite  would, 
no  doubt,  find  among  his  muniments  the 
receipt  for  the  fine  paid  fay  his  ancestor, 
and  which  might  be  regarded  as  one  of  the 
brightest  jewels  in  the  coronet  of  his  de- 
scendant. £ven  in  the  seventeenth  cen- 
tury, however,  this  prosecution  and  judg- 
ment were  deemed  so  outrageous,  that  the 
judgment  was  reversed  ;  and  the  Judgea 
ncia  that  no  words  spoken  in  Parliament 
should  be  punishable.  The  defendants  in 
the  case  he  had  quoted  relied  U}>uq  a  Sta- 
tute passed  in  the  reign  of  Henry  VIII.; 
which  enacted  that  no  Member  should  be 
called  in  question  for  any  Bill  or  speaking 
in  Parliament.  That  plea  was,  however, 
as  he  had  shown,  overruled,  and  the  parties 
were  fined ;  the  Judges  holding,  in  spite  of 
that  Act,  that  they  bad  cognicanee  of  what 
was  said  and  done  in  either  House  of  Par- 
liament. Another  case  following  this  was 
Rex  V.Williams,  which  was  an  information 
by  Sir  R.  Sawyer,  then  Attorney  General, 
against  Sir  \V.  Williams,  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  for,  under  order  of  the 
House,  publishing  and  putting  bis  name  t 
a  book  called  "  DangerGeld's  Narrative. 
The  plea  put  in  was,  that  the  defendant 
had  done  so  by  order  of  the  House ;  bui 
that  pica  was  overruled,  the  Lord  Chiel 
Justice  declaring  it  tu  be  iin  idle,  insignifi- 
cant pica  ;  and  Sir  William  Williums  wa: 
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fined  10,0001.,  of  which  he  actually  paid 
8,000/.  These  were  all  cases  which  had 
occurred  within  a  recent  time;  and  al- 
though the  present  Judges  were  worthy 
of  all  confidence,  he  for  one  would  never 
consent  to  the  privileges  of  Parliament, 
which  were  held  for  the  good  of  the  pub- 
lic, being  put  in  jeopardy  by  being  aub- 
mitted  to  them.  In  the  practice  of  tho 
courts  of  law,  if  an  action  was  brought  in 
one  court  to  call  in  question  what  had  been 
done  in  another,  the  court  of  exclusive 
jurisdiction  uniformly  interfered.  For  eJC-> 
ample,  in  the  Court  of  Exchequer,  where 
an  action  was  brought  in  another  court  for 
what  had  been  done  by  order  of  the  Exche- 
quer respecting  the  Kind's  revenue,  tbej 
would  not  suffer  the  action  to  proceed  ;  ai 
was  seen  in  the  case  of  Campbell  t>,  Caw- 
thome,  before  Lord  Chief  Baron  Mac- 
donald.  Lord  Chief  Baron  Eyre  followed 
the  same  precedent.  When  he  (Lord 
Campbell)  was  Attorney  General,  he  had 
often  gone  into  the  Court  of  Exchequer, 
and  moved  that  proceedings  be  stayed 
in  other  courts  upon  matters  over  which 
the  Exchequer  had  a  fixed  Jurisdiction. 
Then  what  said  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  ?  A  learned  Serjeant  was  arrested 
when  leaving  Westminster  Hall  and  get- 
ting into  his  coach.  He  applied  to  the 
Court,  and  they  discharged  him,  intimating 
that  if  the  plaintiff  should  bring  an  action 
against  the  Sheriff  for  en  escape,  they 
would  commit  him.  That  Serjeant  waa 
Scroggs,  afterwards  the  celebrated  Judge 
Scroggs.  In  the  Court  of  Chancery,  as 
their  Lordships  had  heard  from  bis  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  the 
practice  had  been  uniform.  There  were 
cases  in  point  so  far  back  aa  Vernon's  Re- 
porta  down  lo  those  decided  by  Lord  Eldon, 
and  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack.  The  Court  would  not  allow 
an  action  to  he  brought  against  a  receiver 
appointed  by  and  acting  under  the  orders 
of  the  Court,  as  was  seen  in  the  case  of 
Angel  II.  Smith,  9  Vesey,  333;  and  so  also 
the  Court  of  Chancery  would  not  suffer 
the  regularity  of  its  process  to  be  decided 
upon  by  any  other  tribunal,  even  when 
there  was  a  complaint  that  its  officers  bad 
exceeded  their  authority.  In  Frowd  v. 
Laurence,  1  Milne  and  Kean,  Lord  Eldon 
granted  an  injunction  against  an  action, 
and  ao  in  the  case  ex-parte  Clarke,  decided 
by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack.  Now,  he  (Lord  Campbell) 
contended  that  this  was  at  much  the  law 
of  that  Court  lis  of  the  Court  of  Chancrry, 
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or  ibe  Court  of  Exrheqiier )  Bnil  the  prac- 
tice dad  been  im memorial iy  exerciied. 
There  were  precedent!  for  its  esercise. 
They  might  be  few  in  number,  becauie 
few  such  actions  had  been  brought.  It 
was  nnly  in  these  speculalive  timet  thai 
attorneys  ventured  to  take  luch  proceed- 
ing!. He  had  considered  it  his  duty  thus 
to  lay  before  their  Lordships  the  result  of 
his  researches.  He  was  convinced  that 
the  House  not  only  had  the  power,  but 
that  they  were  bound  to  exercise  it  for  the 
public  good ;  and  that  if  they  allowed  these 
actions  to  proceed,  not  only  their  dignity, 
but  their  usefulness,  would  be  impaired. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  tliought,  if  their 
Lordships  proceeded  in  their  present 
course,  serious  and  lamentable  injustice 
might  be  inflicted.  He  did  not  deny 
that  this  was  a  breach  uf  privilege; 
when  he  »id  Ibat,  he  meant  a  breach 
growing  out  of  a  disregard  of  their  pri- 
vileges. Ii  was  B  breach  of  privilege,  ai 
staled  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
to  have  their  proceed'ngs  reported  at  all, 
or  that  the  minutes  of  evidence  taken 
berore  a  Select  Committee  of  their  Lofd- 
•hips,  and  famished  to  ihe  Members  of 
the  Committee,  should  be  made  public. 
He  believed,  ihal  up  lo  a  late  period,  if 
an  individual  Peer  sitting  on  a  Commit- 
tee, lo  whom  the  evidence  taken  before  it 
had  been  furnished,  had  chosen  to  cir- 
culate it  himfclf,  an  action  might  have 
beea  brought  against  him,  and  he  vould 
not  have  escaped  with  impunity.  By 
communicating  to  tbe  House  of  Commons 
the  Paper*  drawn  up  for  their  own  use, 
their  Lordships  gave  a  kind  ofsaoclion  to 
Ihe  making  public  and  selling  of  these 
Papers.  In  the  present  case  an  indivi. 
dual  who  complained  that  he  had  sus- 
tained great  injury  to  his  character,  ap- 
plied to  the  laws  for  protection;  their 
Lordships  interrered,  and  would  not  alio« 
him  lo  obtain  ihat  juaii'ce  which  the  lawi 
might  possibly  afford  him.  It  might  be 
said  that  the  couns  were  bound  to  n 
spect  their  privileges  ;  and,  therefore,  thi 
the  individual  would  sustain  on  injustice  by 
their  I-ordships' interposition.  But,  at  least, 
their  Lordships  ought  not  to  refuse  him 
the  opportunity  of  laying  hii  case  before 
the  court,  and  then,  if  the  court  refused 
to  entcrtnin  liis  complaint,  il  wi 
be  no  fault  of  their  Lordships,  while  their 
prinleces  would  nevertheless  be  respected. 
If  ii  h.id  been  msde  clear  to  lijm  that 
iu  a  similar  case  to  tbi.<,  the  four  courts 


friwisje. 


464 


of  tbit  couoltj  would  slay  en  actiou,  he 
would  admit  that  their  Lordships  could 
not  hare  been  ssked    to   pursue    a    dif- 
ferent    course;     but    he     bad     listened 
lin  to  the    precedents    read    by  the 
noble  and  learned  Lords  opposite  for  sa- 
tisfaction on  thai  point.     Had  the  Courts 
of  Queen's  Bench,    Exchequer,  or  Com- 
n  Pleas  ever  stayed  an   action    when 
lughtby  an  individual  against  a  witness 
the  ground  of  slander  offered  in  the 


Lord  Campbell!  There  never  was  such 
an  action  brought  since  Westminster  Hall 
was  built. 

The  Earl  of  WiclUom  .■  The  noble  and 
lerned  Lord  might  say  so;  but  how  did 
he  koow  that  they  would  oot  allow  such 
Ction  if  it  were  brought  ?  He  looked 
on  this  questioQ  as  a  matter  uf  discretion 
aliogeiher  ;  there  could  be  no  doubt  they 
had  a  right  to  take  this  step,  but  was  it 
expedient  to  do  so?  Tbe  noble  and 
learned  Lord  said  these  cases  would  mul- 
tiply. Why  was  that  to  be  expected? 
Because  these  privileges  were  not  popular 
in  the  country.  When  they  were  required 
in  defence  of  popular  rights  against  the 
Crown,  the  public  was  with  the  Houses 
of  Parliament,  and  ready  to  support  them. 
Now,  there  was  no  fear  of  these  rights 
being  attacked  by  other  quarters  ;  but 
there  was  a  deep-rooted  dread  in  the  coun- 
try of  the  Hssumptiou  of  undue  privileges 
by  Parliament.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  had  brought  forward  a  number  of 
cases  to  show  that  this  questioa  should 
not  be  submitted  to  the  Judges.  He  was 
suipiised  that  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
of  all  men,  should  maintain  that  position, 
for  bow  had  the  present  embarrBssments 
been  produced?  By  the  advice  of  tbe 
noble  and  learned  Lord  himself,  when 
Attorney  General,  who  recommended  the 
House  of  Commons  to  appear  lo  an  ac- 
tion— a  moit  constitutional  course,  no 
doubt;  but  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
who  was  the  author  of  it,  was  the  last 
man  who  should  have  taken  the  lone  he 
had  done  lo-nighl.  In  the  present  .case, 
an  individual  complained  of  a  grievous 
injustice  which  had  been  done  to  him  by 
slanders  on  his  character,  and  brought  an 
action  ;  then  their  Lordships  interfered, 
and  said  they  would  either  oblige  him  to 
stay  quiet  and  rest  under  the  imputation, 
or  commit  him  to  prison. 

Lord  Campbell  remarked,  in  reference 
to   what    the  noble   Earl   opposite   had 
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Lord  Brougham  remarked,  lliat  a 


■t&ted,  that  it  was  true  he  had  given  ad- 
vice in  Ibe  case  of  SlockUxle  and  Han- 
«ard,  that  ths  defendant  should  be  allow- 
ed to  plead  ;  and  he  wbi  prepared  to  take 
on  hiniRelfthe  reipoasibilit;;  of  that  ad- 
vice.  But  after  what  had  been  done  in 
the  case  of  Burdelt  and  Abbot,  he  cer- 
tainly at  that  moment  had  not  the  courage 
to  advise  a  different  mode  of  proceeding. 
He  had  then  tlte  roost  complete  convic- 
tion, wliich  was  shared  b;  almost  all  the 
lawyers  in  the  House,  and  others  iviiose 
assistance  be  had  had,  that  as  soon  as  Ihe 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  was  informed  by 
the  Speaker  that  ihe  publication  then 
complained  of  was  by  order  of  the  House, 
the  Court  would  be  perfectly  satisfied,  aod 
would  immediately  give  judgment  for  the 
defendant.  It  was  to  the  great  astonish- 
ment of  himself  and  all  the  lawyers  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  be  believed,  without 
a  single  exception,  that  a  diSerenl  decision 
was  given.  That  most  distinguished 
lawyer,  whose  toss  they  now  deplored, 
Sir  W.  Follett,  the  present  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland,  who  was  then  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House  of  Commons,  ell  con- 
curred in  believing  that  that  judgment 
was  erroneous.  It  was  on  account  of  that 
judgment  that  he  would  decline  again  ti 
put  Ihe  privileges  of  either  House  of  Par 
iisment  to  haiard.  He  now  regretted  ihi 
advice  he  had  given,  and  deemed  it  the 
more  incumbent  on  him,  from  what  he  bad 
done  on  a  Tormer  occasion,  to  warn  that 
House  of  Parliament  lo  which  he  had 
the  honour  lo  belong,  to  avoid  such  a 
precedent.  Wherever  an  action  was 
brought  in  direct  breach  of  their  privi- 
leges, as  hia  noble  and  learned  Friend 
allowed  the  present  to  be,  his  earnest 
advice  would  be  thai,  for  the  good  of  the 
pobliCi  they  ihoiild  inteipse  vxxia  manv, 
and  stop  it. 

OnQuestioD,  retoJvedin  the^^rma'tue, 

The  Lord  CiutnceUor  then  moved  to  re- 
aolte— 

"  Thai  the  said  John  Harlow  havinjt  been 
gulliyofaBreachofthePiivilegesorthisIIouge, 
be  committed  for  bis  said  Offence  lo  the  Cus- 
tody of  the  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  BUck  Rod, 
until  Ihe  further  Order  of  Ibis  House." 

On  Question,  agreed  to ;  and  ordered 
accordingly. 

The  Lard  Chancellor  then  moved  to  re- 
solve— 

"Thatihe  said  PeierTaite  Harbin  has 
guilty  of  a  Breach  of  Ihe  Privileges  of  this 
House." 


lotney  was  placed  in  a  very  peculiar 
lion.  He  could  not  reruse  a  client  wno 
came  to  him;  but  now  their  Lordships 
were  about  to  say  that  no  attorney  should 
idertake  the  defence  of  a  weak  parly 
against  one  who  was  greatly  superior  in 
strength.  The  expenses  consequent  on 
committal  lo  the  custody  of  the  Black 
Rod  were  very  considerable,  and  must 
operate  with  great  force  in  deterring  at- 
torneys from  undertaking  the  defeitce  of 
clients.  Here  it  waa  to  be  remarked  that 
the  allorney  in  his  declaration  only  stated 
that  he  had  received  no  iostructioa  to 
discontinue  the  action,  and  not  that  he 
would  not  discontinue  it.  With  respect 
to  the  case  of  Burdelt  and  Abbott,  no  one 
could  suppose  that  either  Parliament  or 
the  courts  of  law  would  act  in  ihe  same 
manner  and  on  the  same  principles 
as  in  that  day.  Not  a  day  passed  in 
which  attacks  both  in  Parliament  and  the 
courts  of  law  did  not  appear,  which,  if 
they  had  been  published  at  that  time, 
wonld  have  been  visited  with  imprison- 
ment. There  was  an  attack  only  the  other 
day  on  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Queen's  Bench,  for  wilfully  stating  a  false- 
hood in  the  charge  to  the  jury,  for  the 
purpose  of  injuring  the  editor  of  a  news- 
paper. If  one-tenth  part  of  what  was 
now  published  every  day  had  been  pub- 
lished in  the  time  of  Burdelt  and  Abbott, 
there  could  not  be  a  doubt  but  the  authors 
of  it  would  have  been  sent  to  prison.  It 
would  be  wrong,  however,  to  suppose  that 
their  Lordships  abandoned  iheir  privileges 
because  they  did  not  exercise  them  every 
day. 

The  Duke  of  fVeUington  thought  there 
was  one  point  of  this  case  very  remark- 
able, and,  he  believed,  aitribulable  lo  the 
attorney — the  declaraiion,  which  was  the 
foundation  of  the  proceedings,  only  stated 
that  the  evidence  complained  of  was  given 
in  a  room  before  a  certain  nnmber  of  per- 
sons, not  that  it  was  given  iu  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that  was  the  fault 
of  tbe  special  pleader,  not  the  attorney. 

Lord  Campbell  thought  their  Lordships 
would  act  most  unjustly  if  ihey  were  to 
commit  the  tobacconist,  and  allow  the  at- 
torney to  escape.  His  noble  and  learned 
Friend  said  it  was  the  duty  of  the  attorney 
to  bring  every  action  that  he  was  asked  to 
bring.  He  (Lord  Campbell)  thought  that 
a  roost  mischievous  declaration ;  the  al- 
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lomey  ought  to  examins  the  caie,  and 
■es  whether  there  wu  ^ood  reaion  to 
bring  the  action.  The  tobacconist  mighl 
nol  be  aware  that  he  w«i  litcety  to  incur 
their  LordshipB'  displeasure,  and  be  (Lord 
Campbell}  had  some  compaasion  Tot  him  ; 
but  was  not  tha  attorney  perfectly  aware 
that  he  wet  aetting;  their  Lordshipi  at  de- 
fliDce  i  When  thai  aitoruey  tald  he  had 
DO  ioitructiona  to  withdraw  the  aciion, 
was  not  that  taatamount  to  saying  be 
would  not  do  to? 

Lord  Brougham  said,  he  had  a  com- 
tnuDicstion  to  make  to  their  Lordships, 
that  the  plaintiff  had  instructed  the  at- 
torney to  discontinue  the  action.  He 
really  thought,  under  these  circumstances, 
that  their  Lordships  should  proceed  no 
further. 

The  Earl  of  JVicklmv  said,  the  plaiatiff 
had  declared  that  he  did  not  know  at  the 
time  of  instituting  this  auit  that  it  was  a 
breach  of  ptirilege. 

The  Maiqness  of  Clanrtcardt  reminded 
their  Lordships  that  the  question  was  not 
aa  10  the  plaintifT,  but  the  ailorney. 

The  Lord  Chanctllor  obaerred,  tbal  the 
plaintift'a declaration  stated  that  the  words 
weie  spoken  before  a  certain  Committee, 
but  omitted  to  say  "  of  the  Lords,"  whence 
it  was  clear  that  he  felt,  if  be  had  inserted 
those  words,  he  would  have  committed  a 
breach  nf  privilege,  and  been  brought  into 
peril.  He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  at- 
torney, *bo  bad  no  doubt  made  him  aware 
of  this,  was  the  more  guilty  of  the  two. 

Lord  Btongham  doubled  if  the  attorney 
would  know  so  clearly  what  a  breach  of 
priviletje  was.  There  was  a  great  privilege 
lawyer  behind  him— the  late  Attorney- 
Oeneral — who  said  nobody  knew  what  ihe 
priiilegea  of  the  House  were — e»en  the 
Judges  were  completely  ignorant  of  it ; 
and  nobody  kaew  what  they  were  but  the 
House  itself;  by  which  bis  noble  and 
learned  Friend  meant  himself  and  one  or 
two  others. 

On  Question,  rttolvtd  in  the  Affir- 
mativB. 

The   lord  Chancellor  then   moved  — 

"  That  the  said  Peter  Taite  Harbin  baviufi 
been  guihj  of  a  Breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
this  iFouje,  be  committal]  far  his  said  Ulfence 
to  the  Cuitody  of  the  Oenileman  Uaher  of  the 
Black  Rod,  until  the  further  Onler  of  this 
Mouse." 

On  Question,  agreed  lo,  and  ordefiHl 
accordingly. 


Pritikgt.  4A8 

AND      PskSOVAL 


Costs  in  Local 
B1LU.3  Lord  Broughat 
to  the  discussion  on  the  Standing  Orders, 
said,  as  some  difference  of  opinion  had 
arisen  whether  they  should  proceed  by 
Bill  or  Resolution,  he  had,  in  order  lo 
obviate  delay,  prepared  a  Bill,  which  ba 
now  presented  to  their  Lordshipi,  to  en- 
able the  Houses  of  Parliament  to  order 
recognizances  for  costs  in  local  and  per. 
sonal  matters. 

Bill  read  l>. 

Their  Lordships  tbea  adjourned. 
The  following  Protest  on  Privilege  qf  Par' 

liamenl,  tvat  entered  on  the  Journal*. 

DiSSEHTIKNT— 

1.  Because  this  House  Is  now,  for  the  first 
time,  interfering  to  slop  by  force  an  action 
brought  against  a  parly  for  a  wron{  done  to  a 
fellow  subject  in  slanderous  words,  alleged  lo 
have  been  falsely  spoken,  and  is  thus  inter- 
posing it)  power,  under  the  name  of  privilege, 
between  the  subject  and  its  strict  legal  rig^i, 
sought  to  be  made  good  in  a  court  of  law  by 
the  course  which  ibe  law  hss  prescribed. 

3.  Because,  whatever  light  the  House  may 
be  supposed  to  derive  Trom  preeedani,  that  is, 
from  former  instances  in  which  it  ha*  exercised 
similar  powers,  there  can  be  no  doubt  th»l  in 
former  limes  both  Houses  of  Parliament  were 
wont  to  do  many  acts,  under  the  name  of  a^ 
serting  their  privileges,  acts  which,  in  the  pr»< 
I  sent  day,  and  fora  longtime  put,  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  have  wholly  abstained  from 
doing,  and  which  would  now  be  coDiidtred  by 
all  niHnkind  to  be  gross  and  wanton  violaiioBi 
of  all  juiiice. 

3,  Because,  though  the  right,  however 
founded,  or  however  proved,  to  do  such  acts 
as  these,  or  even  such  acts  as  Ihe  preMot  of  a 
objectionable  kind,  were  admitted,  yet 


it  is  always  a  question  of  aipediencj  and  dis- 
crelioa  whather  or  nol  this  power,  even  if  it 
be  possessed  by  rlaht  shall  in  any  given  case 
be  exercised  ;  and  ii  ever  behoves  both  Houses 
of  Parliament  to  be  most  cautious  and  absti- 
nent in  the  use  of  powers  like  these,  which 
are  assumed  by  ihem  over  paniet  charged 
with  offending  against  themielves,  and  are 
used  by  them  in  their  own  case  without  the 
intervention  of  any  impartial  and  judicial  au- 
thority. 

4.  Because  it  Is,  in  a  peculiar  manner,  the 
duty  of  both  Houses  to  abstain  from  inch  acts 
when  they  reflect  that  there  is  no  code  of  pri- 
vilege promulgated  whereby  the  people  may 
know  against  what  law  lliey  offend  ;  that  the 
law  is  in  each  case  declared,  possibly  made 
for  the  lirst  lime,  after  the  alleged  breach  of  it 
has  been  committed,  and  made  in  the  heat  of 
the  strife  occasioned  1>y  the  alleged  oSeoce  ; 
ibat  Ihe  Meml>er«  of  ibe  two  House*  always 
differ  among  themselves  both  as  10  Ihe  law  and 
its  application  ;  and  that  they  who  proiaulgale 
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it  ate  al  once  ih«  lawgivan,  parties,  pra«fl< 
colon,  jDTora,  judfiei,  and  exaculionert ;  whil< 
ID  ihii  iDiiBiiGc  alone  no  power  of  exiendiDg 
mercy  to  ihe  oSender  exists  in  ilie  State. 

6.  B«<BUBe  it  behoTca  this  Hobib  in  B : 
peculiar  niBanet  to  avoid  plaoiDg  ilielf  in  lo 
strange  and  anoinaloui  a  position,  seeing  that 
ai  it  is  the  Supreme  Court  of  Justice  in  the 
last  resort  in  all  cases  criminal  and  civil,  so  il 
ought  lo  be  most  anxious  ever  to  set  the  ex- 
ample of  strictly  jtiit,  regular,  legal  procedure; 
and  stiould  mo«t  carefully  shun  all  violaiioni 
of  law  and  justice,  and  ilioiild  especially  bt 
•low  to  inlerftra  with  pending  actions,  which 
loay  in  their  result  come  berore  itself  as  a  high 
court  of  appeal. 

0.  Because  the  cases  In  which  it  is  expe- 
dient and  jasliliabli,  from  absolute  neceisityi 
to  interfere  with  the  rights  of  individuals  and 
tbe  ordioarj'  course  of  the  law,  are  of  a  de- 
uription  wholly  different  from  the  present, 
being  actual  obstructions  offered  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Heuias,  and  nhich  must  be 
Ktnovtd  without  eny  delay,  elte  the  arm  of 
Parliament  would  be  paralysed ;  and  becanse 
nn  objtctioD  could  ever  be  raised  to  such  an 
exercise  of  power,  and  of  rightful  power, 
•ither  by  the  two  Houses  or  by  any  other 
ItibunaL  But  const ructiva  oantempl*  like  the 
yment  are  of  a  wholly  different  description, 
and  no  harm  whatever  cat)  arise  from  allow- 
ing tbem  to  he  dealt  with  by  the  course  of  the 
law  as  administered  io  the  regular  courts  of 
jiuliee,  thoBE  courts  to  which  Ihe  Sovereign,  as 
wallae  tbe  meaaestof  bis  subjects,  mast  always 
resort  for  the  establish  men  I  of  tights  and  pao- 
iihrnenl  of  wrongs — those  courts  to  nhich  the 
Houses  of  Parliament  may  most  safely  resort 
a«  the  abodes  of  itrict  justice— courts  pure 
from  all  taint  of  corruption,  free  from  all  bias 
of  influeaee,  uncontrolled  by  the  threats 
either  of  regal  anthority  or  aristocratic  inso- 
lence, or  popalar  violence,  and  to  which  oei- 
Iber  faction  nor  fear  can  erer  gain  access. 

7.  Oeoagaa  the  argument  that  witnesses 
mall  be  protected  from  venatious  and  costly 
loiii  li  \fholly  inapplicable  to  the  case,  inas- 
moch  ai  no  one  pretends  to  doubt  that  ihey 
nay  be  prosaauted  at  the  instance  aithfir  of  ibe 
Cmirn  or  any  iodiTidoal,  whether  a  Member 
of  iha  Hoase  or  not;  and  if  so  proitcuied, 
never  eotild  recover  one  fanhing  of  their  cods, 
tbough  ever  so  honourably  acquitted. 

8.  Becaase  no  puniihinont  which  can  be 
inflieied  either  by  a  proseontion  or  by  the 
House  upon  a  witoesi  for  the  most  wanton 
and  the  falsest  t>lander  of  an  individual,  can 
afford  any  reparation  whatever  lo  the  party 
Ihus  injured,  ai  the  House  has  not  by  law  the 
power,  if  petitioned,  to  give  any  such  com- 
pensation, 

9.  Becaue  tlie  protection  of  wiinesie*  be- 
fore the  Houses  of  Parllamenl  never  can  be  re- 
garded as  more  essential  lo  the  public  weal, 
than  the  protection  of  witnesses  before  the 
cooiis  ofavil  and  criminal  judicature  ;  yet  no 
OM  prviends  to  doubl  that  an  aoliaii  may  be 


brought  against  any  person  for  alandsron* 
words  falsely  spoken  by  him  in  giving  his  evi- 
dence before  these  Courts;  and  though  no  da- 
mages could  be  recovered  if  the  words  were 
spoken  in  answer  lo  a  question  put  in  the 
cause,  yet  it  is  quite  certain  that  the  action 
must  lake  ili  course,  and  that  nothing  could 
be  done  by  Ihe  Court  to  stop  it ;  so  that  Ihe 
witness  must  be  exposed  to  exactly  the  same 
vexation  and  expense  which  are  alleged  to 
form  the  only  ground  for  interfering  to  slop 
the  action  in  Ihe  present  case. 

10.  Because  the  order  lo  prevent  a  defen- 
dant from  pleading,  or  the  commitment  of  the 
plaintiff  for  a  constructive  contempt,  never 
can  really  slop  tbe  action,  which  may  proceed 
through  all  its  stages  whatever  be  done  to  the 
parlies ;  unless  indeed  the  greater  and  unheard 
of  violence  were  committed  of  arresting  the 
Judges  and  their  officers,  end  destroying  ihe 
teootd,  and  tearing  the  proctedlDga  from  the 
flla. 

11.  Because  all  the  argumeois  drawn  from 
alleged  analogies  in  a  Court  of  Equity,  are 
wholly  wide  of  the  question,  Inaimuch  as  the 
granting  an  injunction  lo  stay  actions  at  law, 
or  to  prevent  receivers  and  other  officers,  or 
quasi  offlcers,  of  the  Court  being  sued  for 
acis  done  under  its  authority,  are  not  granted 
discretionally,  but  are  matter  of  strict  right; 
and  inasmuch  as  such  injunctions  only  prevent 
the  party  againit  whom  they  issue  from  ob> 
taining  his  remedy  in  one  form,  reserving  it 
to  him  In  another,  nay,  securing  il  lo  him  in 
tbe  Court  which  stays  the  action  ;  whereas 
Ihe  present  proceeding  deprives  the  parly  of 
all  remedy  whatever,  the  House  having  no 
power  of  authority  to  grsot  him  redress. 

13.  Bdcauie  it  is  a  great  aggravation  of  the 
mischief  so  justly  complained  of,  that  for  the 
last  nine  years  the  other  House  of  Pariiament 
has  lold  all  the  Papers  printed  by  its  authority, 
allowing  a  discount  to  encourage  Ihe  trade  la 
those  publications ;  and  Ihat  though  this 
House  has  not  as  yet  engaged  in  this  branch 
of  business,  yet  it  communicates  its  prints  to 
tbe  other,  which  lelli  them  with  its  own. 

3.  Because  the  inexpediency,  injustice,  end 
cruelty  of  exercising  the  alleged  privileges  of 
thaHouse.an  strongly  illustraied  by  the  peculiar 
cumiianoesoftba  present  case.  A  complaint 
made  by  a  Peer  that  an  action  has  been 
brought  against  a  witness.  The  defendant  is 
publicly  described  ai  a  most  respectable  per- 
■00,  who  had  served  well  in  ihe  Peninsula: 
lo  the  plaiatilf  is  applied  the  most  severs  and 
even  coarse  expression ;  while  in  no  court  that 
tried  the  case  could  such  praise  or  censure  of 
the  character  borne  by  the  parties  ever  be 
heard  for  an  instant,  moah  less  proved  in  avl- 
denoc  ;  and  while  it  la  also  manifest  that  pre. 
cisely  the  sama  course  must  have  been  pursued 
had  ihs  reipectable  man  been  the  slanderer, 
and  the  censured  man  been  the  injured  party. 
Under  Ihe  prejudices  excited  by  such  sute> 
menis,  the  parties  are  examined  at  the  bar. 
The  plaintiff  ii  compelled  todiacloH  hii  case 
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Joitpli  Maton. 


tb<  defendant.     Ho  describes  himteir  u   mod  of  Ibe  Piitilqe  Quwrion  in  Pwliameai, 
injured,  and  hi  leverelf  euSeriDg  I  in  Ibe  coortt  of  lew,  end  in  Ibii  piece. 
the  efTecU  of  the  atieck  made  upoo  bi*  I  BkoddvjI 


ErieTouilf 


chaiacLer  by  llie  defendanl.  He  further  de- 
eUrei  thjt  he  wai  wholly  ignoraot  of  the  pri-  . 
Tileges  of  the  House,  wholly  uocontcions  of  ; 
ba*iog  acted  in  breach  of  ihein  by  bcingine 
his  auit— a  thing  the  more  easily  beiiered 
when  we  reflect  that  ihe  nature  of  parliament- 
ary prirtlege  was  diilinclly  slated,  in  debate,  1 
to  be  wholly  unknown  to  the  Judges  of  the  : 
land,  and  only  underalood  by  the  House  itself. 
Finally,  the  altortiey,  who  liai  been  leiied  and 
imprisoned  for  following  his  client's  instruc- 
tions, declared  that  he  acted  under  the  adrice 
of  counsel ;  and  afterwards  informed  the 
House,  through  a  Peer,  that  he  had  received 
directions  to  discontinue  the  action — yet  both 
client  and  attorney  are  loipriaoned,  the  attor- 
ney arte  r  this  communication  was  made;  and 
Doihing  whatever  is  done  against  the  counsel 
who  deliberately  adf  lied  the  whole  proceeding. 

14.  Because  nothing  can  be  more  unlike  all 
the  judicial  proceedings  to  which  Ihe  pieseol 
has  been  compared,  than  Ihe  course  now  pur- 
tued,  inasmuch  as  whenever  the  law  hd  de. 
Glared  that  a  court  shall  not  pioceed  in  any 
case  by  reason  of  another  juHsdIctioD  being 
interfered  with,  ■  particular  mode  of  preient- 
ing  this  proceeding  is  provided  by  the  known 
taw ;  and  in  another  and  imponani  particular, 
Ibe  present  proceeding  is  extremely  unlike 
ihalofinjunction,  to  whichil  ha*  been  likened, 
for  an  injunction  ii  commenced  to  slay  pro- 
ceedings in  one  court,  in  order  that  jostice 
may  be  done  in  aoalher  which  hai  posscuion 
of  the  suit;  nor  is  any  one  prevented  unless 
he  disobey  the  order  so  given;  whereas  we 
issue  no  order,  but  at  once  proceed  to  punish 
the  party  before  be  has  been  guilty  of  any  di»> 
obeaieoce,  or  had  any  opportunity  of  doina; 
what  we  desire  he  should  do,  and  we  puniah 
bim  on  tbe  sole  ground  of  his  having  broken 
some  privilege  unknown  to  him,  and  which 
we  admit  is  understood  by  nobody  but  our- 
•elvei. 

15.  Because,  finally,  it  is  all  along  assumed 
In  the  course  of  these  discussions,  thai  what- 
ever privilege  we  do  not  in  any  ciM  eterciee, 
we  cease  to  possets  i  whereas  there  era  many 
privileges  most  undeniably  belonging  to  us, 
some  which  in  former  limes  were  constantly 
exercised — some  which  we  still  daclare  to  be 
ours  on  the  face  of  our  Standing  Orders — and 
none  of  which  have  now  for  a  long  time  put 
been  exercised  at  all;  and  in  illustration  of 
the  varying  usage  which  exists  respecting  toch 
privileges,  it  may  further  be  remembered  thai  ■ 
very  greet  change  has  come  over  IbisquetiMM, 
even  within  the  last  40  years ;  as  no  one  can 
affect  to  think  that  either  the  Houses  of  Parlia- 
ment or  tbe  court*  of  justice  would  at  ihit  day 
punish  summarily  for  contempt  those  act* 
which  frequently  were  thus  visited  within  that 
period  of  time,  including  the  very  publi 


Wicitow. 

P.  S.— '"Die  Earl  nf  Radnor  was  prevented 
signing  thi*  praiest  by  accident. 
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The^miJ^  look  the  Cbair  at  twelve 
o'clock:  but  OdI;  ronnal  boMMM  wee 
tranncied  till  li*e  a'clock. 


for  which  Sir  Frencii  Burdeu  wis  sent  to  the  ',      The  Cask  or  Josbfii  Mason.]     Mr. 
Tower,  and  which  ruMd  ib«  lut  grut  dUouf  I H.  R.  Yorke  hii],  Ibu  ha  wished  lo  »*k 
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the  right  ton.  the  Secfetsry  of  Stale  for 
the  Home  Depanmeut,  when  the  order 
of  liberalioD  was  sent  to  NorFolk  Island  in 
behalf  of  Joseph  Maaon,  who  was  (rans- 
porleii  upon  a  convicLion  for  burglary  at 
Ibe  York  Spring  Atsizes,  1843,  which  con- 
viction turned  out  to  have  been  altogether 
and  entirely  uojuat  ?  Alio  when  the  said 
Joseph  Maion  might  be  expected  in  Eng- 
land? 

Sir  J.  Qraham,  in  reply,  slated  thai 
after  a  conference  with  the  Judge  who 
tried  the  case,  and  after  further  investi- 
gation, being  satisfied  of  the  innocence  of 
Joseph  Maaon  with  respect  to  the  crime 
for  which  he  was  convicted  and  sentenced 
lo  transportation;  and  that  soother  party 
wasguilty  of  that  crime,  be  had  comidered 
it  lo  be  hi*  duly  to  adviae  the  Crown  to 
give  a  pardon  to  this  person,  and  this  was 
accordingly  done  on  the  1st  of  January 
last.  He  had  given  directions  also  that 
Joseph  Mason  should  be  immediaiely  pro- 
vided with  a  free  passage  to  England. 
He  believed  that  the  firat  intelligence  of 
the  return  of  this  person  would  be  by  the 
arrival  of  the  individual  himself. 

New  Zraland.]  Mr.  Hawes  said, 
that  he  was  anxious  to  put  a  question  to 
ihe  Under  Secretary  for  Ibe  Colonies.  It 
would  be  recollected  that  a  few  nighia  ago 
a  question  was  asked  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man, as  10  a  conflict  having  taken  place 
between  Her  Majesty's  troops  and  the 
nativea  of  New  Zealand;  and  the  hon. 
GentUman  then  staled  that  the  Govern- 
ment was  without  official  intelligence  on 
the  subject.  He  now  wished  to  ask  whe- 
ther any  information  had  reached  the 
Colonial  Office  since  that  time. 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  replied,  that  since  the 
queation  was  put  to  nim  respecting  news 
from  New  Zealand,  which  it  was  stated 
had  been  made  public,  he  could  now  state 
that  the  Colon  iai  Office  received  despatches 
yesterday  nf  the  same  date  as  those  re- 
ferred to;  and  the  accounts  received  by 
ihe  Government  agreed  with  those  which 
appeared  in  the  Times  and  other  newa* 
papers  three  or  four  days  ago.  The  des- 
patches stated,  that  a  renewed  attack  had 
been  made  on  the  settlement  in  the  Bay 
of  Islands,  by  the  chief  who  had  formerly 
pulled  down  the  flagstafF  there.  There 
was  nothing  now  but  an  attack  of  a  de- 
cidedly insurrectionary  character.  It  was 
suspected  some  days  before  that  an  attack 
would  take  place;  but  not  at  the  time 


when  it  did  take  place.  The  natives  were 
about  1,000  in  number,  and  advanced  in 
different  bodies;  and  they  showed  in  their 
proceedings  considerable  military  disci- 
pline. The  attack  took  place  upon  those 
who  had  charge  of  the  blockhouse,  near  the 
flagsiaC  Those  who  had  charge  of  it, 
were  taken  by  surprise,  as  they  were  ab- 
sent, being  out  on  a  woiking  party.  The 
person  who  had  the  command,  was  not 
aware  of  the  approach  of  the  natives,  un- 
til he  turned  round  and  saw  it  in  their 
posseition.  A  party  of  seamen  and  ma- 
riners were  landed  from  Her  Majesty's 
ship  Hazard,  ihen  in  the  bay,  to  attack 
the  natives ;  they  were  but  a  small  party, 
and  the  officer  commanding  ihem.  Captain 
Robertson,  was  severely  wounded.  They 
drove  the  natives  from  the  blockhouse; 
but  another  accident  then  occurred,  as 
the  magazine  in  the  blockhouse  blew  up 
and  did  much  mischief.  After  a  long 
and  determined  attack,  the  natives  were 
everywhere  repulsed.  The  gun,  however, 
in  one  oT  the  Blockades  had  been  spiked, 
while  the  other  had  been  blown  up,  and 
the  ammunition  wasnearly  exhausted.  No 
lives  of  any  of  the  settlers  were  lost,  with 
the  exception  of  one  gentleman,  who  was 
killed,  by  the  explosion  of  the  raagaxine. 
The  loss  altogether,  taking  troops,  settlers, 
and  seamen  into  account,  was  thirteen 
killed,  and  twenty-three  wounded.  The 
loss  of  Ihe  natives  had  not  been  ascer- 
tained, but  it  was  very  considerable.  The 
settlers  were  then  removed  to  Auckland  ; 
but  the  missionaries  still  remained  in  the 
Bay  of  Islands.  In  justice  to  the  natives, 
he  must  ssy  that,  after  the  settlers  retired, 
they  forwarded  a  woman  and  child  which 
they  found  in  a  blockhouse,  under  a  flag 
of  truce,  10  the  settlement.  Many  of  the 
natives  were  armed  with  American  rifles, 
which  they  obtained  by  barter,  and  most 
of  the  remainder  were  armed  with  mus- 
kets. Troops,  previously  to  this  melan- 
choly event,  had  been  applied  for,  to  the 
Government  of  New  South  Wales;  and 
the  North  Star  had  arrived  at  Auckland 
from  Sydney  on  the  23riJ  of  March,  with 
two  hundred  and  ten  troops  and  artillery 
on  board.  The  last  accounts  were  dated 
the  26th  or  the  tame  month;  and  they 
certainly  showed  that  the  efiects  of  this 
conflict  were  looked  upon  with  great  alarm 
in  New  Zealund.  It  did  not  appear  that 
those  proceedings  grew  out  of  any  acci> 
dental  citcumstance,  such  as  from  a  col- 
lision or  dispute  between  the  nalivei  attd 
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the  settlen,  bat  rrom  a  determined  attempt 
on  the  pan  of  the  cbJerhe  had  alluded  to,  to 
deny  the  lorereignly  of  the  Queen.  Such 
wai  the  object  in  view,  as  far  ai  he  could 
ascertain,  and  not  co  much  lo  make  an 
attack  upon  the  oetllers.  He  might  add 
that  the  arrival  of  troops  from  New  Sonth 
Wales  bad  done  much  to  restore  coofi- 
(lence. 

Tub  Earl  of  El tBN borough.]  Mr. 
Hums  observed,  that  he  had  a  Motion 
for  to-morrow,  respecting  the  recall  of 
Lord  Ellenborough  from  India;  but  he 
fell,  under  all  the  circumalances  of  the 
case,  bound  lo  abandon  the  IMotion. 

TheBobbs  in  South  Africa.]  Mr. 
Hindley  wished  to  aak  a  question  of  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, respecting  some  recent  proceedings 
in  the  vicinity  of  ihe  Cape  of  Good  Hope. 
Had  any  accounts  reached  Ihe  Govern- 
ment with  respect  to  an  attack  which,  it 
had  been  stated  in  the  public  papers, 
had  been  made  by  the  boers,  from  Natal, 
on  the  Datives  in  or  near  the  boundary  of 
the  Colony  of  the  Gape  of  Good  Hope? 
and  also,  whether  the  Governor  had  left 
Cape  Town  for  the  frontier  in  consequence 
of  this? 

Mr.  Hope  replied,  that  no  report  of  an 
official  character  from  the  Governor  had 
reached  the  Colonial  Office,  giving  an 
account  of  the  proceedings  alluded  to. 
He  must  state,  however,  that,  from  what 
he  had  seen  in  the  public  papers,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  a  wrong  impression 
had  gone  abroad  as  to  the  facts  of  the 
case.  From  the  facts  that  had  reached 
him,  it  appeared  that  the  collision  did  not 
take  place  within  the  boundary  of  the 
Colony  of  the  Cape.  The  Griquas,  upon 
whom  the  attack  bad  been  made,  were  an 
independent  tribe  living  beyond  the  Cape; 
and  therefore  not  within  tlie  limili  of  ihe 
jutJsdidion  of  the  Briiish  Governnient. 
A  number  of  missionaries  had  settled  wiih 
the  Griquas,  as  with  en  independent  na- 
tion, and  llie  attack  made  upon  Phillipu* 
lis,  the  capital  of  that  country,  did  not 
appear  to  have  been  made  by  persons 
from  Natal ;  for  the  places  were  300  miles 
distant  fioro  each  other.  The  boers  who 
had  mude  the  attack  were  those  who, 
since  the  abolition  of  slavery  in  the  Co- 
lony, bad  emigrated  to  the  north  of  the 
boundary  of  the  Cape;  and  it  did  not  ap- 
pear tbat  there  was  any  coanexion  be- 


tween them  and  the  boers  at  Natal.  Th« 
conflict  had  taken  place  before  the  Colo- 
nial Government  could  interfere  to  pre- 
vent it.  At  present  there  was  a  consid- 
erable force  at  the  Cape,  and  this  bad 
been  increased  since  1842,  by  a  regiment 
of  cavalry  500  strong ;  and  no  doubt  Sir 
P.  Maitlnnd  would  take  proper  steps  to 
protect  the  Griquas  against  further  at- 
tack; hut  it  should  be  remembered  that 
they  were  not  Her  Majesty's  aubjecls. 

Mr.  Bitdley  asked  whether  the  right  of 
sovereignty  was  claimed  by  this  covntry 
over  the  boers  t 

Mr.  Hope  replied,  most  unquestionably. 
The  boers  who  bad  emigrated,  had  alwayi 
been  regarded  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern, 
ment  as  subjects  of  the  British  Crown. 
Steps  bad  been  taken  long  ago  at  Natal 
for  this  purpose,  and  a  Lieutenant-Gover- 
nor bad  been  appointed  to  govern  that 
place, 

TuE  Blockade  of  the  Rio  dk  la 
Plate.]  Mr.  itft/xer  GAton  asked  whe- 
ther General  Rosas,  of  Buenos  Ayrea,  had 
the  right  to  stop  the  navigation  of  the 
river  Plate,  and  to  prevent  communica- 
tion with  Paraguay  by  those  waters  ;  and 
whether  the  British  Qoveroment  had  ac- 
knowledged the  right  of  General  Rosas  to 
close  the  navigation  of  the  river  Plata  to 
foreign  vessels^ 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  General  Rosas, 
in  the  assertion  of  belligerent  rights,  had 
intimated  an  intention  to  establish  a 
blockade  of  the  waters  referred  to;  and 
iha  Britiali  Government  had  eipressed  its 
disposition  to  assent  to  the  blockade,  on 
the  condition  that  it  should  be  generally 
enforced.  The  French  Government  had, 
in  the  first  instance,  claimed  that  French 
vessels  should  be  exempted;  and  Great 
Britain  then  of  course  refused  to  permit 
the  blockade.  Subsequently,  however, 
France,  it  was  understood,  had  professed 
her  willingness  to  have  her  vessels  in- 
cluded in  the  operation  of  the  blockade; 
and  Her  Majesty's  Government  then  also 
assented  on  the  condilioo,  as  before,  that 
the  blockade  was  to  be,  so  long  as  it 
lasted,  ol'  universal  application.  As  to 
the  Paraguay,  General  Rosas,  occupying 
both  banks  of  that  river,  claimed  the  right 
of  preventing  navigation  upon  it.  With 
reference  lo  the  Plate  river,  the  blockade 
of  that  liver  required  the  consent  of  the 
other  Powers,  and  Great  Britain  liad  aa- 
senied  on  tbe  conditions  h«  had  stated. 
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Tub  Balituassig  Aifrat.]  Mr. 
£.  B.  Roche,  in  reference  to  an  unhappy 
collision  Bt  Ballyhauig,  begged- to  ask 
tbe  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  whether 
any  orders  had  been  issued  piecluding,  as 
was  most  desirable,  the  police  from  at- 
tending any  fair  or  other  popular  itssein' 
bly  in  Ireland,  unless  a  magistrate  were 
present  7  He  had  no  hesitation,  from  his 
knowledge  of  the  population  about  Bally- 
baasig,  in  saying,  thai  had  but  one  magis- 
trate of  influence  or  stnlion  in  the  country 
been  present  an  the  occasion  of  the  late 
lamentable  affray,  no  loss  of  life  would 
base  taken  place,  nor  would  that  loss  of 
life  have  occurred,  bad  tbe  police  not  gone 
lo  I  he  fair. 

Sir  Thomas  Fremanlle  must  abstain 
from  saying  anjlhing  that  might  be  con- 
strued into  an  opinion,  respecting  the 
late  unfortunate  transaction,  pending  the 
inquiry  now  being  prosecuted  by  a  com- 
petent tribunal.  He  might  observe,  bow- 
ever,  as  to  the  presence  of  magistrates  on 
the  occasion,  thai  he  believed  several  ma- 
gistrates had  been  present  during  the  day, 
though  none  remained  till  the  lime  when 
tlie  unhappy  affray  occurred,  wlilch  was 
at  nine  o'clock  in  the  evening.  With  re- 
ference to  the  order  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  he  must  decline  at  present 
giving  any  answer  respecting  it. 

New  Zealand.^  Viscount  Howick 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  head  of  the  Government,  whellier 
proposed  to  lay  the  instructions  sent  out 
to  Captain  Grey  on  Ihe  Table  of  the 
House,  before  they  were  called  upon  to 
vote  Ihe  Supplemental  Estimate  for  New 
Zealand  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  must  answer  now,  as  he 
bad  answered  on  a  former  night  Ihe  same 
question,  that  Captain  Grey  not  being  as 
yet  in  New  Zealand,  there  would  be, 
reference  to  the  large  proportion  of  the 
instructions  forwarded  for  his  guidance 
when  he  arrived,  great  inconvenience  in 
making  those  instructions  public  at  pre- 
sent. There  might  be  circumstances  to 
prevent  Captain  Grey  from  reaching  New 
Zealand  for  a  time,  a  contiag'^ncy  which 
Government  had  framed  arrangements  to 
maet,  and  which  tendered  it  additionally 


unadviiable  to  make  public  as  yet  the 
instructions  sent  out  for  him.  Partof  the 
instructions  relating  to  tbe  New  Zealand 
Company,  however,  bad  been  communi- 
cated by  Lord  Stanley  to  a  deputation 
from  that  Company ;  and  he  (Sir  K.  Peel) 
no  objection  to  lay  the  inslruciions 
which  referred  lo  that  Company  before 
the  House. 

Viscount  Hawick  begged  to  ask  whe- 
ther Ihe  extracts  promised  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  were  such  as  would  give  the 
House  a  general  notion  of  the  policy 
which  Ihe  Government  propose^  to  act 
upon  for  the  future,  with  reference  lo 
New  Zealand  ?  He,  and  those  who  thought 
with  him,  considered  that  the  past  calami- 
lies  of  the  Colony  arose  from  the  past 
policy  of  [he  Government;  and  before 
Pitrliament  separated,  they  believed  it  to 
be  absolutely  necessary — should  the  future 
policy  of  the  Government  with  New  Zea- 
land, as  far  as  il  could  be  collected,  not 
promise  lo  be  more  satisfnclory  than  the 
past — to  have  another  discussion  on  the 
subject.  He  hoped  the  right  bon.  Baro- 
net would  give,  at  all  events, such  extracts 
from  the  inslmctions  as  would  enable  the 
House  to  form  a  general  judgment  as  to 
the  policy  they  contemplated,  ere  il  was 
called  upon  to  meet  a  heavy  additional 
demand,  occasioned  eniirely  by  the  past 
errors  of  Government. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  the  noble  Lord, 
when  the  extracia  promised  were  laid  on 
the  Table,  would  be  able  to  form  a  judg< 
ment  bow  far  they  gave  an  insight  into 
the  contemplated  policy  of  Government 
with  reference  to  New  Zealand,  and  could 
act  according  to  his  then  view  of  the 
matter.  He  must  confess  he  did  not  con- 
sider they  would  enalile  the  House  to 
form  a  judgment  as  to  the  general  policy 
assigned  to  Captain  Grey ;  but,  he  must 
repeal,  he  did  not  hold  it  consistent  with 
his  public  duty  to  give,  at  present,  any 
fuller  information  on  the  subject. 

Coal  Tradb  (Port  of  London) 
Bill.]  The  House  in  Committee  on  the 
Coal  Trade  (of  the  Port  of  London)  Bill. 

On  Clause  2, 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  said,  that  in  this 
clauao  he  had  to  propose  certain  amend- 
ments. He  need  not  go  into  a  long  state- 
ment  of  the  necessity  of  widening  the 
streets,  not  only  of  the  city  of  London, 
but  of  other  large  towns.  The  evidence 
which  had  been  given  before  ■  Committee 
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their  improvemenli  in  Southwaric  do  to 


Tundi  for  Ibif  purpOM.  It  wai  particularljr 
mentrooed,  that  the  greater  part  of  White- 
chnpel  wat  badly  drained,  overcrowded, 
and  that  the  street*,  courts,  and  lanes  ad- 
mitted of  no  current  of  nir.  As  early  as 
1812  there  was  a  Report  on  ihisfubject; 
but  in  1838,  a  Committee  was  appointed, 
which  consisted  of  seveTal  metropolitan 
Members,  and  the;  recommended  ihi 


them? 

Mr.  Hume  would  ask  who  could  possibly 
benefit  from  the  proposed  improvements, 
except  the  owners  of  Ehe  properi;f  in  the 
neighbourhood  where  they  were  carried  on? 
and  undoobtedly  they  were  the  parties  who 
ought  to  bear  the  cost.  The  noble  Lord 
had  alluded  to  three  Committees  who  had 
been  in  fnvour  of  the  plan ;  but  not  one 
CoalComTnjiiee  which  had  sal  within  these 


lal.     In  the  following  year  another  |  ten  years  but  had  made  every  endeavoui 


Comroitieewas  appointed, with  a  siill  larger 
proportion  of  metropolitan  Members,  when 
the  question  wa*  over  and  over  again  con- 
sidered, and  all  were  in  favour  of  an  in- 
crease of  the  existing  coal  tax.  The  coal 
merchant!,  with  one  single  exception,  gave 
evidence  in  favour  of  this  tax.  He  had 
hitnselfmade  inquirieaof  someof  the  most 
influential  coal-masters,  and  they  had 
shown,  by  the  weekly  returns  of  the  coal 
maiket  for  several  successive  years,  that  as 
the  rise  was  by  threepences,  the  duty  of 
lif.  could  not  be  fell  by  the  coniumer. 

If  (he  duty  were  now  remitted,  it  would  '  The  city  of  London  required 
only  go  into  the  pockets  of  the  coal  mer-      "         '    '  <<         - 

chants.  The  noble  Lord  concluded  by 
moving,  as  an  addition  to  Clause  2  — 

"  In  order  to  provide  a  fund  for  the  opening 
of  poor  and  densely- populated  diitricli  in  the 
Metropolis,  or  tor  keeping  open  spaces  in  the 
immeoiaie  viciDity  of  ibe  same,  as  a  means  of 
promoting  the  public  convenieDCC,  recreation, 
and  health." 

Mr.  Williafns  wholly  objected  to  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord.  He  had 
as  decided  objections  to  a  tax  upon  coals 
as  he  had  to  a  lax  upon  bread,  because,  in 
this  great  metropolis,  it  was  quite  as  much 
a  necessary  of  life.  The  great  bulk  of  ihe 
tax  was  paid  by  the  poorer  classes,  and  that 
was  the  reason  why  il  had  been  so  long 
maintained.  Upwards  of  a  million  ster- 
ling had  been  raised  from  the  lax  within 
the  last  few  years ;  200,000/.  had  been 
spent  upon  that  enormous  job  the  Fleet 
Market,  which  had  been  of  no  use  to  any 
one.  Why  did  they,  in  this  case,  depart 
from  the  mode  of  raising  all  other  muni* 
cipal  taxes  ?  Merely  because  the  greater 
part  of  the  tax  was  paid  by  the  poorer 
classes.  He  had  not  the  slightest  objec- 
tion to  the  plan  of  improvement  proposed 
by  the  noble  Lord  ;  but  why  sbooEd  not  the 
cost  of  it  be  raised  by  a  house-lax  ?  There 
were  thousands  of  people,  who,  residing;  in 
the  vale  of  Ihe  Thames,  would  be  subjected 
to  the  tax ;  and  what  ponible  good  would 


to  get  the  lax  abolished.  Even  the  last 
Committee,  of  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
been  chairman,  were  nearly  unanimous 
against  his  plan  ;  and  he  did  not  consider 
it  fair  that  he  should  bring  it  forward  in 
Ihe  House,  where  he  hoped  to  carry  il,  by 
theaid  of HerMajesly'sGovernment.  He 
I  would,iodeed,besorry  if  the  House  should 
i  support  the  noble  Lord.  He  would  give 
I  all  Ihe  opposition  in  his  power  to  the  fur- 
!  ther  continuance  of  the  iniquitous  lax. 
Mr.  Masterman  was  sorry  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  determined  to  renew  the  tax. 
further 
aid,  and  the  lax  would  expire  with  the 
year,  and  he  thought  the  lime  had  come 
when  the  poor  of  London  should  cease  to 
pay  the  additional  tax  upon  an  article  ot 
such  necessity  a*  coal.  He  felt  il  to  be 
his  duty  to  vole  againat  the  proposition  of 
the  noble  Lord. 

The  Ear)  of  Lincoln  was,  indeed,  suri 
prised  lo  hear  his  hon.  Friend  oppose  his 
propoailion,  and  the  more  so  at  the  grounds 
on  which  be  rested  his  opposilian.  He 
had  not  intended  to  inform  the  House  of 
Ihe  manner  in  which  hi*  proposal  origi- 
nated ;  but  he  fellhimselfcompelled  to  do 
so  after  what  had  fallen  from  his  boo. 
Friend.  The  tax  was  about  lo  expire, 
when  he  was  wailed  upon  by  n  very  influ- 
ential gentleman  connected  with  the  City, 
who  represented  that  the  repeal  of  Ihe  tax 
would  benefit  no  person  in  the  world  ex- 
cept the  coal  merchants.  He  agreed  with 
him  in  that  opinion,  and  haviug  consuiied 
with  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of 
(he  Government,  he  adopted  the  scheme. 
He  was  the  more  asloniihed  at  what  had 
fallen  from  his  hon.  Friend,  because  it  was 
not  a  long  while  since  he  headed  a  depu- 
tation to  his  right  hon.  Friend,  when  a 
proposal  was  made,  not  for  continuing 
that  small  tax,  but  lo  impose  an  additional 
duty  of  Is.  6d.  a  ton  for  the  sole  purposes 
of  the  cily  of  London.  His  right  hon. 
Friend  cerlaitily  bad  told  bis  bon.  Friend 
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ileosely  populated  ;  but  ifaere  were  sources 
avaiUble  for  that  purpose  infinitely  prefer- 
able to  this,  one  of  whicli  would  be  the 
levying  of  a  houie  lux,  or  of  a  tax  upon 
the  ground-r»)tt  in  the  parttcoUr  dutricis 
lelected  for  improvemeat.  To  adopt  either 
of  these  modes  would  enable  the  Govern- 
ment to  raiie  a  sufficient  tax  from  the 
ownert  of  property,  initead  of  an  iniuffi- 
ctent  tax  from  the  labouring  and  poorer 
classei.  The  value  of  property  in  the  im> 
proved  dittitcti  nas  iucreaied  to  the  full 


behind  him  (hat  considering  the  taxes 
already  levied  in  the  melrapoli*  for  the  sole 
benefit  of  the  city  of  London,  it  would  be 
most  unfair  to  subject  it  to  an  additional 
duly  for  that  purpose,  and  he  declined  to 
accede  to  the  proposition.  His hon. Friend 
and  another  hon.  Gentleman  connected 
with  the  city  oF  London,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Preston,  had  attended  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  not  only  advocated,  certainly 
more  ably,  than  he  (Lord  Lincoln)  could 
do,  the  contiQuanceofthe  tax;  but  argi 


the  supposition  that  the  remission    "mount  of  the  tax,  if  not  in  a  much  greater 


agair 

of  It _. _  _.._, 

coal  merchants.     He  (Lord  Lincoln)  lold  I  '''i'  t"' 


would  be  a  benefit  to  any  but  thi 


his  boo.  Friend,  that  the  city  of  London 
having  got  a  million  and  a  half  for 


These  were  his  grounds  for  opposing 

88  highly  objectionable  as 

concerned  the  labouring  classes  who  paid 

_, _.  _  _., _ _    the   tax    throughout    the  valley  of    the 

p7o»emeVls,he'iliojghrirrrght"to!o'okto'  Thames.  He  thought  the  Government 
Whiiechapel,  Southwark,  and  Lambeth,  in  :  '^'B^'t  have  commuted  the  whole  tax;  and 
which  there  were  poor  and  densely-poim-  1  ^^'  ^"'  o"^-  would  not  consent  to  the  con- 
lated  districts  which  much  required  im- j  ""uance  of  even  a  poriion  of  it. 
provemeni.  and  that  if  the  penny  wastol  Str  A.  P«i  said,  that  the  object  contem. 
be  graaled  at  all.he  should  propose  that  it  P''"^''  ^J  •*'*  ""''^^  •^"^''d  waanotthemero 
should  be  appropriated  to  the  benefit  of  "^"ament  of  the  metropolis,  but  that  bis 
those  places.  And  yet  now,  after  all  that  P™!"*?  ""  '""P'?  "  constitute  a  fund 
bad  passed,  hli  hon.  Friend  came  and  aaid,  '"  P""'*  improvements,  which  could  not 
that  under  the  circumstances  he  should  ^^  appropriated  without  the  sanction  of 
oppose  the  tsx  being  imposed  at  sJI.  |  ^^V'ri"!.'    '"''  "hen  h«  noble  Fnend 

Mr.Mailerman  said,  in  explanation. '  "''•^  ?''««'>"»"  ^«  l"™  "PP^P""^ '.''" 
that  he  had  said  in  the  Committee  that  if  '""?•  ^*  ""  a«irous  expressly  to  provide 
the  Ux  was  to  be  carried,  the  city  of  Lon-  *"? ''  »*'?  ""=""8  "f  promoting  the  health 
don  would  expect  a  portion  of  it  of  course,    ""f.  «"?^''"  °'  ^^°«  districts  of  the  metro- 

Vi««,uBt  Ewicft  said,  that  thi.  bill  W"  "here,  from  the  crowded  state  of  the 
would  lax  the  consumer*  of  coal  in  the  ''"''^'"P'  «"?.  dwellmg- houses,  thera  wa. 
valley  of  the  Thames,  in  order  to  make  '*'*  «"""'  '"''"''7  *"*  ^'*^\  ?' '"*" 
improvements  in  which  they  had  no  inte-  y^^rs  very  general  attention  had  b«.n 
rest  whatever.  He  knew  the  condition  of  «ll«i  to  this  Lmportanl  subject.  He  (b.r 
ik.  i.k»...;„.  _i...—  ;-  .u„.  Ai  ■  ;-.  .  J  "•  Peel)  would  confine  himself  now  to  the 
.  the  labouring  classes  in  that  disirict,  and  ;.         i  .     i  ■    ■  _,    .^ 

he  was  aware  that  m  Staines,  and  Datchet, 
and  Windsor,  the  high  price  of  coals  was 
a  serious  evil  to  the  working  classes. 
When  he  looked  to  the  condition  of  the 

woikine  classes  in  that  drsirici,  as  com-      ^  /  ;  .  i-      n    o     .l 

J     ',1.  .u  J-.-        ( .u       _      1         ofthosepartsofihemetropo  IS.  Dr.South- 

pared  with  the  condition  of  the  same  c  ass  j  c    -.i.  .i  _        r  _    ^  .  i     . 

f    . .  .  wood  Smith,  a  geniieman  of  great  talent 

perience,  had  directed  his  atiention 
illy  observed 
its  seve- 
ral districts.     He  had  attended  fur  many 
years  at  the  Fever  Hospital,  and  observed : 
"The  records  of  the  London  Fever  Hospi* 
III  prove,  unhappily,  that  ihere  are  certain  lo- 
caUties  in  the  metropolis  and  ili  viciniiy  which 
are  the  constant  seals  of  Fever,  from  which  this 
disease  is  never  absent,  although  it  may  be 
found  to  prevuil  less  exienaively  ind  with  less 
severity  in  some  years  and  tome  laaions  than 
in  athers,  but  still  in  which  it  is  iocessantly 
iltiDg  it*  ravages.'' 


metropolis,  and  to  the  particular  parts  of 
it,  the  salubrity  of  which  it  was  proposed 
to  promote  ;  and,  in  so  doing,  he  felt  it  hit 
duty  to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
to  specific  facts,  connected  with  the  state 


in  his  native  county,  ha  could  not 

remarking  the  inferiority  of  the  condition    .    ,.  -    "  u-     ..  ai.~a    »  i 

,.,,■?  ,      '    .      ,         ,,        ,    to  this  subject,  Bnd  had  personal 

of  the  labouring  cldsses  in  the  valley  of    ,.  .-,•'       ,  ,.     _  T       i- 

.,     ~.  ^  ,        „  -,       ,  i'^     .    the  condition  of  the  metropos 

the  Thames,  and  he  attributed  much  of  ,,,  ^i.,,;^,.  „„  ^,,,  „„^„^_, 
that  to  the  puce  of  fuel ;  he  was,  there- 
fore, opposed  to  this  tax  upon  coal  for  a 
purpose  in  which  a  great  number  of  the 
consumers  had  no  interest.  Another  ob- 
jection to  the  tax,  was  its  indirect  operation 
as  regarded  the  p')or  man,  who  in  conse- 
quence of  buying  his  coal  in  small  quan- 
tities, would  be  obliged  to  pay  twopence 
instead  of  a  penny  a  ton  as  a  tax.  It 
would   be  highly  desirable  to  expend  a 

considerable  outlay  in  improving  localities .  The  work  from  which  the  right 
VOL.LXXX1I.    {ISi^}  R 
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roaet  quoted  then  went  on  to  ttate  that 
th«  Kuthor't  eiperience,  during  ibe  pre* 
Mat  year,  afTorded  a  vetiGcaiian  or  Die 
Gorrecinett  of  thete  iiatementi.  The 
metropuliihad  been  rliited  by  an  epidemic, 
whicb  wu  atiU  raging,  but  which  did  not 
prevail  in  e*ery  part  of  London  ;  nor  did 
it  prevail  e*en  in  every  fever  dittrict;  for 
(here  were  diitricti  ia  ihii  town  known  by 
(hat  nama.  The  author  waa  ailced  why 
he  called  theae  diitricli  by  that  name  ;  to 
which  the  reply  wag,  that — 

"There  are  many  distrids  in  which  fever  U 
■Iwayi  M  prevalent  thil  the  localities  in  ques- 
tioD  nay  be  regarded  ai  the  ordinary  leati  of 
that  di*eaie." 
Farlhei  on  it  was  ataled,  that — 

"  From  the  commencement  of  January  to 
April  in  the  present  year,  we  have  actually  re- 
ceired  into  the  wards  at  the  hospital  five  hun- 
dred fever  patienK,  and  during  a  considerable 
portion  of  thai  time  applications  foradmissioti 
have  beeo  refutGd,  at  the  rate  oF  ihiny  or  forty 
a  day,  in  coniequesce  of  there  heing  no  ac- 
commodation for  them,'' 
And  again-— 

"  In  tome  districts  there  ii  hardly  a  single 
house  in  which  fever  has  not  prevailed, 
and  in  some  cases  hardly  a  tingle  room  in 
a  house  in  which  it  was  not  to  be  found.  I 
have  observed  this  in  particular  to  be  the  case 
in  certain  localities  about  Bethoat-green." 

Now  the  abject  of  (he  preieot  measare 
was  to  provide  i  fond  (or  the  purpose  of 
con nterac ting,  aod,  if  poasible,  wholly  re- 
moving these  evils.  A  Committee  had 
auggealed  (hat  the  belt  mode  of  ao  doing 
waa  to  put  a  duly  apon  coal.  The  noble 
Lord  Buggeated  a  las  apon  property,  oa 
the  property  of  those  who  would  be  bene- 
fited by  the  contemplated  improvemenli. 
That  certainly  appeared,  at  first  sight, 
both  judicious  and  rational.  Nothing, 
however,  was  more  difficult,  when  they 
came  practically  to  deal  with  the  question, 
than  to  aay  precisely  who  were  the  parlies 
so  beneliied.  If  they  could  tell  him  who 
were  the  parties  who  would  be  benefited 
by  improvemenis  auch  as  contemplated  in 
Betbual-green  and  Whitcchapel,  and  en- 
able him  to  appottioa  properly  and  equi- 
lably  those  burdens  which,  on  account  oT 
the  benefiia  which  would  accrue  lo  their 
property  from  improvements,  they  would 
be  liable  lo  bear,  he  would  willingly  wave 
the  proposition  now  before  the  House, 
and  adopt  the  auggCiition  which  had  been 
made.  The  improvemeots  contemplated 
would  be  beneficial  to  aevetal  districts,  not 
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only  in  %  healthful  but  slao  in  n  morKi 
point  of  view.  The  Government,  there- 
fore, proposed— having  no  other  means  at 
piesent  at  command  liable  to  lesi  objec- 
tion— to  continue  for  a  definite  period  the 
(aa  of  one  penny  a  Ion  upon  coals,  a  tax 
which  was  now  in  existence.  When  It  be- 
came a  question,  when  there  was  a  duty 
already  eaisling  of  thirteen  pence  ■  ton, 
and  which  was  to  endure  until  the  year 
1863,  nith  the  eiccplion  of  a  penny  a  ton 
of  that  duty,  which  was  about  to  expire, 
what  was  to  be  done  with  that  amall  duly 
so  about  to  expire;  the  Government  pro- 
posed that  the  penny  a  ton  should  be  cod. 
tinued  for  the  same  period  as  the  other 
tielve-pence,  in  order  that — the  twelve- 
pence  being  applied  toother  purposes — 
the  additional  penny  might  be  appropri- 
ated, not  to  the  puiposesof  the  Govern- 
ment, but  for  the  purpose  of  consiituting 
a  fund  from  which  the  districts  of  the 
metropolis,  called  the  fever  districts, should 
be  supplied  with  the  means  of  oeeessary 
and  permanent  improvement.  Looking  at 
the  parlies  to  be  benefited,  looking  at  the 
evils  under  which  these  parties  now  tuf- 
fered,  at  the  fevers  and  other  diseaKB 
which  existed  amongst  them,  and  con- 
trasting ihese  sufferings  with  the  absolate 
good  which  would  arise  from  giving,  for  a 
certain  number  of  years,  such  a  sum  at 
11,000^  a  year  to  form  a  fund  for  the  mili- 
gallon  of  the  evils  alluded  to,  he  could 
not  but  think  that  the  actual  practical  phy- 
sical good  which  would  accrue  from  such 
ao  apprnpriation  would  greatly  predomi- 
nate nver  all  the  objections  to  the  tax. 
Those  were  ibe  grounds  on  which  he  gave 
his  cordial  support  to  the  Motion  of  hii 
noble  Friend. 

Mr,  Alderman  Humpkert/  would  not 
have  said  one  word,  had  it  doi  been  for 
the  fallacy  of  the  noble  Lord'a  proposition, 
when  he  aaid  that  the  poor  were  to  be 
benefited  bv  the  penny  tax  being  taken 
off.  He  would  like  to  know  if  the  taking 
off  the  duly  would  reduce  the  price  of 
coals  to  the  poor?  Now,  by  every  im- 
provement which  took  place  in  London 
the  poor  received  a  positive  benefit.  Aa 
one  instance  of  this,  he  would  like  the 
noble  Lord  to  see  the  number  of  those 
employed  in  the  manufacture  of  bricks, 
called  for  by  the  various  impTOvemeoti  at 
present  in  progress.  As  lo  the  benefit 
which  it  wet  said  the  poor  would  derive 
from  the  abolition  oT  the  tax  of  an  addi- 
tional penny  a  Ion  on  coals,  be  would  like 
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to  koow  how  maoy  poor  families  consiiined 
more  tbaa  one  ton  a  year  ?  In  (hat  case 
(he  laving  to  each  ramily  would  ba  a 
peony  a  year. 

Mr.  Hawet  said,  that  all  parties  were 
■greed  that  this  wai  in  iiself  a  bad  lax. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said,  that  it  was 
extremely  difficult  (o  suggeit  any  oiher 
tax  as  a  subititute  Tor  it,  and  bi  the  Go- 
Ternmeiitvrere  ansious  (hat  great  sanatory 
beneRts  should  be  conferred  upon  certain 
districts,  they  were  reduced  to  the  neces- 
sity of  continuing  this  lax.  He,  however, 
wished  to  know  if  the  Commission  had 
ever  seriously  inquired  wheiher  a  subiti' 
tute  could  or  could  not  be  found  ?  So  far 
as  he  had  learnl,  he  believed  ihey  bad  not. 
It  was  worthy  of  remark,  that  upon  that 
Commission  were  few  persons  connected 
with  the  metropolis.  Nor  was  he  ready 
%u  believe  that  the  residents  of  the  metro- 
polis would  not  consent  to  the  imposition 
of  some  o(her  lax  as  a  substitute  for  this, 
for  the  purposeofaffordingafund  by  which 
to  effect  improvements.  A  great  deal  had 
been  said  about  the  price  of  coal.  As  far 
as  the  price  was  concerned,  much  effect 
might  not  be  produced,  either  one  way  or 
other,  by  the  remission  of  the  duty.  He 
objected  to  the  coaiintianc^  of  (his  tax, 
because  he  believed  that  a  litile  more  in- 
vestigation would  have  led  (o  the  dis. 
covery  of  a  belter  source  of  taxation,  for 
the  purposes  contemplated — a  source  free 
from  the  objeciiooi  which  were  chargeable 
upon  this  lax;  and  wliich,  if  it  pressed 
heavily  upon  individuals,  would  fail  upon 
the  rich  and  not  upon  the  poor ;  whereas 
the  coal-lax  was  distinctly  a  lax  pressing 
upon  the  poor  for  the  benefit  of  properly, 
wherever  it*  proceeds  were  to  be  expended 
in  improvements. 

Sir  Charltt  Lemon  was  understood  to 
say,    that    the    Committee    did    inqui 
wliether  a  substitute  could  not  be  di 
covered  for  the  present  tax,  but  had  come 
to  the  concluiion  that  such  could  oc 

Mr,  Hatt  regretted  that  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Earl  of  Lincoln)  had  come  fort 
as  the  advocate  of  such  a  measure  as 
It  was  a  proposition  for  laying  a  tax  t 
the  poorer  classes,  in  opposition  to  every 
principle  of  sound  policy.  He  objected  lo 
ihepriocipleof  the  lax— not lo  its  amount: 
but  the  question  of  principle  had  been 
altogether  abandoned  by  the  noble  Lord. 
Already  the  amount  of  taxation  to  be  paid 
by  coal  coming  from  tbe  uoith  of  England 


was  disgraceful  to  the  legislation  of  Ibe 
country,  and  the  noble  Lord  would  gain 
but  little  credit  from  attempting  to  in- 
crease iL  He  trusted  (he  House  would, 
notwithstanding  ihe  confidence  which  the 
noble  Lord  reposed  in  his  majority,  after 
tbe  discussion  which  had  now  laken  place, 
rally  round  sound  principle,  and  defeat 
the  Government. 

The  Gommitlee  divided  on  the  Ques- 
tion, that  the  words  be  inserted :— Ayes 
69 :  Noes  42  :  Majority  27. 

Remaining  rlansea  agreed  (o. 

House  relumed.  Report  to  be  re- 
ceived. 

Poon  LawAuendMbnt  (ycOTLAND).J 
House  in  Committee  on  the  Poor  Law 
Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill. 

Clauses  lo  64  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  f>5,  which  enacts  that  all  as- 
sessments imposed  for  tbe  relief  of  the 
poor  shdll  be  applicable  to  tbe  relief  of 
occasional  as  well  as  permanent  poor ; 
provided  always,  that  nothing  therein 
contained  shall  be  held  ID  confer  n  right 
to  demand  relief  on  able-bodied  persons 
out  of  employment, 

Mr.  Haslie  inquired,  whether  there  was 
not  a  decision  of  (he  Sco[cb  courts  that 
the  able-bodied  poor  were  entitled  to  re- 
lief? 

The  Zorcf  Advocate  observed  that  there 
was  such  a  decision  ;  but  still  the  pre- 
vailing opinion  was,  ihal  able-bodied  per- 
sons were  not  now  entitled  la  relief  by 
law.  The  present  Bill  would  leave  the 
law  as  it  now  was. 

Mr.  Aglionby  thought  it  a  great  evil  to 
leave  Ihe  law  in  duubt ;  and  the  weak,  im- 
potent, and  deslrtuie,  ought  not  to  be  ihe 
only  ohjects  of  the  Bill,  if  the  able-bodied 
could  not  gel  work.  The  word  "occa- 
sional "  would  not  include  them  ;  for  that 
only  designated  cases  of  temporary  sick- 
ness and  the  like,  as  opposed  to  "  per- 
manent "  poor.  Let  the  workhouse  test  or 
anyother  beappljed  i  but  the  able-bodied 
poor,  when  out  of  work,  must  not  starve. 

Mr.  Pringle  said,  there  was  no  wish  in 
ScDiland  lo  have  the  present  system 
changed.  Able-bodied  poor  out  of  work 
must  go  elsewhere  to  find  it ;  by  law  the 
pariah  could  not,  however  willing,  relieve 
them.  If  it  were  done,  it  would  change 
Ihe  whole  habits  of  the  people,  and  the 
Bill  would  be  a  perfect  nuisance;  and  in 
some  places  the  people  would  live  lo  a 
State  of  idleness.  ^  , 
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Mr.  Borlhtoick  was  sure  the  workhouBe 
t«>t  would  not  Biiit  Scotland  ;  it  was  only 
calculated  to  destroy  the  iadependeoce  of 
the  people.  The  able-bodied  poor  were  uot 
now  eatiiled  to  relief  in  the  sense  in  which 
other  poor  were;  but  it  was  ueitber  the 
law  nor  the  practice  in  Scotland  to  exclude 
them  from  all  relief  when  starving.  The 
beat  way  would  ba  to  move  the  omission  of 
the  proviso. 

Mr.  Ewart  thought  the  law,  beiog  am- 
biguous, ought  to  be  settled  by  this  Act ; 
but  the  preseot  clause  seemed  to  exclude 
able-bodied  poor  from  relief,  even  when 
only  occasionally  destitute. 

Mr.  S.  Crawford  agreed  that  the  proviso 
had  heltfr  be  excluded.  If  the  able- 
bodied  poor  had  a  right  to  relief,  it  ought 
not  to  be  taken  awa^,  particularly  when 
the  clearance  svstem  had  been  prevailing, 
as  It  had  been  proved  to  be,  in  aome  parts 
of  Scotland. 

Mr.  Ewart  moved  that  the  proviso — 

"That   nothing   hersin  contained  shall  be 
held  to  confer  a   right  to  demand  relief  oo 
■bla-bodied  persons  out  of  employment " — 
be  omitted. 

Mr.  Hattie  said,  that  in  Paisley  tbenu- 
thoriiiea  had  had  the  greatest  possible  dif- 
ficulty in  keeping  the  public  peace  in  liroea 
of  distress,  when  they  were  tiud  that  by  the 
law  in  England  no  man  could  be  allowed 
to  starve,  and  when  they  had  an  impres- 
sion that  under  the  law  of  Scotland  they 
had  a  legal  right  to  demand  relief.  He 
called  upon  the  Government  in  this  clause 
to  determine  whether  the  able  bodied 
should  or  should  not  have  the  right. 

Mr.  Bortkwick  said,  that  by  the  law  of 
1579  in  Scotland,  as  by  the  law  of  the 
same  year  in  England,  the  able-bodied  poor 
were  to  be  provided  with  work,  and  the 
proviso  in  this  clause  would  do  away  wilh 
the  old  law. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  clause: — Ayes  73;  Noes 
21 ;  Majority  52. 

Mr.  ^aiiie  moved  the  following  pro- 
viso:— 

"Provided  neverlheleH,  that  it  shall  be 
lawful  Tor  (he  Parochial  Board  of  every 
parish,  or  combination  of  parishes,  lo  allow 
out  of  ihe  fund)  raised  by  ssiessment  or 
otherwise  for  the  relief  of  ihe  paor  there- 
of, such  relief  to  able-bodied  persons  wiih- 
in  such  parishes  or  combination  of  pa- 
rishes as  ihe  Board  rosy  deem  necessary,  dur- 
ing theexiiience  ofiemparary  disiress,arising 
from  the  inabiliiy  of  such  person  lo  obtain 


roployment  j 

ief  10  the  able 


J  Provided  always,  that  fnch  re- 
10  ihe  able-bodied   has  the  approbation  of 
Ihe  Board  of  Supervision." 

The  Lord  Advocate  a&id, he  must  oppose 
this  clause  upon  the  same  grounds  as  the 
prerious  proposition.  If  it  were  dangerous 
to  introduce  the  principle  of  able-bodied 
relief,  under  particular  circumstances,  into 
counties,  it  was  equally  so  as  regarded 

After  a  few  words  from  Mr.  Ross  and 
Mr.  Baine,  in  support  of  the  clause. 

The  Comroitiee  again  divided  on  the 
QueaiioD  that  the  clause  be  added  :— Ayes 
31 ;  Noes  67  :  Majority  36. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  71, 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  moved  (o  tx- 
puoge  the  proviso  at  the  end  of  the  clause, 
enacting— 

"  Thai  it  shall  not  be  competent  for  any 
Court  ofLawlo  enierlajo  or  decide  any  action 
relative  to  Ihe  amount  of  relief  granted  by 
parochial  Boards,  unless  the  Board  of  Super- 
vision shall  previously  have  declared  that 
there  is  a  just  cause  of  aciioa,  as  hereinbe- 
fore provided." 

The  bon.  Member  said  he  could  not 
consent  to  create  any  obstacle  to  the 
poor  man  obtaining  relief  by  appealing  ta 
ihe  higher  court  uf  justice ;  and  be  must, 
therefore,  press  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  P.  M.  Stewart  hoped  that  some 
explanation  from  ihe  proper  quarter  would 
be  given  of  this  anomalous  clause.  It 
was  unconsliiulional  in  principle,  and  its 
operation  would  be  moat  unfair  aad  unjust 
to  Ihe  poor. 

The  Lord  Advocate  said,  the  clause  was 
one  which  would  confer  the  greatest  possi- 
ble benefit  on  the  poor  of  Scotland.  It 
would  take  them  out  of  ihe  hands  of  those 
professional  persons  who  hsd  their  in- 
terests under  iheir  control  at  present;  it 
would  relieve  them  from  the  tedium  and 
risk  of  lawsuits,  and  would  save  the  parish 
funds  fortbeielier  of  pauperism.  The  case 
stood  thus  at  present  :  if  the  parochial 
board  should  not  listen  to  the  pauper'sap- 
plication  for  relief,  he  could  go  to  the 
Supreme  Court,  and  he  could   pet  relief 

■  here,  because,  being  a  pauper,  he  could 
sue  in  formS  pauperis ;  but  in  order  so  to 

■  ue,  he  must  obtain  a  certilicaie  from  % 
body  of  proresiional  persona,  who,  by  the 
practice  of  the  court,  were  appointed  lo 
invesligate  the  matter,  and  report  whether 
ihe  party  applying  had  a  good  case  or  not. 
Then,  having  got  their  certificate,  he  could 
go  before  the  court ;  but  he  might  be  Ibeis 
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many  lonir  jeart.  What  did  this  clause 
give  him?  Ir  enacted  tbat,  if  ilie  paro- 
chial board  should  not  have  given  ihe 
pauper  what  he  thought  adequale  t«lier, 
iDSiead  of  remaining  contenl  with  that 
deciiion  (ai  moit  be  done  in  England),  he 
should  be  enabled,  by  ihesimpleit  applica- 
tion—by  a  mere  letier — lo  the  board  of 
■uperviMoo,  lo  call  upon  thein  (o  consider 
bia  case  and  inquire  into  it ;  and  he  (the 
Lord  Advocate)  ventured  to  say  that  a 
board  constiiuled  as  that  would  be,  partly 
of  lawyers  and  partly  of  penoni  not  law. 
yers,  would  be  as  capable  of  saying  whe- 
ther the  pauper  had  a  good  case,  and 
giving  him  a  certiBcate  to  sue  injbrmd 
pauperU,  at  the  lawyers  who  at  present 
reported  to  the  Court  of  Session.  But 
more  than  this,  the  board  of  supervision 
was  empowered  lo  fix  the  amount  of  re- 
lief which  the  pauper  should  receive,  and 
that  amountof  relief  he  would  receive  un- 
less it  were  taken  from  him  by  the  court 
of  law,  and  he  could  get  that  without  ex- 
penteordelay.  Wat  that  no  benefit?  If 
the  mitter  were  carried  inlo  a  court  of  law, 
he  (the  Lord  Advocate)  ventured  to  say, 
Ibai  no  long  time  would  elapse  before  it 
would  befoundihat  the  court  very  seldom 
overthrew  (he  decision  of  the  board  of 
tapervision  in  his  favour,  if  any  parish 
should  have  the  temerity  to  enter  into  liti- 
gation on  the  subjecr. 

Mr.  Aglionby  thought  the  learned  Lord 
Advocate  had  not  answered  the  objection 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  S.  Crawford). 
The  hon.  Member  objected  that  where  the 
board  of  supervision  should  have  refused 
a  certiGcBle,  the  pauper  would  be  barred 
from  suing  in  formd  pauperit,  unless'  he 
obtained  the  ceriificale  of  the  learned  per- 
sons of  whom  the  Lord  Advocate 
spoken,  and  who  would  never  grant  s 
tificate  after  the  refusal  of  the  board.  The 
pauper  would  also  be  barred  of  his  interim 
aliment,  and  it  was  for  these  reasons, 
which  the  learned  Lord  Advocate  had  not 
refuted,  that  the  proviso  appeared  to  him 
(Mr,  Aglionby)  to  be  worse  than  useless. 
To  expunge  it  would  not  lead  (o  litigation 
either  on  the  pari  of  attorneys  or  paupers, 
aod  he  thought  it  ought  not  to  stand  in 
Ibe  Bill. 

Mr.  HastU  nbserved,  that  this  clause 
provided  one  law  for  the  rich,  and  anothi 
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clause,  for  he  believed  that  it  tended  to 
make  this  Bill  one  of  the  most  rruel  Poor 
Laws  that  ever  was  enacted.  The  Bill  it- 
self inflicted  the  greatest  possible  injury 
upon  the  poor  of  Scotland;  and,  looking 
at  this  clauseiand  those  clauses  further 
on  with  regard  to  settlement,  be  feared 
he  had  done  wrong  bithertn  in  giving 
his  support  to  it  at  all.  He  trusted  that 
the  Bill  would  not  be  allowed  to  pass  ihis 
Session,  at  any  rate,  and  he  would  beg  to 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  why  such  a 
roviso  should  be  allowed  to  remain  ? 

The  Committee  divided,  on  the  Question, 
that  the  proviso  stand  part  of  the  clause: 

Ayes  79;  Noes  35  :  Majority  44. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  72, 

"That  from  and  after  Ihe  passing  of  this 
Act,  no  person  shall  be  held  to  have  acquired 
1  leitlementin  any  parish  b;  leiidence,  unless 
iuch  person  shall  have  resided  for  five  years  In 
sucli  parish  : " 

Lord  Duncan  moved  that  the  terra  of 
five  years  should  be  substituted  for  seven 
years. 

The  Commitlee  divided  on  the  Question, 
that  the  word  "  five"  stand  part  of  the 
clause: — Ayes  108;    Noes  6:    Majority 


100. 

The  Committee  again  divided  on  the 
Question,  that  the  word  "continuously" 
be  inserted  afier  the  words  "  five  years"  : 
— Ayes  88  ;  Noes  35  :  Majority  63. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

The  Lord  Advocate  proposed  an  allera- 
lionander  which  the  Irish  were  to  be  ena- 
bled to  obtain  a  settlement  in  Scotland 
after  certain  residence,  end  under  cer- 
tain circumstances.  It  had  been  said  that 
as  the  Scotch  were  allowed  to  obtain  a 
settlement  in  Ireland  without  any  condi- 
tion, the  Irish,  upon  a  principle  of  recipro- 
city, should  have  the  same  benefit  in 
Scotland.  But  (he  share  of  nothing  which 
the  Irish  gave  to  the  Scotch,  was  no  reason 
for  the  share  of  something  which  the  Irish 
claimed  from  them.  But  be  (hat  as  it 
migh',  a  fixed  residence  ought  to  be  de- 
manded from  every  stranger  before  he 
gained  a  setileineni;  and  under  Ihe  Bill, 
at  it  now  stood,  the  Irish  were  treated  in 
the  same  manner  at  other  strangers.  He 
proposed  to  strike  outcertaio  words  of  the 

'ause  in  order  that,  if  a  person  had  been 


for  the  poor.  The  rich  man  could  go  at '  absent  five  years,  without  having  resided 
once  to  the  Court  of  Session,  whilst  that .  say  twelvemonths  out  of  that  period  in  the 
step  wot  denied  In  the  poor  man.  |  parish  ta  which  he  belonged,  liis  right  of 

Mr.   Wakley  could    not   tuppoit  the  '  leltlement  should  not  be  continued. 
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ColoDel  Rawdon  tboughc  the  propoii- 
tioD  or  the  hon.  and  learned  Advocate  wai 
a  fair  ooe.  He  desired  to  lee  the  Irith- 
man  in  Scotland  placed   upon  the  lame 

footing  Bi  the  ScDtctimaa  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  George  Hami/f on  laid, he  thoug;htlbe 
praposilioD  a  fait  one.  It  waa  fairer  than 
the  ipeech,  and  better  than  (he  reasoning, 
of  the  Lord  Advocate;  the  learned  Lord 
had  neither  done  juitice  to  (he  Iriih,  nor 
to  the  adminittralion  of  the  Irish  Poor 
Law.  It  was  quite  true  that  there  was  no 
seltlement  or  right  to  relief  founded  upon 
settlement  in  Ireland;  but  then  it  should 
be  recollected  that  the  want  of  a  «ettle- 
nent  in  Ireland  did  not  preclude  relief — 
aodthe  relief  aSbrded  was  not  an  occasional 
but  a  permanent  relief.  That  relief  was 
afforded  in  Ireland  to  Scotchmen  equally 
alio  Irishmen — destitution  was  there  the 
only  qualiticBlion  for  relief;  and,  practi- 
cally,everif  destitute  person  was  considered 
to  ba?e  a  tight  to  relief,  whatever  country 
he  belonged  to.  Instead,  therefore,  of  there 
being  no  reciprocity,  as  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate had  stated,  the  Srotchmau  in  Ireland 
was  actually  better  off  than  in  Scotland.  I  n 
Scotland  (heScotchmancould  not  claim  re- ' 
lief,  unless  he  had  a  settlement  of  fi' 
years' industrial  residence.  In  Ireland  1 
was  relieved,  without  seltlement,  if  he  wi 
destitute.  The  Irish  system,  therefore,  was 
the  more  liberal  of  the  two — and  Scotchmen 
had  no  reason  to  complain.  At  the  i 
time  he  thought  it  not  unfair  that  a 
stranger,  after  acquiring  a  settlement, 
should  forfeit  it  by  a  long  absence;  and 
he  was,  therefore,  satisfied  with  the  pro- 
position of  Government. 

Viscount  iJuncan  observed,  that  in 
England  the  law  of  settlement  was  very 
stringent;  that  in  Ireland  there  was  no 
law  of  settlement ;  and  be  now  wanted  to 
know  if  it  were  intended  that  five  years' 
residence  in  Scotland  should  constitute  a 
tight  to  relief.  He  would  ask,  were  they 
prepared  to  allow  as  many  as  pleased  of 
the  disabled  Irish  to  establish  themselves 
in  Scotland? 

Viscount  C/enie*i(s  said,  that  a  great  many 
Scotchmen  were  employed  in  Ireland  in 
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Sir  W.  Somerville  hastened  lo  eipreai 
the  satisfaction  with  which  he  witnessed 
the  favourable  change  made  in  the  Bill 
so  far  as  the  natives  of  Ireland  were  con- 
cerned. He  was  quite  certain  that  tha 
tenliment  of  hospitality  whJob  inspired 
that  alteration,  w»  felt,  to  an  equal  if  not 
a  greater  degree,  amongst  his  counlryaKU 
for  strangers.  Indeed,  he  could  quota 
instances  in  which,  amongst  the  appli- 
canis  for  relief  in  a  district  in  the  south 
of  Ireland,  preference  had  been  given  lo 
Sootchmen  over  Irishmen,  purely  from  a 
^nerous  desire  to  relieve  (he  stranger 


•nfidential 
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therefore  no  undue  impediment  should 
be  put  in  the  way  of  the  Irish  acquiring 
settlements  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  Lockhart  thought  ihe  alteration 
introduced  into  the  clause  affecting  the 
Irish  paupers,  merited  the  most  serioui 
attention  of  bon.  Members  opposite. 


flrst. 

Sir/. Af'T'o^^rarf  objected  most  tirungly 
to  the  proposed  ■Iteration  in  the  law  of 
settlement  in  Scotland  as  regarded  the 
Irish.  In  the  district  with  which  he  wai 
connected,  and  which  ha  consequently 
best  knew,  the  Scotch  very  seriously  felt 
their  irruption.  On  looking  at  tha  roll  of 
the  poor  in  his  own  paiith,  he  found  that 
faur-6fths  of  those  receiving  relief  were 
Irish.  The  influx  was  principally  froo) 
Donaghadee  to  Porlpatrtck.  One  day, 
when  he  was  croising  over  from  Ireland 
lo  the  latter  port,  he  said  to  an  Irish 
labourer,  who  was  a  passenger  in  the 
same  vessel,  "  Well,  Pat,  and  what  takes 
yuQ  to  Scotland?"  "Oh,  an  sure  your 
Honour,"  replied  the  fellow,  "it  i>  not 
want,  for  we're  plenty  of  that  at  home." 
He    objected    to  any  alteration   in  the 

Colonel  Rawdon  said,  that  after  the 
alteration  made  by  the  learned  Lord 
Advocate,  he  should  certainly  not  persist 
in  bringing  forward  the  Amendment  of 
which  he  had  given  notice. 

Mr.  P.  M.  Stewart  approved  of  tha 
alterations  proposed  by  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate. He  thought  that  after  five  years' 
industrial  labour,  a  man  earned  a  right  to 
setilemeni;  and  he  believed,  ibat  if  the 
law  was  properly  observed  by  residents  in 
Scotland,  they  would  have  none  bat  use< 
ful  Irishmen  in  that  country. 

Mr.  G.  Craig  complained,  that  tha  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill  should  be  abandoned 
in  (his  wholesale  way.  He  must  say,  he 
thought  the  Scotch  Members  were  not 
treated  with  proper  respect,  when  impor- 
tant alterations  were  introduced  of  woich 
they  bad  received  no  intimalion. 

The  Amendments  proposed  by  the  Lord 
Advocate  were  then  agreed  lo. 

The  Committee  divided,  on  Ihe  Quea- 
lion,  that  Ihe  olauie  as  amended  itaod 
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part  of  (be   Bill: — A  yea 
M  gorily  79. 

Clttuse    agreed   to,     HouM   reiumed. 
Coroiniitee  to  lit  again. 

HouK  adjourned  at  two  o'clock. 


HOUSE   OP  LORDS, 
Tuesday,  July  15,  1845. 

Hnmn.]  Safjinf.— TbgLotdlUnli,  iinalhaDMitbar 
UaPitbe. 

ICOBK  or  ChSHBT) 


SAook  {Sootlud). 


Texants'  Coupbksation  (Ireland) 
BiLL.J  Lord  Stanieif  said,  that  he  would 
hope  to  be  excused  far  the  irregularity  of 
referring  to  anything  that  tank  place  in  a 
Select  Coinmittec  ;  but  at  its  last  meeting 
be  itated,  on  the  part  of  the  GoverDment, 
that  seeing  the  strong  feeling  manifested 
both  in  Committee  and  in  the  House,  it 
was  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
propose  various  and  not  unimportant  modi- 
fications in  the  measure.  From  the  pres- 
sure of  hufiiness  upon  the  Attorney  Geaeral 
for  Ireland,  and  from  raiious  circumitanties, 
there  had  been  great  difficulty  in  engraft- 
ing such  Ainendmenta  on  the  Bill;  and 
though  he  (Lord  Stanley)  did  not  give  up 
the  hope  of  presenting  the  Bill  in  the  pre- 
sent Session,  as  amended  by  the  Committee, 
yet  looking  to  the  state  of  the  Seasian,  and 
the  oppositian  to  be  expected,  he  thought 
it  fair  to  noble  Lords  concerned  upon  the 
subject  to  aaj,  that  he  did  not  intend,  upon 
that  BUI,  in  the  course  of  the  pie«ent  Se»< 
aioa,  to  take  the  opinion  of  the  House  as 
to  any  further  step. 


tody,  stating  that  since  the  pablication  of 
the  Report  of  the  Committee  before  which 
Mr.  Baker  gave  evidence,  the  petitioner 
bad  suffered  in  his  trade  and  character  by 
the  circulation  of  that  Report;  that  pro* 
ceedings  in  a  criminal  court  were  at  that 
time  pending  in  relation  to  the  matter  to 
which  Mr.  ^ker's  testimony  referred,  and 
Mr.  Baker  was  afterwards  examined  as  a 
witness  in  those  proceedings,  hut  never  at> 
tempted  to  prove  what  he  had  stated  before 
the  Committee ;  that    the  statement  was 
false  and  untrue ;  and  the  petitioner  trusted 
the  House  would  be  graciously  pleased  to 
make  some  allowance  for  his  feelings  being 
so  wounded  ;   that  he  would  not  have  taken 
the  present  proceedings,   if  he   had   been 
aware  of  their  being  a  breach  of  privilege, 
id  he  had  accordingly  instructed  his  soli- 
citor to  withdraw  the  action  ;  and  the  peti- 
iner  humbly  expressed  his  extreme  regret 
having  committed  a  breach  of  privilege, 
and  hoped  the  House  would  he  graciously 
pleased  to  pardon  the  offence  he  'had  so 
unintentionally    committed.      The    noble 
and  learned  Lord  added,  that  it  was  impofr. 
express  greater  contrition  for  the 
grave  and  inexpiable  ofienca  of  having  re- 
sorted to  the  law  of  the  land.     It  was  not 
known  by  the  petitioner  to  be  a  crime  j  it 
only  to  Parliament ;  it  had 
never  been  promul^ted  in  any  law.     He 
lOved   that  John  Harlow   be  discharged 
jt  of  custody  on  payment  of  his  fees ;  for 
I,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  it  must  be. 
The  Zrfmf  Choncelirr,  on  the  facts  stated 
I  the  petition,  was  willing  to  accede  to 
the   Motion.     As  the   noble  and  learned 
Lord  was  not  acting  as  counsel  for  thia 
person,  the  latter  must  not  be  held  an- 
swerable for  what  he  had  said. 

Lord  Campbell  thought  it  would  not  be 
exactly  fair  to  the  petitioner  to  make  him 
answerable  for  the  sarrasms  of  hia  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  and  he  should,  there- 
re,  concur  in  the  Motion. 
The  said  John  Harlow  was  then  brought 
the  b-jr,  and  reprimanded  in  the  follow 
(terms  by 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  You  have  been 
^en  into  custody  for  a  breach  of  the  ac- 
owledged  privileges  of  this   House,  in 
bringing  an  action  against  Thomas  Baker, 
for  words  which  he  spoke  in  the  course  of 
giving  evidence  before  one  of  the  Commit- 
tees of  this  House.     For  that  offence  you 
been  committed  to    custody.     You 
have  presented  a  petition  in  which   you 


PntvibEaB.^  Lord  Brougham  presented    have  expressed  your  contrition,  and  you 
•  petition  from  John  Harlow,  now  in  cus-  I  have  also  stated  that  you  have  given  orden 
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toduconUnuetheaction.  Tbetr  Lordihipi 
are  dispoted  to  deal  leniently  vitb  yoa, 
and  have,  therefore,  ortlered  that  you  be 
diflchai^ed  out  of  custody  on  paying  your 
feei. 

Then  he  wat  taken  from  the  bar. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  that,  after  the  re- 
buke which  be  had  received  from  bia  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  junior  law  Lord, 
and  almoBt  the  junior  Peer  in  thut  Home, 
he  thould  lake  care  not  to  fall  into  the 
■ams  error  again  ;  for  he  might,  peradven- 
ture,  be  committed  himself  for  a  breach  of 
thcwe  privileges  whkh  were  so  notorious 
to-night,  but  which  were  stated  to  be  un- 
known yeslerday-  He  begged  now  to  pre- 
■ent  a  petition  from  Peter  Taite  Harbin, 
the  attorney  who  had  brought  the  action, 
ataiing  that  be  had  lubmitted  the  case  to  a 
gentlnnan  of  great  legal  acquirements,  and 
by  his  advice  had  commenced  the  action ; 
that  he  was  not  aware  that  he  had  com* 
mitted  a  breach  of  privilege ;  that  be  re- 
grett^  the  course  which  be  had  taken, 
and  had  now  abandoned  the  proceedings; 
he  hoped,  therefore,  that  their  Lordships 
would  pardon  the  ofieace  which  be  had  un- 
inlentionally  committed,  and  order  his  dis- 
chaigeout  (rf'custody.  He  (Lord  Brougham] 
begged,  therefore,  to  move  that  the  peti- 
tioner be  discharged  upon  payment  of  his 
fees.  He  did  not  move  that  they  should 
take  the  learned  counsel  into  custody  who 
was  accessory  before  the  fact,  and  who  had 
certainly  been  guilty  of  as  great  a  breach 
of  privilege  as  the  petitioner ;  but  their 
Lonlships  would  consult  their  interests  by 
leavinjt  him  alone. 

Lord  CompieU  thought  enough  had  been 
done  for  the  public  good ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  hia  noble  and  learned  Friend  (Lord 
Brougham),  who  felt  so  warmly  on  the 
subject,  would  pay  the  fees  both  of  the 
attorney  and  the  tobacconist. 

Lord  Brougham  :  I  think  I  have  done 
quite  enough  for  the  privileges  of  this 
House,  in  keeping  my  gravity  during  the 
operation  which  has  lately  been  performed. 

The  said  Peter  Taite  Harbin  was  then 
brought  to  the  bar,  and  reprimanded  in  the 
following  terms  by 

The  Lord  Chancellor :  You  have  been 
taken  into  custody  for  ■  breach  of  the 
acknowledged  privileges  of  this  House. 
There  are  circumstances  which  would 
have  led  me  to  EUppow  that  you  had 
advisedly  committed  this  offtince.  I 
will  not,  however,  take  upon  mynelf  to 
■ay  that  you  have  done  so,  for  you  have 
Stated  yourself  that  you  did  it  in  ignorance, 


and  have  exprened  your  contrition  for  the 
oSence.  You  have  also  stated  that  you 
will  discontinue  the  action,  and  their  Lord* 
ships  are  of  opinion  that  you  ought  to  be 
discharged  on  paying  your  fees. 

Then  he  was  taken  from  the  bar. 

Lord  Campbell  gave  notice  that  he 
would,  early  next  Session,  unless  the  Go- 
vernment or  some  Peer  entitled  to  more 
weight  than  himself — being  the  junior  law 
Lord  and  junior  Peer  in  the  House— did  it 
before,  introduce  a  Bill  to  enable  their 
Lordships,  and  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, when  an  action  was  brought  in  vio- 
lation of  their  privileges,  to  stay  such  ac- 
tion in  the  same  manner  as  actions  wero 
now  stayed  when  they  were  brought  for 
publishing  Papers  under  the  orders  of  their 
LArdshifiB'  Honse.  Such  a  measure  would 
give  them  the  power  which  the  Court  of 
Chancery  now  had  to  stay  proceedings. 

Spahish  Colonial  Suoab.^  The  Earl 
of  Clarendon ;  In  calling  the  attention  of 
your  Lordships  to  the  correspondence  which 
has  recently  been  laid  upon  the  Table,  and 
in  asking  your  Lordships  to  agree  to  the 
Reaolution  which  I  shall  have  the  honour 
to  propose,  1  trust  I  need  not  assure  the 
House  that  I  am  actuated  by  no  party  mo- 
tive. Indeed,  I  em  sure  that  my  noble 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
A&irs,  will  do  me  the  justice  to  believe 
that  no  consideration  whatever  could  in- 
duce me  to  treat  of  our  relations  with  other 
countries  in  the  spirit  of  a  partisan  ;  for, 
with  respect  to  foreign  afiiiirs,  I  hold  that 
our  own  domestic  differences  should  always 
be  laid  aside,  because  we  have  all,  be  our 
political  opinions  what  they  may,  a  com- 
mon interest  in  eihibiting  ourselves  to 
the  world  united,  and  in  an  atdtude  to 
command  respect ;  and  we  are  all  equally 
concerned  in  advancing  the  interests,  and, 
above  everything,  in  upholding  the  dignity, 
and  maintaining  unsullied  the  honour  and 
good  faith  of  our  country.  Oiffiirences  of 
opinion  will  of  course  arise  as  to  the  meant 
by  which  these  great  national  objects  may 
be  most  effectually  secured ;  but  they  should 
always  be  approached  with  the  caution  be- 
fitting their  importance,  and  be  discussed, 
not  in  the  spirit  of  party,  but  in  the  spirit 
of  men  having  a  common  purpose  and  a 
common  interest  in  view.  Such  bein<;  my 
opinion,  and  feeling  confidence,  as  I  do,  in 
the  juRt  and  honourable  character  of  my 
noble  Friend,  your  Lordships  will  readily 
believe  that  a  painful  sense  of  duty  alone 
could  hare  induced  me  to  call  your  atten- 
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tion  to  tb«  aurreBpondeDce  which  has 
lately  laken  place  between  my  noble  Friend 
and  the  Spanish  Minister;  involving,  as  I 
think  it  does,  a  question  of  national  faith, 
and  requiring,  as  I  am  sure  it  does,  some 
further  explanation,  not  alone  for  oar  own 
satiaraclion,  hut  in  order  to  prove  to  the 
world  that  your  Lordships,  as  well  as  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  are  scrupulously 
mindful  of  the  intemalional  duties  of  the 
country,  and  that  no  interested  motives  nor 
kppiehended  saerifices  could,  fur  one  mo- 
ment, make  us  hesitate  to  recognise  the  so- 
lemn obligations  of  a  Treaty  j  lor  I  need  not 
remind  your  Lordships,  that  by  aTreaty  the 
honour  of  a  country  is  deliberately  pledged, 
and  that,  as  the  engagementsof  aTreaty  im- 
pose on  the  one  hand  a  perfect  obligalion, 
■o  they  produce  on  the  other  a  perfect 
right  The  breach  of  a  Treaty  is,  therefore, 
a  violation  of  the  perfect  right  of  the  party 
with  whom  we  have  contracted,  and  is  as 
evidently  an  act  of  injustice  as  to  rob  a 
man  of  his  property.  Treaties  are 
only  means  by  which  we  can  provide  for 
international  objects,  and  secure  protection 
for  the  subjects,  and  advantages  for  the 
commerce  of  our  country;  and  considering 
OUT  extended  relations  in  every  part  of  the 
world,  it  is  evident  that  no  country 
equally  interested  with  our  own — setting 
aside  the  duty  which  honour  imposes — in 
maintuuinff  inviolate  the  obligations  of  a 
Treaty.  It  may  suit  other  Governments, 
whose  ways  are  not  always  those  of  justice 
^nd  integrity — and  I  could  name  instances 
•—to  evade  such  obligatinns  when  they  find 
them  onerous,  and  to  defend  themselves  by 
sophistry  and  casuistical  arguments,  by 
which  they  deceive  nobody,  and  least  of  all 
themselves;  but  such  a  course  is  not  suii 
lo  us — our  national  character  is  placed 
too  high  an  eminence — our  honour  is  too 
unnullied— OUT  good  faith  in  all  our  deal- 
ings is  too  universally  acknowledged  for  us 
to  tolerate  the  suspicion  even,  that  either 
because  we  are  dealing  with  a  Power  from 
whom  we  have  nothing  to  fear,  or  because 
the  consequences  may  be  injurious  to  our- 
selves, we  are  about  to  evade  the  perform- 
ance of  a  promise  which,  with  reference 
either  lo  its  letter  or  its  spirit,  we  are  in 
duty  hound  to  fulfil.  I  will  not  affirm 
that  such  has  been  our  conduct ;  but  I  do 
say  that  the  answer  of  my  noble  Friend  is, 
to  my  mind,  neither  satisfactory  nor  con- 
clusive to  a  claim  which,  as  I  read  the 
Treaties,  appears  to  me  perfectly  unques- 
tionable. The  Duke  of  Sotomayor,  the 
Spanish  Minister,  in  a  decorous  and  welt- 
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argued  ni.'ei  claims,  under  the  existing 
Treaties  between  the  two  countries,  that 
thesugarsof  Cuba  and  Puerto  Rico  should 
be  admitted  to  the  same  advantages  as  the 
sugars  of  the  United  States  and  Venexuelo. 
The  Duke  of  Sotomayor  says — 

These  Treaties  have  not  only  nlwayi  been 
faithfully  observed  on  the  part  of  Spain,  but 
the  moil  ravoDrable  construction  has  always 
been  jiut  upon  English  claims,  reliauce  being 
'"  '  ~~  just  reciprocity,  na  the  necessary  con- 
of  the  validity  and  consistency  of  those 
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And  here  I  must  bear  testimony  to  the  per- 
fect correctness  of  this  assertion  ;  for  I  my- 
self, when  at  Madrid,  bad  occasion  to  plead 
these  Treaties  in  defence  of  some  impor- 
tant British  rights,  and  my  claim  was  un- 
hesitatingly admitted  hy  the  Spanish  Go- 
vernment. Indeed,  as  I  well  considered 
the  Sugar  Bill  of  this  year  in  its  relation 
with  foreign  countries,  and  took  some  part 
in  the  det»te  upon  it  heret  I  feel  almost 
ashamed  of  myself  for  having  neglected  to 
remind  your  Lordships  of  these  Treaties ; 
but  1  must  sayi  I  think  it  very  little  cred- 
itable to  those  by  whom  a  Bill,  involving 
such  new  and,  as  I  consider,  such  danger- 
ous principled,  was  prepared,  that  they 
should  have  been  altogether  ignorant,  oa 
they  manifestly  were,  of  the  existence 
even  of  the  numerous  Treaties  which  bore 
directly  upon  the  subject  which  it  was 
their  duty  to  invesiiKate.  In  the  early 
portions  of  my  noble  Friend's  reply  to  the 
Duke  of  Sotomayor,  I  entirely  agree.  I 
think  he  is  quite  justified  in  saying  that 
the  course  which  her  Majesty'sGovemnient 
have  adopted  in  respect  of  the  UnitedStatet 
and  Venesuela,  proves  that  they  have  no 
wish  to  escape  from  the  obligations  of  a 
Treaty,  and  tjaim  no  right  to  limit  the  op- 
erations of  a  commercial  engagement.  I 
think  my  noble  Friend  is  quite  right  in 
passing  over  the  Duke  of  Sotomayor's  de- 
claration, that  his  Government  is  deter- 
mined to  suppress  the  Slave  Trade,  not  only 
as  irrelevant  to  the  quection,  hut  because, 
notwithstanding  the  Treaty  that  hos  re- 
cently been  concluded,the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment cannot  he  considered  to  have  any 
sincere  desire  to  suppress  the  Slave  Trade  so 
long  as  they  retain  General  O'Donnell  as 
Captain  General  of  Cuba.  I  paosess  au- 
thentic information,  with  which  of  course 
I  shall  not  now  trouble  your  Lordships, 
proving  how  largely  General  O'Donnell 
not  only  promotes,  but  actually  participates 
in  the  Slave  Trade,  contrary  to  the  wisbee 
and  the  intereats  df  the  great  majority  of 
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that  iiUnd,  but  with  tbe  full 

of  the  Spanish  Gavernment ; 
herefore,  indirectly  abetting,  and 
\j  endeavouring  to  suppreM  the 
ide.  I  think  also  that  my 
end  was  quite  right  in  not 
g  the  Duke  of  Sotomayor'i  ar- 

tupport  of  his  claim,  founded 
dniiwon  of  the  produce  of  the 

Islands;  fotthat  concesMon  was 
made  in  furtherance  of  the  prin- 
rinciple  it  can  be  cdled)  of  our 
,  and,  as  my  noble  Friend  says, 
',  had  no  reference  whatever  to 
a  in  foTce  with  Spain  ;  for  it  is 
that  Her  Majeaty'a  Government 

them  a  thought,  and  were  to 
nee  ignorant  of  their  existence. 
te  rest  of  my  noble  Friend's  note, 
>eUed  entirely  to  dissent ;  and  I 
t  his  rejection  of  the  Spanish 
i)d  be  based  npon  argumenis  so 

and  that  his  name  should  be 
M  a  document  which  will  reflect 
^dit  upon  the  country.  Now  I 
Lordsbipa'  attention  to  Articles 
vaties.  [Lord  Clarendon  then 
38th  Article  of  the  Treaty  of 
e  9lh  Article  of  the  Treaty  of 
gnediathofjuly,  1713;  and  the 
L  Treaty  of  Utrecht,  signed  De- 
,    1713,   by    which   it  is  stipu- 
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lubjcels  of  the  respective  Pooers 
at  least  the  same  privilegei,  liber- 
nmunilies  as  to  all  duties,  iropoii- 
istoros  whatsoever,  relating  to  per- 
il and  merchandises,  &c.,  and  shall 
e  favour  in  all  tilings  as  tbe  sut 
or  aoy  other  foreign  nation 
red,  have,  posseai,  and  enjoy, ' 
ireafter  may  have,  possess,  or  enjoy  ; 
ball  not  ba  bound  to  pdy  greater 
other  imposts  whatsoever  for  iheii 
expoils,  than  shall  be  exacted  of, 
the  subjects  of  the  most  favoureil 

f  form  of  words  to  be  more  ex- 
1  ihis ;  and  yet  my  noble  Friend 
is  Note,  he  is  satisfied  that  ifaey 
effect  whatever  in  establishing  a 
he  part  of  Spain  to  that  which 
daims,  because  by  an  Article  in 
]f  1670,  it  appears  that  the  West 
onies  of  both  countries  are  ex- 
)m  these  general  privileges,  and 
ts  of  the  two  Powers  are  respec- 
bidden  to  trade  with  those  Cu- 
lt is  perfectly  true,  that  owing 
aving  been  no  new  Treaty  made 


between  England  and  Spain  since  1796, 
or  rather  since  1667,  except  Treaties  rei- 
fying and  confirming  prior  stipulations, 
the  words  of  tbe  Treaty  of  1670  remain 
uDchanged ;  but  it  is  equally  true,  that  t^ 
the  altered  circumstances  of  tbe  world, 
and  of  the  relatione  between  the  two 
tries,  they  have,  as  I  hope  to  prove  to 
your  Lordships,  become  entirely  obsolete. 
The  n  on -intercourse  with  the  Spanish  and 
British  West  Indies,  and  the  granting  of 
licenses  to  trade  there  by  the  respective 
Kings,  are  as  much  fallen  into  desuetude 
as  the  prohibition  to  the  subjects,  captains, 
and  mariners  of  each  confederate  to  sell 
and  trade  in  the  porta  and  havens  which 
have  castles,  fortifications,  and  magazines; 
and  the  best  proof  of  that  it,  that  the  re- 
spective subjects  and  mariners  do  sail,  and 
have  long  sailed  into  ports  having  magasines 
and  fortifications,  and  do  trade  freely,  and 
have  long  since  traded  freely,  and  without 
any  question  of  license,  in  the  dominions  of 
the  respective  Powers  in  the  West  Indiea. 
To  take  our  stand,  therefore,  upon  the  dead 
letter  of  a  Treaty,  which  is  so  manifestly  at 
variance  with  its  spirit,  and  is  so  completely 
falsified  by  the  everyday  practice  of  many 
years,  is,  I  must  contend,  a  quibble  in  its 
worst  form,  and  an  evasion  of  an  obligation 
so  palpable,  that  I  think  it  would  not  be 
listened  to  in  any  court  of  equity ;  and  I 
am  sure  it  would  be  utterly  scouted  by  men 
ofhononr  in  their  individual  transactions 
with  each  other.  It  seems  to  me  that  in 
framing  this  part  of  his  note,  my  noble 
Friend  must  have  totally  loat  sight  of  the 
actual  as  well  as  the  ancient  relations  of 
England  with  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico.  He 
appears  to  have  forgotten  that  tbe  prohibi- 
tion which  he  refers  to  has  never  been  at 
any  lime  strictly  maintained;  for  in  this, 
as  in  all  other  instances,  the  wants  and  tbe 
interestsof  men  have  proved  more  powerful 
than  the  laws  made  to  restrain  them ;  and 
accordingly  it  will  be  found  on  reference 
toaworkof  great  authority —that  of  Bryan 
Edwards— that  in  tbe  early  part  of  last 
century,  so  large  a  trade  was  carried  on 
between  Jamaica  and  the  Spanish  Colonies, 
that  it  employed  4,000  tons  of  British 
shipping,  and  furnished  a  market  for 
1,500,0001.  worth  of  British  goods;  and 
that  this  commerce  has  always  since  been 
carried  on  with  more  or  less  interruption 
on  the  part  of  the  respective  Governments. 
Hy  noble  Friend  appears  not  to  be  aware, 
that  in  1767  the  Spanish  Government, 
becoming  alarmed  at  our  reaping  the  ex- 
cluiivB  benefit  of  thia   tndoi  pennitted 
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£ngliih  goods  to  be  gent  to  tbe  West  Indian 

SDuessions  on  pajraent  of  very  moderate 
utiei ;  that  in  1766  tbe  chief  ports  of  Ja- 
iDBica  and  Dominica  were  opened  by  Act 
of  Parliament  to  all  foreign  vessels  of  a 
certain  description ;  and  that  some  years 
later  the  House  of  Comnions  passed  a  Re. 
■oluiTOD  that  the  continuance  of  free  ports 
in  Jamaica  would  be  highly  beneficial  to 
the  trade  and  manufactures  of  tbekingdom. 
Suffir  and  coffee,  the  produce  of  foreign 
Colonies,  were  then  permitted  to  be  im- 
ported in  British  vessels,  and  to  be  ware- 
housed  in  this  country,  and  re-exported 
free  of  duty  j    but  If  intended  for  home 
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mption,  they  were  to  pay  the  duties 
I^lly  due  at  the  time  on  the  importation 
of  such  goo^i.    Sugar  and  coffee,  the  pro- 


duce uf  foreign  plantations,  were  permitted 
to  be  imported  in  foreign  vessels  into  the 
Bahama  and  Bermuda  Islands  uuder  the 
Acts  a?  and  30  George  III.;  and  such 
goods,  if  carried  ^n)  those  islands  to  any 
other  part  of  the  British  dominions,  were 
to  pay  the  duties  which  at  the  time  were 
payable  on  foreign  sugar  and  coffee.  Your 
Lordships  will,  therefore,  see  that  theinter' 
eoursebetweentheSpanish and  British  West 
Indies  has  been  clearly  legalised  by  Acts 
of  Parliament,  even  when  our  own  naviga- 
tion laws  were  dejure  in  full  force.  But 
I  must  also  beg  the  House  to  bear  in  mind 
what  are  our  actual  relations  with  the 
Spanish  West  Indies :— That  we  have  Con- 
luls  at  different  places  In  Cuba  and  Porto 
Rico,  who  have  been  long  established 
there— that  our  exports  to  Cuba  exceed 
8,000,000  of  dollars  —  that  we  import 
firom  ihence  to  the  amount  of  more  than 
9,000,000  of  dollars,  which  is  nearly 
double  the  exports  of  that  island  to  the 
United  States— that  between  400  and  500 
British  ships  trade  annually  nith  Cuba — 
that  our  commerce  with  Porto  Rico  ia,  in 
proportion,  quite  as  great  as  that  with  Cuba, 
and  that  the  shipping  engaged  in  it,  which, 
five  years  ago,  amounted  to  nearly  1,100 
tons,  is  atinuallj  Increasing — and,  lastly, 
that  for  upwards  uf  twenty  years  since  the 
alteration  of  our  navigation  laws,  it  haj 
been  legal,  not  only  for  an  Englishman  in 
English  ships,  hut  for  a  Spaniard  in  Span- 
ish ships,  to  import  into  this  country  the 
produce  of  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico.  My 
noble  Friend  appears  to  have  forgotten 
■Im  that  we  do  not  hentate  to  take  annu- 
ally a  vast  quantity  of  the  copper  of  Cuba. 
Here  we  levy  no  differential  duties :  in 
this  case,  the  old  restriction  to  trade  with 
Cuba  is  not  thought  of,  because  we  went 


the  copper— which  is  produced  in  a  manner 
ten  times  more  destructive  to  the  life  of  the 
■lave  than  the  article,  in  order  to  prohibit 
which,  ne  revive  this  restriction,  and  de- 
clare that  the  sugarof  Cuba  is  inadmissible. 
But  inadmissible  bov?  Not  for  the  pur- 
poses of  exchange,  for  we  take  any  quau- 
tity  of  it  in  exchange  for  our  commodities— 
not  for  the  purposes  of  manufacturing, 
for  our  warehouses  are  full  of  it,  and 
our  refineries  depend  upon  it  ~-  not  for 
the  purpose  of  trade,  for  we  buy  the 
products  of  Germany  and  Russia  with  it ; 
but  it  is  solely  inadmissible  for  the  pur- 
pose of  home  consumption ;  and  a  dead 
letter  of  a  restriction  is  dug  up  and  brought 
to  life,  for  nothing  but  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting Her  Majesty's  subjects  from  eat- 
ing this  polluted  sugar.  Yet  with  all 
these  facts  scaring  ua  in  the  face — facts 
which  prove  that  the  letter  of  the  Article 
quoted  by  my  noble  Friend  has  follen  into 
complete  desuetude,  and  that,  consequently, 
we  should  alone  be  governed  by  the  spirit 
of  the  Treaty  of  1670,  by  which  all  the 
merchandise  of  Spanish  subjects  is  placed 
upon  the  footing  of  the  moat  favoured  na- 
tion ;  I  say,  that  with  ell  these  facts  be- 
fore us,  to  refer  to  a  Treaty  170  years  old, 
and  to  argue  thiit  under  its  provisions  there 
is  a  sort  of  mare  clausum  round  these 
islands,  which  renders  them  inaccessible  to 
our  traders,  not  as  to  their  general  pro- 
ducts, but  with  respect  to  one  commodity 
only,  and  one  particular  use  of  that  com- 
modity— does  really  exhibit  an  intrepidity 
in  special  pleading,  which,  as  I  said  before, 
would  be  unavailing  in  any  court  of 
equity  or  honour,  and  which,  I  fear,  would 
not  have  been  resorted  to  in  dealing  with 
any  Power  from  whose  resentment  we  had 
any  thing  to  apprehend ;  whereas  the  very 
weakness  of  Spain  should  have  been  an 
additional  argument  in  favour  of  a  generous 
and  liberal  interpretation  of  our  engage- 
ments with  her.  My  noblo  Friend  lays 
great  stress  upon  the  Fourth  Article  of  the 
Treaty  of  1814,  by  which  it  is  provided 
that — 

"  In  the  event  of  the  commerce  of  the 
Spanish  AmeriCBD  possesiioni  beiag  opened 
to  foreign  nations,  His  CalhotJc  Majesty  pro- 
mises that  Great  Britain  shall  be  admilied  to 
trade  witti  ibose  pouessions  as  the  most  fa- 
voured nation." 

And  he  amies,  first,  that  it  it  evident  from 
these  words  that  the  Spanish  West  Indian 
Colonies  were  not  then  open  to  Great 
Britain,  or  to  foreign  nations,  and,  conse- 
quently, that  the  geaenl  privileges  con- 
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after  the  important  services  we  had  Ten- 
dered to  Spain,  there  was  no  difficulty  in 
obtaining  it,  it  does  appear  to  me  moat  un- 
just  to  draw  from  it  the  conclusion  that 
Spain  would  have  withheld  from  Greal 
"  '  'le  privileges  she  granted  to  othei 

nations  in  respect  to  her  American  Colo' 
ores,  which  everybody  capable  of  under 
standing  those  Treaties  must  know  wi 
should  have  considered  a  direct  infractioi 
of  them,  and  should  not  for  one  singli 
hour  have  tojeraicd,  But  my  noble  Prieni 
is  determined  that  whatever  may  hav< 
been  the  course  pursued  by  Spain,  whetbe 
concedes  her  rights,  or  is  forcibly  de 
prived  of  them,  no  interpretation  favour 
able  to  her  shall  be  admitted.  The  DuL 
of  Sotomayor  contends  that  Spain  has  i 
right  to  be  treated  by  Great  Britain  as  i 
most  favoured  nation  in  regard  to  Colo 
nial  commerce,  because  Spain,  in  1824 
conceded  to  Great  Britain,  by  Royal  Decret 
the  liberty  of  trading  with  her  SoutI 
American  Colonies;  and  he  speaks  of  thi 
Decree  as  the  execution  of  the  engagemen 
taken  by  Spain  in  the  Treaty  of  18U 
To  this  my  noble  Friend  objects,  and 
agree  with  him,  that  the  Decree  mabea  n 
allusion  to  the  Treaty.  But  it  would  hav 
been  improper,  indeed,  impossible  to  do  at 
because  the  Decree  did  not  confer  upo 
England  alone,  but  upon  all  nations  i 
alliance  with  Spain  the  privilege  to  trad 
with  her  Colooies;  it  did,  however,  eonced 
to  us  every  thing  we  could  expect,  or  ha 
a  right  lo  claim  under  the  Treaty ;  an 
altliough  my  noble  Friend  speaks  slight 
ingly  of  the  Decree,  and  treats  it  (as  to 
certain  extent  he  is  justified  in  doing)  i 
an  ex  pwl  facto  measure,  adopted  onl 
after  the  South  American  Provinces  ha 
passed  from  the  authority  of  Spain,  yet  fa 
must  remember  that  il  applies  equally  I 
Cuba  and  Puerto  Rico,  which  were  in 
very  different  position  from  the  Sout 
American  Provinces.  Cuba  and  Puerl 
Rico  had  not  passed  from  the  authority  i 
Spain :  they  were  not  even  in  revolt ;  an 
the  King  of  Spain  might  have  withhe] 
from  Great  Britain  and  all  other  natioi 
the  liberty  of  trading  with  those  poatei 
sions.  But  he  did  grant  it ;  and  it  is  tl 
trade  with  Cuba  and  Puerto  Rico  that 
now  in  question,  and  not  that  with  tl 
South  American  Colonies;  and  with  ri 
gard  to  those  possessions  of  Spain,  then 
fore,  I  contend  that  the  Decree  does  wa 
rant  the  construction  put  upon  it  by  tl 
Duke  of  Sotomayor.  But  my  noble  Frier 
won't  bear  of  that  either  —  and   why 
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to  what  we  had  agre^  should  be 
ceded  to  ui ;  or,  in  other  words,  aa  mj 
noble  Friend  more  diplomatically  expresses 
it,  the  British  Parliament,  in  1822,  had 
pawed  A  law  to  regulate  the  trade  between 
Spanish  America  and  the  British  Colonies ; 
and  early  in  1824,  it  wu  intimated  that 
the  recognition  of  the  South  American  Pro- 
vinces could  not  much  loneer  be  delayed. 
I  say  nothing  of  the  politick  motives  which 
brought  about  this  recognition,  or  the  new 
world  that  was  called  into  existence  to  re- 
dress the  balance  of  the  old,  and  in  punish- 
ment of  the  French  invasion  of  Spain ;  but 
I  do  insist  upon  the  fact  that  we  had,  long 
before  this  period,  given  a  complete  go-by 
to  the  restriction  upon  our  trade  with  the 
Colonies  of  Spain — that  we  had  embarked 
a  larijo  amount  of  capital  there,  and  hod 
considered  the  Treaty  or  1670  to  be  obsolete. 
And  1  must  beg  the  particular  attention  of 
the  House  to  an  extract  from  a  Paper 
which  was  laid  before  Parliament,  by  com- 
mand of  Her  Majesty,  iu  March,  1824.  It 
it  the  memorandum  of  a  conference  between 
Mr.  Canning  and  the  Prince  de  Polignac, 
respecting  the  South  American  Provinces ; 
and  after  apeakiug  of  the  appointment  of 
Consuls  in  South  America,  Mr.  Canning 
proceeds  to 

"That  such  appointmenti  were  sbsololely 
necessary  for  ibe  pioteciion  of  British  trade  in 
those  countries. 

"Hial  the  old  pretension  of  Spain  to  ioler. 
diet  sit  trade  with  those  countries,  was,  in  the 

rioQ  orihe  Briiiah  Governmenl,  ihogethei 
leie ;  but  that,  eien  if  iliempted  to  be  en- 
forced against  others,  it  nts,  with  regard  to 
Great  Britain,  clearly  inapplicable. 

"That  permission  to  trade  with  tlie  Spanish 
Colaniei  had  been  conceded  to  Great  Briiain 
in  the  jear  1810,  nhen  the  mediation  ofGreai 
Briiain  between  Spain  sod  her  Colon iei  wa: 
asked  by  Spain,  and  granted  by  GrenI  Biilaio ; 
that  this  mediation,  indeed,  was  not  sflerwardi 
employed,  because  Spain  changed  her  coun- 
sel ;  but  that  it  was  not,  Ihererore,  practicable 
for  Great  Britain  to  withdraw  commercial 
capital  once  embarked  in  Spanish  America, 
and  lo  desist  rrom  commercial  intercourse 
once  established. 

"  That  it  had  been  ever  since  distinctly  un- 
derstood that  [he  trade  was  open  lo  British 
subjects;  and  that  the  ancient  coast  laws  of 
Spain  were,  so  Tar  as  regarded  Ihem  at  least, 
lacitl;  repealed. 

"That,  in  virtue  of  this  understanding,  re- 
dress had  been  demanded  of  Spain  in  1833; 
for  (among  other  grieiancesj  seiiures  of  vesffh 
for  alleged  infriofiemenls  of  those  laws  ;  which 
redress  the  Spaoith  Government  bound  iuel 
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.,  notwithstanding  all  this — notwith- 
iding  that  we  first  procured  the  aboli- 
tion of  the  restriction  in  1810  as  the  price 
of  our  mediation,  which  mediation  we  did 
;  carry  into  effect,  though  we  did  not,  in 
{sequence,  absolve  Spain  from  the  condi- 
tions upon  which  we  undertook  it — not- 
withstanding that  ite  have  taken  for  our- 
selves everything  we  wanted,  regulated 
our  own  trade,  and  appointed  our  own 
Consuls — that  we  demanded,  and  obtained, 
pensation  for  the  restrictive  coast'lawa 
of  Spain  having  been  applied  for — notwith- 
standing that  the  King  of  Spain  confirmed 
wbat  we  had  done,  as  far  as  circumstances 
would  permit  him — for,  in  the  words  of 
his  Decree,  he  confirmed  *'  the  state  of 
things  which  had  existed  since  1820,  and 
some  time  before;" — nevertheless,  my  nobis 
Friend  declares  that  he  cannot  now,  twenty 
years  after  all  this  has  taken  place,  and  has 
been  definitively  settled,  perceive  that  any 
obligation  whatever,  of  a  reciprocal  char- 
acter, is  imposed  on  the  Crown  of  Great 
Britain  with  regard  to  the  trade  between 
either  country  and  the  Colonies  of  the 
other  ;  and  he  still  claims  the  benefit  of  an 
obsolete  restriction  imposed  170  years  ago. 
Is  this  generous  t  Is  it  just?  Is  it  wise? 
Is  it  the  fitting  policy  for  a  great  and  pow- 
erful country  towards  one  that  is  feeble 
and  defencelera  ?  Is  it  the  course  which 
becomes  a  country  that  has  hitherto  justly 
prided  itself  upon  its  unblemished  honour, 
and  scrupulous  observance  of  its  obliga- 
tions? Is  it  a  prudent  course  for  a  country 
which  is  always  proclaiming  its  liberality, 
and  recommending  its  own  example?  I 
feel  sure  it  is  not ;  and  upon  questions 
such  as  these,  I  do  with  confidence  appeal 
to  the  justice  and  generosity  of  your  I.ord- 
ships.  But  my  noble  Friend  nest  proceeds 
to  strengthen  bis  case  by  reference  to  the 
Order  in  Council  of  1828,  which,  he  says, 
furnishes  a tiot her  proof,  not  only  that  Great 
Britain  held  that  Spain  had  no  right  to  be 
treated  as  a  most-favoured  nation  in  respect 
of  Colonial  trade,  but  that  the  Government 
of  Her  Catholic  Majesty  acqiiie>ced  in  that 
view  of  the  commercial  relations  of  the  two 
countries ;  and  my  noble  Friend  adds, 
that  if  Spain  had  considered  that  any  of 
her  existing  Treaties  conferred  upon  her 
the  privileges  of  the  most  favoured  nation 
with  respect  to  Colonial  trade,  she  would 
not  have  remained  satisfied  with  the  limited 
privileges  granted  by  that  Order,  but  would 
undoubtedly  have  demanded  that  the  full 
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nivilegM  gnnted  to  other  nationi  ihould 
1m>  be  accorded  to  her.  But,  ao  far  froin 
irovingthat  Spain  had  norightto  favour  with 
'etpect  to  Colonial  trade,  I  contend  it  provefi 
he  direct  contrary;  for  upon  what  other 
^und  than  that  of  Spain's  right  to  claim 
he  privilegeg  granted  to  foreign  ships,  nere 
hey  granted  to  her,  and  not  only  granted, 
)ut  without  Spain  having  fulfilled  the  con- 
litions  lequired  by  the  Acts  of  Parliament, 
tnd  to  which  other  nations  had  submitted  ? 
[  suppose  it  will  not  he  contended  that  we 
vent  about  ofierins  these  important  privi- 
egea  to  different  Governments — a  portion 
:o  Kinie,  and  a  portion  to  others — some 
jovemroeots  complying  with  the  Acts  of 
Parliament,  others  refusing.  Of  course 
we  did  no  such  thing ;  but,  having  granted 
;hem  to  some  countries  for  our  own  accom- 
nodation,  we  could  not  refuse  them  to 
ithers  who,  as  in  the  case  of  Spain,  had  a 
right  to  claim  them.  But  my  noble  Friend 
lays,  that  if  Spain  had  consiilered  that  any 
if  her  existing  Treaties  conferred  upon  her 
:he  privileges  of  the  most  faveured  nation, 
the  would  not  have  remained  satisfied  with 
:he  limited  privileges  granted  by  the  Order 
:n  Council  (not  that  I  believe  these  privi- 
leges were  limited  in  any  respect),  but 
would  undoubtedly  have  demanded  that 
:he  full  privileges  which  had  been  accorded 
M  other  nations  should  be  extended  to  her. 
Why,  I  have  not  the  least  doubt  that  the 
^punish  Government  had  entirely  forgotten, 
rr  were  wholly  ignorant  of,  the  old  Trea- 
ties, distracted  as  they  were  by  internal 
lissensions  and  the  difficulties  of  adminis' 
lering  the  country  after  the  French  army 
)f  occupation  had  been  withdrawn :  and 
:hts  is  no  improbable  a^umption,  seeing 
that  Her  Majesty's  Government,  who  have 
no  such  cares  on  their  hands — though  they 
ire  not  altogether  free  from  care — have  just 
ihown  themselves  equally  for^retful  and  ig- 
norant of  those  Treaiies.  But  is  this  a 
reason  why  we  should  persist  in  doing 
nrong  to  Spain,  and  in  turning  to  our  own 
idvanlage  her  neglect  of  her  interests? 
Does  this  bear  out  my  noble  Friend  in  his 
present  objection,  that  Spain  did  not  require 
:nouab  ?  Before,  his  complaint  was  that 
ihe  demanded  too  much ;  and  I  can  only 
rompare  his  course  to  tbat  adopted  by  the 
l>ig  boy  in  the  division  of  the  cake  among 
bis  little  schoolfellows  —  he  who  asks, 
ihan't  have — he  who  doesn't  ash,  don't 
nant;  and  when  my  noble  Friend  asserts 
that  Spain  quietly  acquiesced  in  tlie  limita- 
ion,  it  is  just  what  the  big  boy  would  say 
when  called  to  account  far  his  injuitice  and 
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lelfishneti— "Why,  the  little  bc^a  all  held 
their  tongues ;  they  acquiesced  in  the 
principle  I  laid  down,  and  tbereby  furnished 
strong  proof  that  they  were  conscious  they 
hod  no  right  to  be  placed  on  tha  footing  of 
the  most  favoured  boys — that  is  to  tay,  the 
big  boys,  of  whom  1  am  afraid — with  regard 
to  the  cake."  But,  seriously,  are  we  pre- 
pared, upon  reasoning  such  aa  this,  to 
sully  the  national  honour,  and  to  deprive 
anotbercountryofitsjustrights?  Wemust 
bavedoneoneoftwoihings;  we  either,  gra- 
tuitously and  unasked,  proffered  these  Co- 
lonial privileges  to  Spain,  or  we  yielded 
them,  on  her  demand,  as  a  just  right ;  and 
in  either  case,  we  committed  a  groae  act  of 
injustice,  and  violated  the  spirit  of  our 
Treaties,  in  not  placing  her  on  the  same 
footing,  in  every  respect,  aa  the  most  fa- 
voured nation  ;  and  yet  it  is  upon  this  very 
act  of  injustice,  and  the  ignorance  of  Spain 
concerning  her  rights,  or  her  impotence  to 
enforce  them,  which  we  call  her  acquiea- 
cence,  that  we  now  found  our  claim  to 
repeal  the  Act,  and  in  a  precisely  way  to 
slip  out  of  our  obligations.  I  now  come  to 
a  passage  in  my  noble  Friend's  note,  which, 
desirous  at  1  am  to  avoid  the  use  of  harsh 
expressions,  I  hardly  know  how  to  de- 
signate; but  this  I  must  lay,  that  then  is 
no  part  of  the  correspondence  which  I  have 
read  with  the  same  regret,  or  with  the 
same  sense  of  humiliation;  for  my  noble 
Friend's  note  will  go  furtli  to  the  world  as  a 
manifesto  of  English  faith  and  Engtiah 
principle  ;  and  in  every  part  of  the  world 
there  can  be  but  one  opinion  with  respect  to 
it.  At  the  same  lime,  however,  I  felt  con- 
vinced that  my  noble  Friend  must  knowbow 
weak  a  cause  he  was  defending,  when  he 
stooped  to  argue  it  upon  the  ground  that 
the  Treaty  of  1713,  although  it  gives  to 
Spanish  subjects  the  rights  of  must  £vou red 
nations,  does  not  extend  to  their  pro- 
duce. I  cannot  csll  this  even  casuistry  or 
special  pleading — Iwilt  not  call  it  misrepre- 
sentation, because  my  tinble  Friend  is  per- 
fectly incapable  of  it ;  but  I  must  conuder 
it  a  complete  misconstruction  of  the 
Treaty.  My  noble  Friend  aays  that  we 
are  to  treat  as  the  subjects  of  the  most 
favoured  nation  the  subjects  of  Spain,  but 
that  there  is  no  obligation  to  treat  the 
produce  of  Spain  as  Great  Britain  is  used 
to  treat  the  produce  of  the  most  favoured 
nation ;  and  we  find  this  assertion  con- 
tained in  the  same  document  in  which  is 
quoted  the  Ninth  Act  of  the  Treaty  of 
Utrecht,  which  declares  that  Spanish  sub- 
jects shall  have  the  ttmt  privileges  sod 
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immunitiei  bb  to  nil  diitiea  and  cUBtoma  ooble  Frimd  u  prepared  to  tell  Britiih 


relating  to  goodi  and  mercliandii 
■hHll  nut  pay  greater  duties  for  their  im- 
ports Dr  exports  in  the  territory  of  Great 
Brittiin,  than  shall  be  eucted  of  or  paid  fav 
the  nibjecta  of  the  moit  favoured  nation  I 
But,  surely,  mj  nohle  Friend  must  per- 
ceire  that  if  his  argument  be  good  for  any- 
thing, it  is  of  general  application— it  is 
conclusive  Bgainit  Spain,  and  the  produce 
of  Spuin,  ai  well  as  of  her  Coloniei,  under 
every  circumstance  that  we  may  choose  to 
give  this  interpretation  to  the  Treaties; 
lor  in  them  there  i*  no  limitation  to  Spaniah 
European  produce,  and  my  noble  Friend's 
argument  is  juit  as  valid  against  the  wines 
of  Spain,  a»  againit  the  tiugan  of  Cuba. 
This  is,  however,  the  first  time  that  such  a 
distinction  between  peraoni  and  prod  lice  was 
ever  heard  of;  and  our  own  practice  towards 
Spain,  and  that  of  Spain  towards  ui.  would, 
I  ihould  have  thou|;ht,  been  lufficient  to 
prevent  my  noble  Friend  from  establishing 
a  precedent  so  mifchievoui  and  so  discred- 
itable. Why,  iu  1703,  when  under  the 
Methuen  Treaty,  we  reduced  the  duties  on 
Portuguese  wines,  for  the  purpoae  of  en- 
oouraging  to  the  utmost  our  trade  with 
Portugal,  we  did  not  hesitate  to  place 
the  Spanish  nines  on  the  same  footing ; 
and  not  only  the  Spanish,  but  the  Si- 
cilian wines,  as  the  King  of  Spain  was 
also  at  that  time  King  of  the  Two  Sicilies  i 
and  to  charge  those  of  France,  Germany, 
and  all  other  places  at  a  much  higher  rate, 
while  English  produce  of  all  kinds  enjoyed 
similar  privileges  in  Spain.  But  now,  ac- 
cording to  my  noble  Friend's  doctrine,  we 
might  reduce  the  du  ties  on  French  and  Ger- 
man, and  all  other  wines,  and  refuse  to  do  so 
on  Spanish,  but  yet  plead  that  we  honour- 
ably fulfilled  the  Treaties  by  permitting 
Spaniards  to  bring  wine  from  Bourdeaux 
or  the  Rhine  to  England  at  the  reduced 
tariff,  as  their  persons  are  to  he  protected 
from  paying  higher  duties  than  the  per- 
sons of  other  nations.  And  if  Spain  were 
now  to  follow  the  example  we  have  set  her, 
to  adopt  the  arguments  we  are  using,  and 
henceforward  to  reduce  the  duties  upon 
the  ttah  (iih  of  Sweden,  the  bBrdwarea  and 
cloths  of  Germany,  the  silks  and  cottons  of 
France  and  Switzerland,  as  she  will  be 
perfectly  justified  in  doing — and  so  far 
from  blaming  her  (except  as  regards  her 
own  interesis),  I  shall  consider  that  she 
only  acts  with  becoming  spirit  in  thus  ap- 
plying our  own  principle  to  ourselves,  and 
with  perfect  fairness  reciprocating  our  po- 
licy;—! ihould  like  to  kaow  whether  my 


merchants,  when  they  came  to  remonstratft 
against  the  Tariff  of  Spain,  levelled  u  it 
would  be  against  the  productioDs  of  this 
country,  that  they  had  no  locut  tiatidi,  nor 
cause  for  complaint,  as  the  subject*  of  Great 
Britain  were  in  the  full  enjoyment  of  every 
advantage  secured  to  them  by  the  Treaty 
of  Utrecht  ?  I  warn  the  people  of  New. 
foundland,  of  Birmingham,  of  Sheffield  and 
Manchester,  to  look  to  this ;  for  they  may 
rely  upon  it,  the  question  is  quite  as  much 
one  of  national  interest  as  it  is  of  national 
honour ;  tad  that  the  mere  adoption  of  a 
modem  form  of  words,  such  as  those  used 
in  the  Treaties  with  the  United  States  and 
Venesuela,  and  referred  to  by  my  noble 
Friend,  with  respect  to  goods  being  the 
growth,  produce,  and  manufacture  <n  the 
respective  countries,  instead  of  the  phrase- 
ology in  uhe  150  years  ego,  but  which  has 
precisely  the  same  meaning  and  intention, 
will  not  be  sufficient  to  save  us  from  the 
charge  of  deliberately  riolatiug  our  en- 
gagements, nor,  on  the  other  hand,  of  pro- 
tecting us  from  the  measures  of  retaliation 
which  we  shall  deservedly  bring  upon  our- 
selves. And  having  adverted  to  the  United 
States,  I  would  take  leave  to  ask  ray  noble 
Friend  upon  what  principle  he  proceeded 
technically  to  apply  to  them  the  provisions  of 
our  Treaty,  with  reference  to  the  Sugar  Bill, 
The  United  Slates  have  only  a  right  to  be 
treated  as  the  moat  favoured  nation  ;  and 
when  they  demanded  that  the  sugar  of 
Louisiana  should  be  admitted  on  the  same 
terma  as  those  of  Java,  Manilla,  and  China, 
my  noble  Friend  ought,  if  he  adheres  so 
rigidly  to  the  letter  and  the  technical 
meaning  of  Treaties,  to  have  replied  that 
we  admitted  the  free-labour  sugar  of  those 
eountrit^s,  and  were  prepared  to  do  the  same 
for  the  United  Slates,  if  they  had  any  such 
commodity  to  send  us.  But  mynobleFriend 
at  once  ncquiesced  in  the  demand  of  the 
American  Government,  and  we  received  the 
slave-grown  sugar  of  Louisiana  at  the  low 
duty.  Now,  may  we  not  draw  from  this 
an  inference  that  fear  rather  than  justice 
guides  our  policy  towards  other  nations, 
and  that  if  the  United  States  had  been  in 
the  same  powerless  condition  as  Spain,  we 
should  not  have  received  the  slave-grown 
sugar  of  Louisiana ;  and  that  if  we  had  been 
bound  to  Spain  by  vast  commercial  transac- 
tions, and  by  a  territory  only  separated 
from  our  own  by  a  nominal  frontier,  the 
Duke  of  Satomayor  might  have  found  the 
Treaty  of  1 670  rather  less  stubborn  and 
unbending  than  It  baa  proved  to  liim  i 


511  ^pattith  {LORDS}  Colonial  Sugar.  513 

tno  Powen,  that  their  Wert  Indiun  Co1o> 
■bould  be  cloaed  agiinit  eacb  other, 
ai  thej  were  againit  all  other  countries; 
or,  in  other  words,  it  was  a  auipenrion, 
hj  mutual  agreement,  of  thoM  general 
righti  to  which  the  Colonies  would  other- 
wiBe,  under  tbe  Treatiei,  have  been  en- 
titled ;  and  it  ii  quite  clear  that  the  mo. 
ment  each  party  annulled  the  particular 
agreement,  by  which  tbe  general  rights 
were  held  in  auipennon,  those  right*  re- 
rerted  to  them  bj  the  Treatiei.  And  aa 
we  ounelvei  chow  to  annul  that  particular 
agreement,  not  only  for  ounelres  but  for 
Spain — ai  the  Spaniah  Decree  of  1824  re- 
cognised  our  acta — aa  the  Order  in  Conodl, 
of  IB28,  admitted  the  right*  of  Spain  to 
Colonial  privileges — and  ai  the  whole 
course  of  eventa  for  the  last  twenty  years 
has  entirely  obliterated  every  trace  and 
vettige  of  the  limitatUD  of  1670;  yet  the 
general  Treaties  subsisting  in  full  force,  tt 
is  clear  that  the  Colonies  are  entitled  to 
the  general  rights  which  had  been  re- 
stricted by  the  special  agreement,  just  as  if 
it  had  never  existed.  1  have  now,  as  briefly 
as  I  could,  passed  in  review  the  argumenta 
upon  which  the  unfortunate  determination 
of  ray  noble  Friend  is  founded:  I  know 
not  whether  I  shall  have  induced  your 
Lordships  to  tahe  the  same  view  of  diem 
aa  I  do  myself;  but  if  not,  I  can  only  at- 
tribute it  to  my  own  want  of  atnlity,  and 
not  to  any  defect  in  the  case  irhich  I  have 
endeavoured  to  substantiaie ;  for  to  mj 
mind,  it  seems  impossible  to  mainttun 
those  arguments,  whether  we  read  the 
Treaties  in  their  strictest  and  most  tech- 
nical sense— whether  we  take  them  sep*- 
rately,  or  all  in  relation  to  each  other; 
but  of  this,  I  am  sure,  that  to  strain  those 
Treaties  from  their  obvious  and  natural 
meaning,  is  unjust  in  itself  and  most  im-* 
politic  on  our  part,  at  a  moment  when  we 
are  striving  by  every  means  in  our  power 
to  liberalize  the  commercial  policy  of  tbe 
world — when  we  are  everywhere  con- 
demning differential  duties,  and  the  war- 
fare of  custom-houses — when  we  are  en. 
deavouring  to  establish  relations  favour- 
able lo  ourselves  by  commercial  Treatiea 
with  other  nations,  and  to  satisfy  the  daily 
increasing  wants  of  our  people,  by  finding 
fresh  markets  for  their  produce.  God 
knows  that  in  this  we  have  obstaclea  and 
rivalries  enough  to  contend  against,  with- 
out adding  to  them  mist rutt  of  our  good 
faith,  and  the  example  of  quibbles  and 
special  pleading,  la  order  to  support  a  law 
by  which  we  profoie  to  reform  the  social 


It  was  reserved,  in  short,  for  my  noble 
Friend  to  prove,  that,  abroad  as  well  as  at 
home,  we  have  one  law  for  tbe  rich  and 
tbe  powerful,  and  another  for  the  poor  and 
defenceless.  My  noble  Friend  must,  how- 
ever, bear  in  mind,  when  he  draws  such 
nice  distinctions  between  persons  and  pro- 
duce — distinctions  that  may  be  suited  to 
the  theological  subtleties  of  the  new  Ox- 
ford school,  but  which  should  find  no  place 
in  the  arrangement  of  affairs  of  Smte — 
what  are  the  words  of  the  Treaty  of  1670 
upon  which  he  lays  so  much  stress.  He 
must  remember  that  they  have  relation  only 
to  the  trade  of  the  Colonies  of  the  respec- 
tive countries,  but  that  they  have  no  rela- 
tion to  the  trade  iutn  the  parent  cour 
carried  on  by  the  subjects  of  either, 
though  from  the  respective  Colonic! 
the  Treaty  of  1670  had  been  mad 
year,  or  last  week,  there  is  nothing 
to  afiect  the  present  demand  of  the  Spanish 
Govenimeat.  True  it  is  that  we  might 
not  carry  the  fish  of  Newfoundland  to 
Cuba,  and  that  the  sugar  of  Cuba  could 
not  be  imported  into  Newfouudland ;  but 
there  would  be  nothing  to  prevent  the  fish 
of  Newfoundland  from  being  sent  to  Spain, 
nor  the  sugar  of  Cuba  to  England,  now 
that  our  dd  navigation  laws  have  been 
altered  :  and  at  this  moment  there  is 
thing  except  tbe  prohibitory  dutiesimposed 
upon  the  sugars  of  Spain  which  prevents 
their  being  freely  brought  to  this  cuuntry, 
either  in  English  or  in  Spanish  ships.  But 
these  duties  we  have  lowered  in  favour  of 
other  nations}  and  the  Treaties  provide 
that  Spanish  subjects  shall  be  entitled  to 
tbe  same  privilege  as  to  all  duties  on  tbeii 
merchandise,  as  the  subjects  of  tbe  most  fa- 
voured nations;  and  that  if  it  shall  happen 
in  time  to  come,  that  any  diminution  of 
duties  shall  be  granted  by  either  side  to 
any  foreign  nation,  the  subjects  of  each 
shall  reciprocally  and  fuliy  enjoy  the  same  ; 
and  that  they  shall,  in  all  lands  and  placeS; 
subject  to  the  command  of  their  reipectivt 
Majesties,  enjoy  the  same  privileges  as  t( 
duties  which  relate  to  wares  and  merchaU' 
disc,  as  the  most  favoured  nation  uses  ani 
enjoys,  or  may  use  and  enjoy  for  the  future. 
We  have  granted  the  reduction  of  duties 
to  other  natiuns  ;  the  Spanish  Government 
claims  tbe  same  favour;  and,  I  trust  your 
Lordships  will  be  of  opinion,  that  their  right 
to  it  is  clear  and  unquestionable.  Before  1 
conclude,  I  must  once  more  beg  your  Lord- 
ships to  remember,  that  the  Treaty  of 
1670,  upon  which  my  noble  Friend  mainly 
relies,  ia  merely  a  stipulation  between  the 
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noble  Friend  lias  strongly  impreued  on  the 
House  the  duty  and  the  necessity  of  strictly 
Hdhering  to  the  faith  of  our  Treaties;  he 
has  shown  the  greatott  anxiety  lest  the 
honour  and  good  faith  of  this  country 
should  be  tarnished  by  any  deviation  from 
its  engagements.  My  Lords,  in  that  re- 
spect 1  entirely  agree  with  my  noble 
triend.  No  person  can  be  more  deeply 
sensible  than  I  an  of  the  great  importanco 
of  scrupulously  adhering  to  such  vievg; 
and  perhaps,  in  the  situation  I  have  the 
honoiic  to  hold,  it  may  be  peculiarly  in- 
cumbent on  me  to  be  alive  to  the  obliga- 
tions of  the  principles  which  he  has  stated. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  suspect  that  had  it  not 
been  for  the  general  policy  of  the  Govern- 
ment, as  connected  with  the  Sugu  Ques- 
tion of  last  year,  we  should  not  have  beard 
much  of  this  Spanish  claim ;  I  think,  if 
the  claim  had  been  put  forward  in  any 
other  matter,  it  would  not  have  met  with 
the  same  support  on  the  part  of  my  noble 
Friend,  I  don't  wish,  nor  ia  this  the  timci 
(o  enter  into  a  discussion  of  the  wisdom 
and  propriety  of  the  policy  adopted  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government  on  the  question  of 
Sugar  Duties  last  year.  My  noble  Friend 
has  already  denounced  that  measure  as 
unjust  and  impolitic  I  believe,  on  the 
other  band,  it  was  a  just  and  wise  measure, 
with  a  view  to  contribute  to  the  repression 
of  the  African  Slave  Trade ;  that  it  was 
full}'  justitied  by  such  motives ;  and  that 
its  result  has  not  been  such  as  has  been 
represented  by  my  noble  Friend.  On  the 
contrary,  it  has  succeeded  in  bringing  into 
this  country  a  large  and  increasing  supply 
of  Bugar  of  free  growth  ;  and  that  there  is 
every  prospect  of  that  supply  being  con- 
tinually aogmented,  while  the  price  has 
been  kept  down  as  much  as  could  posubly 
have  been  anticipated.  My  noble  Friend, 
if  I  understood  him,  does  not  deny  that  the 
trade  with  the  Spanish  Colonies  was,  until 
a  recent  period,  under  the  operation  of 
certain  Treaties,  practically  excluded.  A 
contraband  trade,  no  doubt,  more  or  leu, 
existed  :  but  that  the  trade  was  prohibited 
my  noble  Friend  doei  not  deny.  He  ar- 
gues, however,  that  when  the  restriction 
was  removed,  twenty  years  ago,  under  the 
same  Treaties,  the  right  accrued  to  Spain, 
as  a  most  favoured  nation,  to  enjoy  all 
those  advantages  which  we  have  granted  to 
any  other  nation.  Now,  when  he  says 
these  ancient  Treaties  have  been  always 
observed  by  Spain,  and  ihat  he  has  ap- 
pealed to  them,  and  found  that  the  Spanish 
Guvemmeiit  have  listened   to  hij   repre- 


ayitem  of  other  countries.  I  have  already 
trespassed  too  long  upon  the  time  of  the 
House,  to  permit  of  my  now  attempting  to 
show  how  utterly  futile  and  inoperative 
for  its  professed  object  the  Sugar  Bill  of 
last  year  must  prove;  but  in  support 
of  which,  we  are  now  entanf>led  in 
unfortunate  controversy  with  Spain.  The 
results  that  were  predicted  of  that  Bill 
have  already  taken  place  :  we  have  raised 
the  price  and  increased  the  exportation  of 
slave-grown  sugar,  in  order  to  supply  the 
place  of  the  free-labour  sugar,  which 
we  withdraw  from  neutral  markets,  where 
it  meets  the  slave-grown  sugar  on  equal 
terms;  and  it  must  be  of  course  immaterial 
to  the  planters  of  Cuba  and  Brazil  whether 
we  bring  their  sugar  here  for  home  con- 
anmption,  or  far  re  enportation  to  Holland 
and  Germany,  in  exchange  for  that  deacrip- 
tion  of  sugar  which,  under  the  Bill  of  last 
year,  we  are  now  compelled  to  consume. 
By  that  Bill  we  have  set  an  example  of 
exclusive  dealing,  which  we  shall  have  oc- 
cauOD  sorely  to  repent.  In  Brazil  it  has 
already  cost  us  the  loss  of  one  of  our  best 
narekts,  and  the  withdrawal  of  all  those 
special  rights,  political  and  commercial, 
which  Biiiigh  subjects  formerly  enjoyed. 
We  must  unw  prepare  ourselves  for  similar 
results,  as  regards  Spain  and  her  Colonies: 
that,  however.will  only  affect  our  ioterests; 
btit  I  greatly  fear,  that  the  example  we 
are  now  about  to  give,  of  how  the  obliga- 
tioDS  of  a  Treaty  may  be  evaded,  will  a£^t 
us  irreparably  in  that — which  is  far  more 
precious  than  all  our  commercial  interests 
tt^ther — the  honour  and  good  faith  of 
our  country ;  and  it  is  for  tbe  purpose  of 
mverliog  this  great  evil,  as  far  as  lies  in  the 
power  of  your  Lordships,  that  I  ask  your 
concurrence  in  the  Kesolution  which  I  have 
sow  the  honour  to  propose ; — 

"That  in  reference  not  merely  to  existing 
Treaties  between  Great  Rritain  and  Spain, 
bat  to  tbe  Regulations  under  which,  subse- 
qoem  to  those  Tieatjet,  Commercial  Inler- 
courie  has  for  many  yean  been  carried  on 
between  Her  Majesty's  Snbjecls  and  ihe  Span- 
ish Color.ies,  this  House  is  of  Opinion,  Ihat 
Ihe  Suhjecls  of  the  Queen  of  Spain  >hould 
continue  to  be  permitteil  to  import  into  the 
United  Kingdom  all  tlie  Produciions  of  the 
Tcrriioriei  or  Possessions  of  the  Spanish 
Crown,  pacing  Ihereupon  no  higher  DuliHS  of 
Cuslomi  than  are  paid  by  the  Subjects  or 
Ciliiens  of  ihe  most  fuvoueJ  Naiion;  upon 
the  Imporlniiaii  of  like  Article;:,  being  ihe 
Productions  of  the  Territories  or  t'ossesiioiis 
of  such  Nations. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen :  My  Lords,  my 
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I,  I  must  say  1  am  astonUtied  to 
ti  a  Rtatement ;  because,  in  the 
e  1  have  had,  I  have  met  with 
lut  a  rejection  of  the  validity  of 
y  ancient  TreatieB  lo  which  he 
i  a  denial  on  the  part  of  Spain 
i  Treaties  were  in  force,  or  sus- 
if  the  construction  it  is  now  ready 
lera.     Such  has  been  the  conduct 

throughout.  In  the  first  place, 
ae  recall  to  your  Lordships'  re  col- 
ic Family  Compact — the  Treaty 
1  between  France  and  Spain  in 
Mark  the  observance  that  then 
E  of  the  Treaties  with  this  coun- 
h  placed  the  two  countries,  aa  you 
:he   fooling  of  the  most  favoured 

Observe  the  24lh  and  25th  Ar- 

the  Family  Compact.  Here  is 
Article : — 

ubj.'cls  of  the  high  conlracling  par- 
be  treated  with  respect  lo  commerce 
'S  in  euch  oi  the  two  kingdoms  in 
s  ihe  proper  subjects  of  tlie  country 

they  live  or  resarl  to,  so  that  the 
tag  shall  enjoy  in   France  the  si 

prerogatives  as  (he  Fieoch  flag; 
lanner  the  French  flag  shall  be 
iih  the  same  favour  in  Spain  as 
ag,  The  subjects  of  the  two  m 
leclaring  their  merchandise,  shall  pay 

duties  which  shall  be  paid  by  the 

Tlie  imporiaiion  shall  be  equally 
im  m  10  the  naiursl-born  subject! 
fiall  they  pay  any  duly  not  paid  by 
il-born  subjects  of  the  Sovereign ;  it 
.1  andenlaod  that  no  other  Foreign 
ill  enjoy  In  Spa:  .  , 
ny  privilege  more  advantageous  than 

e  25th  Article  says ; — 

i  high  Gonlractin([  parties  shall  here- 
clude   a   Treaty  of 

them,  in   their  cour 
ment  granted  lo   Ihe  most  favoured 
nice  shall  be  given  lo  the  said  Pow- 
lie  tre&lment  of  Spaniards  in  Franct 
e  Two  Sicilies,  and  of  the  Neapolitan! 

that  respect,  and  ought  not  to  b( 
ir  ciled  as  an  example,  their  Most 
and  Catholic  and  Sicilian  Maji 
willing  that  any  other  nation  should 
>f  those  privileges  which  they  judge 
It  for  the  reciprocal  enjoyment 
:»l  subjects." 

lese  are  engagetnents  entirely 
of  all  the  Treaties  as  interpreted 
Qoble  Friend.     And  this  Family 
,  recollect,  was  in  existence ;  and, 
1  not  supported  and  readily  acquis 
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by  this  country,  it  did  leceire  an 

official  recognition  by  the    Parliament  of 

this  country;  for  the  Seventn  Article  of 

Mr.  Pill's  Commercial  Treaty  with  Frkkoce, 

the  year  1786,  is  aa  follows:— 

'And   it  being   the  intention  of  Ihe    two 

high  conlnicting   parlies,   that   their    respec- 

iubjects    should    be,   in   Ihe   dominions 

:h  other,  upon  a  footing  as  advantageoo* 

ise  of  other  European  nslions,  iliey  agrea 

thai,   in  case   they  shall  hereafter  grant  any 

additional   advantages  in  navigation  or  trade 

ny  other  European  nalion,  they  will  recip- 

ilty  allow  their  said  subjects  lo  participate 

ein,   wivhout   prejudice,  however,  lo  the 

aniages  nhich  ihey  reserve,  vii.,  France  in 

lur  of  Spaio,  in   con!<equenci  of  the  S4th 

icle  of  the   Family  Compset,   signed   Ihe 

10th   of  May,  1761  ;  and  England,  according 

to  what  she  has  practised  in  confarmity  to,  and 

in  consequence   of  the  Convention  of  1703, 

between  England  and  Portugal," 

And,  at  the  time,  Mr,  Fox  bitterly  re- 
proached Mr.  Pitt  for  having  by  thii 
Article  sanctioned  the  Family  Compact, 
which  had,  to  a  certain  degree,  been  so  in. 
validated  by  succeeding  Treaties.  This 
country  had,  by  this  Treaty,  recognised  th« 
ri};ht  of  France  and  Spain — for  the  condi- 
tions are  reciprocal  —  we  recognised  the 
right  of  Spain  to  place  France  in  a  more  fa- 
vourable position  than  we  enjoyed  ourselvei. 
So  much  for  the  observance  of  these  Trea- 
ties by  Spain  in  those  days.  But  I  main- 
tain that  it  is  to  the  course  of  practice  by 
the  two  countries  that  we  are  to  look  for 
the  true  inierpreiaiion  of  these  ancient 
Treaties.  It  is  in  vain  to  refer  to  the  letter 
of  these  Treaties,  many  provisions  of  which 
are  inconsistent  and  contradictory ;  but  it 
is  to  the  constant  practice  and  conduct  pur- 
sued in  the  execution  of  these  Treaties  by 
both  parties  that  we  are  to  look  for  their 
true  interpretation.  Now,  my  Lords,  Spain 
has  always  resisted  the  obligation  of  these 
Trealics,  even  where  it  would  appear  theii 
provisions  were  most  clear  and  specific.  For 
example,  British  merchants,  by  the  very 
express  terms  of  one  of  the  Treaties — that 
of  the  year  1667 — are  exempted  from  cer- 
tain contrihutiuns.  The  contributions  are 
levied  on  them ;  we  remonstrate ;  Spain 
says  that  these  are  old  conditions— that  the 
times  arc  changed — that  they  no  longei 
apply  to  a  constitutional  government,  and 
that  ilritish  subjects  cnnnot  expect  to  be 
better  treated  than  Spanish  subjects,  not- 
withstanding the  express  provisions  of  tbc 
Treaty.  They  also  mainlain,  that  inu- 
much  as  by  one  of  the  Treaties — that  o( 
1 783 — it  was  stipulated  that  commercial 
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Mnngeraeiiti  Rhould  be  entered  into  be- 
tween the  two  Powers  on  the  basis  of  reci- 
procity and  mutual  convenience,  that  en- 
gagement is  u  inuch  in  Torce  now  as  at  anj 
fonner  time;  but  that  as  there  ii  no  reci- 
procity theT  are  not  bound  by  the  provisions 
of  the  Treaties  to  which  my  nnble  Friend 
refers.  And  so  tbroushout  we  are  met 
with  «  denial  of  the  validity  of  any  of  these 
ezirting  Treatiea ;  and  tn  the  extent  to 
which  my  noble  Friend  would  press  inter- 
pretation of  them,  this  country  has  adopted 
the  same  right  of  construing  them  ai  Spain 
had  done ; — such  hat  been  the  case  on  va- 
rious occasions.  For  instance,  my  noble 
Friend  savs,  that  Spain  has  the  same 
daim  to  be  treated  in  British  porta  as  the 
■ubjects  nf  tbe  most  favoured  nation.  Very 
well.  We  make  a  reciprocity  Treaty  with 
France — we  admit  French  ships  into  Bri- 
tish ports  aa  English  ships— would  Spain 
think  of  making  such  a  demand  ?  Ac- 
cording to  the  argument  of  my  noble 
Friend,  Spain  would  have  a  right  to  de- 
mand that  Spanish  ships  should  be  admitied 
into  Britbb  ports  upon  as  favourable  terms 
aa  French  shi)is  are  admitted. 

The  Earl  of  Clarendon :  On  the  same 
condition*. 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  :  No,  it  is  not  on 
tbe  same  conditions.  Their  claim  is  to 
■land  on  the  footing  of  tbe  moat  favoured 
nation,  without  reference  to  conditions. 
Tbat  is  quite  a  different  subject.  But  they 
make  no  such  demand ;  and  for  a  very  good 
reason.  Of  course,  tbey  could  not  make 
such  a  demand,  because  they  impose  heavy 
discriminating  duties  on  our  shipping.  But, 
nerertheless,  if  the  argument  of  my  noble 
Friend  were  sound,  it  would  entitle  Spa- 
niah  ships  to  be  received  in  English  ports 
Bs  favourably  aa  French  ships.  That  would, 
undoubtedly,  be  the  consequence  of  his  ar- 
gument if  it  were  sound.  1  think  that  this 
u  decisive  with  respect  to  the  lai^  claim 
put  forward  by  the  Spanish  Minister,  and 
supported  by  my  Doble  Friend.  1  would 
beg,  however,  to  adc  a  i^uestion  of  my 
noble  Friend,  who,  I  believe,  bad  some 
ooDcem  in  the  tr*nsaclion  to  which  I  am 
about  to  refer ;  at  all  events,  it  is  perfectly 
well  known  that  Her  Mqesiy's  late  Go- 
vernment had  proceeded  very  far  in  nego- 
tiating a  Commercial  Treaty  with  France ; 
that  Commercial  Treaty  t  myself  took  up 
and  carried  also  nearly  to  the  point  of  cod- 
duiion.  Well,  that  Commercial  Treaty 
stipulated  for  a  very  large  reduction  in  the 
duty  OB  French  wines  ;  but  did  my  nobie 
Ff  intdf  did  the  Itte  GoTernmeDt,  oi  did 
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the  present  Government  ever  think  that  it 

inferred  the  necessity  of  reducing  the  duty 
on  Spanish  wines )  Never  for  one  ranment. 
Therefore  yniir  Lordships  see,  that  Treaty, 
which  might  have  been  signed,  end  would 
have  been  signed,  had  it  nut  been  for  the 
unfortunate  events  of  the  year  1840,  which 
meet  us  so  frequently  in  our  relations 
with  France  —  ihat  Treaty  would  have 
been  concluded,  the  duty  on  French  winei 
would  have  been  greatly  lowered,  and  the 
duty  on  Spanish  wines  would  have  been  a 
matter  of  negotiation  with  Spain,  whether 
it  should  be  reduced  or  not.  Sn  far  ad- 
vanced was  that  Treaty,  that  the  late 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  announced  in 
the  House  of  Cummoni  the  loss  he  expected 
to  the  Revenue  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
duction of  the  duly  on  French  wines  from 
that  Treaty.  Still  more  recently  a  Treaty 
was  under  negotiation  with  Portugal;  that 
Treaty  arrived  very  nearly  to  completion; 
unfortunately,  at  last,  circumstances  ren. 
dered  it  impossible  to  conclude  it,  but  it 
had  advanced  very  nearly  to  the  point  of 
conclunon ;  a  large  reduction  of  duty 
on  Portugal  wines  was  stipulated  in  that 
Treaty;  but  was  it  ever  imagined  for  a 
moment  that  that  could  necessarily  infer  a 
reduction  in  the  duty  on  Spanish  wines? 
Never.  It  is  very  probable  tbat  a  Com- 
mercial Treaty  would  have  been  made 
with  Spain ;  end  I  well  recollect  that  the 
Spanish  Minister  of  that  day,  a  very  excel- 
lent and  enlightened  person,  used  to  coma 
to  me  repeatedly,  with  tbe  greatest  anxiety, 
to  know  the  progress  of  our  Treaty  with 
Portugal ;  because,  he  said,  if  we  succeeded 
in  concluding  a  Treaty  with  Portugal,  he 
had  no  doubt  we  should  compel  Spain  to 
enter  into  a  Commercial  Treaty  with  us, 
which  he  was  most  anxious  to  see  effected. 
But  it  was  only  as  the  result  of  negotia- 
tion and  a  Commercial  Treaty,  that  he 
looted  to  any  such  a  result ;  he  never  ima- 
gined that  because  we  reduced  the  duty  on 
Portugal  wines,  therefore  Spain  would 
have  a  right  to  claim  an  equal  reduction. 
Such  a  thought  never  entered  into  his 
imagination.  My  Lords,  there  are  various 
other  instances  in  which  this  country  has 
acted  thus  in  the  interpretation  nf  these 
Treaties,  besides  those  to  which  I  have  ad- 
verted. Mv  noble  Friend  relies  on  the 
Treaty  of  1667  es  giving  the  Spanish  Mi- 
nister (although  he  dots  nut  refer  to  it  by 
name,  yet  it  is  embodied  in  the  Trenty  of 
Ulrechl,  word  for  word,  and  therefore  forms 
part  of  it — my  noble  Friend  relies  on  that 
Treaty  of  1667  as  placing  Spain  on  the  fooU 
S2 
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iDgof  themoatfavourednation.  Why,  only 
twenty  years  after  the  concluxion  of  that 
Treaty  of  1  €67,  in  the  6rst  year  of  the  reign 
orjamesll.,  in  1686,  when  thatTreaty  must 
have  been  lupposed  lo  b«  at  least  as  well 
understood,  so  shortly  after  its  conclusion, 
RS  it  can  be  now,  the  Parliament  of  that 
day  imposed  a  duty  of  81.  a  tun  on  French 
wine,  and  ISI.  per  tun  on  Spanish  and  all 
other  wines.  Undoubtedly,  tbis  country 
acted  in  the  full  exercise  of  its  discretion  in 
the  application  of  these  respective  duties. 
But,  still  later,  until  a  very  recent  period, 
the  duty  on  Spanish  tobacco  was  6t.  per 
pound,  while  the  duty  on  United  States 
tobacco  was  only  4s. ;  and  this  continued 
till  1822,  when  a  general  equalization  of 
the  duties  took  place.  1  may  just  mention 
another  proof,  which  applies  to  Spanish 
wines  as  compared  with  Portugal  wines. 
Fram  the  time  of  the  Meihuen  Treaty 
down  lo  1787,  there  wea  a  duty  of  1/.  per 
tun  on  Spanish  wine  higher  than  IsTJed  on 
Portugal  wine;  and  the  duties  on  Spanish 
and  Portugal  wines  were  equalised  in 
1787,  and  continued  equal  to  the  present 
time,  with  the  exception  of  the  interral 
between  the  Sth  of  July,  1809.  and  the 
1st  of  January,  1813,  during  which  period 
an  additional  duty  of  HI.  per  tuu  was  lc> 
vied  on  Spanish  red  wine,  which  was  re- 
pealed by  the  53rd  George  111.  There- 
fore, there  is  no  doubt  we  have  repeatedly, 
constantly,  and  in  every  mode,  exercised  an 
entire  discretion  in  the  relative  proportion 
of  duties  imposed  on  Spanish  produce.  My 
noble  Friend  Bays  that  still,  after  the  Colo- 
nial trade  was  opened,  we  were  bound  to 
admit  the  produce  of  Spain  on  the  footing 
of  the  most  favoured  nation  ;  and  my  noble 
Friend  has  given  a  representation  of  the 
mode  in  which  the  condition  for  admitting 
England  to  trade  with  the  Spanish  Colo- 
nies, was  exacted  from  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment. I  am  not  here  lo  say  anything 
about  the  liberality  or  generosity  of  impos- 
ing such  a  condition  ;  at  the  same  time,  1 
must  say,  that  after  the  great  services  ren- 
dered to  Spain  previously,  I  suppose  it  may 
have  been  considered  a  not  very  unreason- 
able return,  to  stipulate  that  if  the  Spanish 
Colonial  trade  were  op<;ned  at  all,  this 
country  should  enjoy  equal  advantages 
with  other  nations  ;  the  truth  of  the  matter 
being,  that  Spain,  on  more  than  one  occa- 
sion, had  offered  to  this  country  to  admit 
England  to  exclusive  privileges  in  the  Co- 
lonial trade.  More  than  once,  in  con- 
si.ieration  of  ossisianre  rendered  to  Spain 
for  the  recovery  of  her  revolted  Colonies, 
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and  for  other  services,  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment proposed  to  admit  this  country  to 
exclusive  privileges  in  that  trade ;  hut 
these  proposals  were  invariably  declined  ; 
and  all  that  was  stipulated  for  and  exact- 
ed, was  to  be  admitted  to  an  equal  fooling 
with  other  countries.  But  this  engage- 
ment on  the  part  of  Spain,  it  must  be  ob- 
served, is  unilateral.  There  is  no  corre- 
sponding engagement  on  our  part.  You 
may  say  that  ii  ungenerous  and  illiberal  ; 
but  such  is  the  fact ;  and  I  do  not  see  that 
in  the  circumstances  in  which  we  were 
placed  in  relation  to  Spain  at  that  time, 
there  was  anything  unreasonable  in  the 
demand,  even  altfaough  we  did  make  it  in 
reference  to  that  concession.  At  the  same 
time,  we  entered  into  a  stipulation  with 
Spain,  which  I  hope  they  will  also  observe, 
although  I  have  seen  some  indications  of  a 
design  elsewhere  to  defeat  it.  By  a  separate 
Article  of  the  Treaty  of  1814,  we  did  ex- 
act that  the  Family  Compact  should  never 
be  renewed,  nor  any  Treaty  resembling  it. 
The  engagement  in  1814  was,  that  when 
the  Spanish  Colonial  trade  was  opened,  we 
should  stand  on  the  footing  of  the  most 
favoured  nation.  In  the  year  1824,  by  a 
decree  of  the  Spanish  Government,  the  trade 
with  the  Spanish  Colonies  was  nominally 
opened.  It  is  perfectly  true,  as  my  noble 
Friend  observed,  that  before  this,  England 
had,  although  not  officially,  in  the  last  di. 
plomaiie  form,  yet  practically,  recognised 
the  independence  of  the  Spanish  Colonies. 
Consuls  bad  been  appointed ;  the  Spanish 
Government  were  informed  that  the  formal 
recognition  could  not  he  long  delayed ;  and 
then  the  Decree  of  1824  whs  issued — but 
not  in  compliance  with  the  Treaty  of  1814 
— not  at  all.  The  Decree  was  issued  when 
the  Spanish  Govertiment  thought  proper ; 
when  tliey  thought  it  would  suit  their  own 
convenience  or  the  necessity  of  the  case ; 
and  when  they  had  done  so,  as  a  matter  of 
course,  and  in  consequence  of  the  stipula- 
tion, they  were  admitted  to  whatever  was 
granted  lo  others  on  that  occasion.  But  I 
must  say,  that  so  little  did  it  appear  that  any 
obligation  was  imposed  upon  Great  Britain 
in  consequence  of  this  so-called  concession, 
that  until  the  year  1826,  no  return  what- 
ever was  made  by  this  country  to  the  con- 
cessions so  acquired  in  1824;  and  even  in 
the  year  1828,  when  the  Order  in  Council 
was  issued,  it  did  nnt  confer  on  Spain  the 
full  privileges  of  Colonial  trade,  but  was 
couched  in  terms  much  less  favourable  than 
were  applied  to  several  other  nations.  It 
merelv  sanctiuned  a  trade  between  ihe.Co- 
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"All   rights,   privileges,   and   immuniiieg 

nhicli  bate  been  conferred  nn  the  subjecis  or 
ships  of  Great  Britain  tiy  ihe  existing  Ca|iitu- 
lations  and  Treaties,  are  conRrnied  now  and 
for  ever,  except  in  as  far  as  they  may  be  ape- 
ciRcally  altered  by  the  present  Conventian  ; 
and  it  is  moreoTcr  expressly  stipulated,  that 
all  ligliis,  privileges,  or  immuniiies  which  the 
Sublime  Porte  now  grams,  or  may  hereafter 
gram,  lo  the  ships  and  subjects  of  any  other 
Foreign  Power,  or  which  it  may  suffer  the  ships 
and  subjects  of  any  other  Foreign  Potter  to 
enjoy,  f  hall  be  equally  granted  to,  and  exer- 
cised and  enjoyed  by,  llie  subject)  and  ships 
of  Great  Britain." 

And  there  aire  various  passages  to  the  iaine 
effect ;  anil  after  all,  thei>:  are  additlunal 
Articles  to  the  Treaty  itself,  iu  which  it  it 
provided  that  all  articles  being  the  groivth, 
proJtJce,  or  manufacture  of  the  United 
Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
and  its  dependencies,  and  all  merchan- 
dite  brought  in  British  vessels,  being  the 
property  of  British  subjects,  shall  be  so 
admitted.  So  that  there  are  some  large 
concessions  to  subjects  aud  their  ships  and 
goods;  but  they  do  not  include  produce 
without  reference  to  ownership,  and  that 
is  ihe  reason  why,  in  the  Treaty  with  the 
United  States,  there  is  an  Article  giving 
large  privileges  to  subjects  and  inhabitants 
of  the  countries,  their  ships  and  goods  ; 
yet  the  Second  Article  provides  that  the 
duties  imposed  in  the  ports  of  Britain  in 
Europe  on  articles  the  growth  and  produce 
of  the  United  Sutes,  shall  not  be  higher 
than  those  imposed  upon  those  of  other 
countries,  this  Article  being  quite  irrespec- 
tive of  the  privileges  granted  to  subjects, 
So  with  Venezuela:  Venezuela  at  first 
claimed  exemption  on  the  ground  of  her 
sugar  being  free  grown ;  and  I  hope  that 
in  a  very  short  time  it  will  he  so ;  but,  upon 
inquiry,  our  Government  considered  that 
it  could  not  be  strictly  called  free-groivn 
sugar,  and  the  demand  of  Venezuela  was 
consequently  lefiised.  Venezuela  then  put 
forward  a  claim  founded  UFiun  this  particu- 
lar Article  of  the  Treaty,  which  provides 
that  no  higher  duties  shall  be  imposed 
upon  the  produce  and  manufactures  of  Ve- 
neztiela.  than  was  imposed  upon  those  of  the 
roost  favoured  nations  ;  and  their  claim 
was  at  once  conceded  ;  and,  I  think,  if  it 
was  not  to,  it  would  lead  to  much  cunfu- 
sion  and  to  absurd  consequences ;  because, 
on  what  is  the  claim  of  my  niible  Friend 
founded  i  It  must  be  founded  at  least  on 
the  relation  to  the  subjects  of  the  King  of 
Spain,  who  had  this  right :  but  this  right, 
under  the  Treaties,  oppjying  to  Spanish 


lonies  of  Spain  and  the  Colonial  possessions 
of  Great  Britain.  His  noble  Friend  (the 
Earl  of  Clarendon)  said  that  the  Spanish 
Gnvemment  did  not  remonstrate  on  that 
occasion,  because  they  were  ignorant  of 
their  rights.  That  is  a  strange  reason  to 
allege;  it  is  not  very  likely  to  have  been 
the  case  with  Spain.  As  far  as  I  have  al- 
ways seen,  no  country  is  more  ready  to  make 
large  pretensions  than  the  Spanish  Govern- 
ment. My  noble  Friend  certainly  may 
call  this  special  pleading;  but  the  question 
is  the  correct  interpretation  of  the  Treaty  ; 
and  as  this  is  a  compact,  of  course  it  must 
be  strictly  examined  and  interpreted.  I 
havs  shown  you  how  the  relations  be- 
tween the  two  countries  have  been  under- 
stood, and  the  Treaties  acted  upon  by  both 
parties ;  and  I,  therefore,  see  nothing  in 
the  present  relation  of  the  two  countries 
which  can  possibly  justify  Spain  in  claim- 
ing OS  a  right  the  admiasiun  of  her  produce 
into  British  ports,  which  my  noble  Friend 
puts  forth.  My  Lords,  I  will  now  say  a 
few  words  on  the  last  part  of  my  noble 
Friend's  speech,  in  which  he  treats  with 
ineffable  contempt  the  distinction  which 
baa  been  drawn  between  the  rlghta  granted 
to  subjects  of  a  State,  and  the  manner  in 
which  the  produce  of  that  Stale  is  regarded. 
Now,  in  the  first  place,  1  must  observe, 
that  the  Treaties  with  Spain  to  which  my 
noble  Friend  has  referred,  and  all  the 
Treaties  of  that  day.  are  framed  on  a  very 
different  basis  from  what  exists  at  present. 
TheseTreatiesBiipulateinfavourofiiersonal 
privileges,  and  they  have  no  reference  to 
goods,  except  as  connected  with  the  persons 
possessing  and  dealing  with  those  goods. 
By  those  Treaties.  Spanish  subjects  were 
entitled  to  enjoy  all  the  same  privileges  as 
tha  subjects  rf  any  other  foreign  country  ; 
whether  in  respect  of  their  persons,  their 
■bips,  or  their  goods ;  but  with  the  pro- 
duce apart  from  the  ownership  of  it  these 
Treaties  have  nothing  to  do.  They  have 
DO  reference  to  it.  For  instance,  they  say 
that  any  article  whatever  owned  by  a 
Spaniard,  shall  pay  on  coming  into  this 
country  no  more  duty  than  the  same  ar- 
ticle owned  by  a  Frenchman ;  but  they 
leave  it  entirely  free  to  us  to  provide  that 
the  wine  of  Spain,  for  example,  shall  pay 
twice  OS  much  as  the  wine  of  France,  if 
only  it  pays  no  mote  when  in  the  hands  of 
a  Spaniard,  than  when  in  the  hands  of  a 
Frenchman.  The  modem  Treaties  show 
that  this  distinction  is  real.  Take  the 
Torkish  Treaty  of  It^SS,  which  is  one  of 
the  tnoA  recent.  The  Sublime  Porte 
grants— 
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>ctB,  hat  no  reference  to  British  snb' 
;  because  if  Spanish  subjects  in  Cuba 

to  have  this  right  under  the  Treaty, 
clear  that  onl?  Spanish  subjects  wei 
ided  to  have  it,  and  not  British  sul 
So  that,  suppose  70U  admit,  undi 
Treaty,  ray  noble  Friend's  right  of 
ish  subjects,  at  the  same  time,  under 
peration  of  the  sBine  Treaty, 
:  the  claim  on  the  part  of  British  sub- 
Now,  that  is  reducing  it  to  an  ab- 
ty  ;  it  is  impossible  that  it  could  be  so 
ded.     Therefore,  it  is  clear,  that  the 

was  personal  in  its  character,  and  did 
pply  to  proiluce  separate  from  owner- 
1  can  only  say  that  the  subject  has 
carefully  considered  by  Her  Majesty's 
:rnnicnt  with  reference  to  the  tenor 
!  Treaties ;  and  my  noble  Friend  would 
ito  an  error  if  he  should  suppose  that 
liBi  been  unadvisedly  done,  and  that 
reaties  have  been  newly  discovered  by 
id  the  eWect  and   operation  of  them. 

the  wisdain,  or  policy,  or  generosity, 
jerality,  of  the  proceeding,  that  U  a 
:r  which  may  be  discussed  if  necessary, 
lOther  time  ;  but,  I  must  say,  that  ac- 
ig  to  the  strict  and  authorised  inter- 
tion  of  Treaties,  we  have  donenothing 
1  is  not  just.  [  do  not  lay  any  claim 
liberal  or  a  generous  interpretation  of 
Treaties;  but  I  say  it  is  a  justifi- 
interpretation  with  reference  to  the 
'  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
adopted,  and  which  has  been  sane- 
t  by  this  House  and  by  Parliament. 
!  is  nothing  in  the  interpretation  of 

Treaties  which  I  do  not  think  per- 

justifiable,  and  borne  out   by    the 

of  the  Treaties  themselves,  and  by 
induct  of  both  parties  for  a  long  series 
irs ;  and  this  being  the  case,  I  do  nut 
that  we  are  at  all  liable  to  the  impu- 

of  my  noble  Friend,  and  I  must  op- 
lis  Motion. 
e  Earl  of  Radnor  said,  that  the  course 

argument  i)f  the  noble  Garl  was  dif- 
.  from  that  which  lie  had  employed  in 
rrespoiidence  with  the  Dukeof  Soto- 
With  respect  to  the  Treaties,  ac- 
ig  to  the  noble  Garl's  interpretation, 
reatyof  1667  had  been  set  at  nought 
■.en  or  twenty  years  after ;  and  yet  he 

Radnor)  found  in   the  hook   which 


I  Treaty  at  all.  He  would  ask  any  penoo 
of  common  sense  who  read  the  Treaty, 
whether  on  the  face  of  it  Spain  was  not  U 
be  entitled  to  all  the  advantages  of  thr 
most  favoured  nation  1  He  (Lord  Radnor] 
read  as  a  man  of  common  sense,  and  he 
found  that  the  Treaties  of  1667  and  17ia 
had  been  revived  up  to  1 786.  But  the  noble 
Earl  said — that  was  not  his  argument  to- 
day— that  the  Treaty  of  1670  overturned 
that  of  1667.  It  did  so  in  a  partieutai 
point,  and  in  that  p[>int  only.  But  if  iheii 
Lordships  looked  at  the  Treaty  of  1670,  il 
said  nothing  of  the  produce  of  the  Spaniib 
Colonies  not  being  brought  to  the  United 
K)n>;dom  ;  and  it  was  a  curious  fact,  thai 
in  the  book  laid  by  Her  Majesty's  oom- 
mand  before  their  Lordships,  lbs  Treaty  ol 
1670  was  given  in  pert  only,  and  thow 
parts  referred  to  by  the  Duke  of  Sotomayot 
did  not  appear.  The  Treaty  said  nothing 
of  the  produce  of  the  Spanish  Weal 
India  Colonies  not  coming  to  the  tar> 
ritories  of  the  King  of  Great  Britain  ;  it 
prevented  the  sailing  of  vessels  from  the 
mother  country  to  the  Colonies,  but  it  did 
not  prevent  the  bringing  of  the  produce  at 
the  Colonies  to  the  mother  country-  With 
respect  to  the  latter  part  of  the  noble  Lord's 


argument,  it  justiKed  what  appeared  to  him 
a  great  injustice.  Could  any  one  of  com- 
mon sense  believe  that  the  Treaty  did  not 
intend,  in  speaking  nf  subjects  of  a  Stale, 
"  their  "  produce  and  "their"  trade?  No 
man  of  common  sense,  in  his  opinion,  in 
reading  the  Treaty,  would  not  put  a  dif. 
fereni  interpretation  from  that  put  upon  it 
by  the  noble  Earl. 

The  Earl  of  Clarendon,  in  reply,  said, 
s  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen) 
had  stated  that  Spain  bad  always  denied 
-ight  which  the  Treaty  gave  us;  hut 
he  (Lord  Clarendon)  could  show  the  eon* 
trary,  from  his  own  personal  experience. 
During  the  civil  war,  he  had  been  in  Spain, 
1  he  had,  by  means  of  the  Treaty,  pre- 
ited  forced  loans  being  exacted  from 
British  subjects  resident  in  Spain.  He  had 
in  hit  posses>ian  a  very  magnificent  piece  ot 
plate  which  had  been  presented  to  him  by 
the  British  merchants  for  preventing  their 
being  subjected  to  forced  loans,  aolely  on 
the  ground  of  the  Treaty.  His  noble 
Friend  had  said  that  the  duties  on  Spanish 
een  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House  |  wines  had  been  increased  at  certain  times ; 
ramand  of  Her  Majesty,  that  that  |  but  these  were  the  wines  of  places  east  of 
y  had  been  renewed  over  and  over  1  Malaga,  in  order  to  defray  the  expense  of 
till  1783'  What  was  the  meaning  resisting  the  Algerian  and  Mediterranean 
«tiea  if  they  were"  to  he  held  nf  no  pirates.  He  agreed  with  the  noble  Earl 
It  would  be  better  to  have  no  I  behind  him,  that  there  nai  a  difference  be- 
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twmn  the  argumenU  uied  by  hU  noble 
Friend  to  tbe  Duke  of  Sotomayor,  and  in 
bii  speech  to-night,  which  was  somewhat 
in  tbe  tn  qaoque  style — that  tbe  Treaty 
had  been  lo  often  set  at  nought  by  Spain 
and  by  ourselres,  that  it  wu  no  matter 
how  often  it  was  violated.  With  respect 
to  the  fine  distinction  of  his  noble  Friend 
about  persons  and  produce,  he  appeal«l 
Id  their  lordships  whether,  although  his 
noble  Friend  bad  said  that  the  process  of 
raasoDing  be  employed  bad  led  his  mind  to 
the  conclusion,  they  were  not  convinced, 
as  he  (Lord  Clarendon)  was,  that  the  con- 
clusion was  not  his  own,  by  which  he  had 
adapted  an  opinion  not  very  satisfactory  in 
respect  to  the  interpretation  of  the  old 
Treaties,  or  to  the  spirit  of  tbe  new  ones. 

Retokied  in  tbe  Negative. 

House  adjourned. 


UOUSB    OF   COMMONS 
Tuesday,  July  15,  1845. 


Hiportti^-Cml  Ti»4«  (Port  of  London!  1  O" 

ologicilSnr- 

Y«yi    ChuRih  BuildiDj  AM.  AmiOd 

Stock  ud  Dlvhlenda 

CrtmiMl  JuriK 

idicm 

of  AniUuit 

BuriMM  (inlud)i 

Lull. 

ic   Aiylunu 

AnUoUat 

(No.  I). 

JY*M«.—f    DirbTCounlWHlniliutt 

t). 

I-    iitKwibuy  ud  HolflMd  RowL 

By  Mr.  PnngI 

ftoto 

of  Stlkkk,  lod  FocT 

^Oa  {S«<- 

lad)  MIL— Prom  In 

buhlunli  or  Bii 

mlej 

Ibr  l»nlrr 

iDIo  tha  AnitoiDT  A 

•L-By  Mi.  T 

John  HUlR,  Imw  of 

f  Hrighlon. 

■luntt  Lu°>tis-    BUI 

_  By  the    Lord  Ad 

Alnuds  Brm,  Sol 

«  UigUDtK  Of  CuiongU*.  io  U- 

O.  Moigui,  from  iDhiWUnti  of  Aljerdiie,  mldiDgOMt 
the  Aberdue  Iron  Worki.  foe  euniptlii|  Iron  Woilu 
ftoni  OpsWion  of  tiM  smoka  ProhlbitioD  BiLL— By  He. 
Pringle.  from  Prsbytety  of  Lauder,  Ld  fkvour  of  Tiunpika 
Roidi  (ScoUMnd)  BID. 

The  Home  met  at  twelve  o'clock. 


LvNATicB.]  House  la  Committde  on 
tbe  Lanalic«  Bill. 

Oa  Clause  3,  relative  to  the  appoint- 
meni  of  the  Co  mm  its  ion  ert, 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  said,  that  (hit  clause 
had  better  be  postponed  until  they  had 
got  the  returns  from  the  Inspectors  in  Lu- 
nacy of  (he  cost  of  visiting  ihe  several 
houses,  and  tbeir  state;  but  this  was  a 
pun  oflbe  plan  of  keeping  the  House  in 
tbe  dark. 

Lord  AshJa/  said,  (hat  the  ooly  tetarn 


not  uefora  the  Housa  was  that  of     « 
nonnt  pnid  to  each  Commissioner. 

Sir  C.  Napier  said,  that  before  he  re- 
ceived bit  half-pay  hewaaobliged  to  maka 
a  declaration  ;  and  he  did  not  tee  why 
these  gentlemen  shonid  not  be  subjected 

tbe  same  test  before  they  received  tbeir 
salaries. 

r.  Warburtott  saw  no  use  in  the  de- 
claration. 

Lord  Athley  said,  that  the  treasurer'a 
accounts  were  a  sufficient  guarantee  of  tbe 
rectiiude  of  the  payments,  and  for  tbe 
travelling  expenses  there  was  also  sufficient 
evidence. 

Mr.  T.  Buncombe  said,  that  tbey  ought 
to  have  paid  Commissioners,  responsible 
to  the  Government  and  the  country,  and 
not  men  who  were  part  amaieura,  and 
part  ptofeisional,  and  who  were  respon- 
sible to  nobody.  Before  they  passed  this 
clause,  which  made  ihe  Commission  per- 
manent, ibey  ought  to  have  evidence  that 
the  Commissioners  had  hitherto  done  their 
duty.  He  asserted  that  they  had  not. 
He  thought  they  ought  to  see  if  they 
could  notbave  a  belter  Commiision  fonnea 
than  at  present  existed.  He  would  not 
press  bis  Motion  for  the  posiponeroent  of 
the  clause,  but  would  call  upon  (he  Chair- 
man to  read  the  clause  at  length. 

Mr.  V.  Smith  defended  the  conduct  of 
the  CommiMioners  generally,  and  espe- 
cially with  respect  to  the  case  of  Mr. 
Percival, 

Mr.  Christie  trusted  tbe  noble  Lord 
would  not  only  be  induced  to  reconsider 
the  present  clause,  but  the  effect  of  the 
Bill  aliogeiher.  He  was  sorry  that  his 
bon.  friend  the  Member  for  Finsbury  d(d 
not  mean  to  piesa  hii  Motion  for  post- 
poning the  clause. 

Mr.  Wakiey  felt  convinced  that  (he 
present  Commission  would  never  work 
well.  He  objected  even  lo  three  Com- 
missioners, believing  that  one  Coromis- 
sioner,  who  should  be  responsible  to  the 
Home  Office  for  his  actions,  would  do  more 
good  than  three  or  even  eleven  Commis- 
■ioneis,  of  which  the  present  Commhsion 
wiis  compoied.  He  thought  thatamateor 
Commiisioners  could  never  do  that  good 
fur  the  public  thai  one  properly  paid 
CommisBioner  could  do.  It  had  been  as- 
serted that  insanity  wss  a  purely  mental 
malady;  now  he  asserted  that  in  nine 
rates  out  of  ten  it  arose  from  disease. 
There  was  no  case  of  insanity  witlioat 
structural  derangement.     He  trusted  that 
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the  noble  Lord  would  reconiider  the 
clause  trith  rererence  to  iheCommiMionen, 
Bi  he  thought  it  might  he  framed  in  a 
manner  that  would  operate  far  more  bene- 
ficially (o  the  public. 

Sir  C  Napier  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
vould  recontider  the  clause.  He  con- 
lidered  (hat  an  unpaid  board  waa  not  so 
good  as  a  paid  one. 

Lord  Ashley  denied  that  unpaid  Com- 
miiiioners  were  not  bo  competent  to  per- 
form their  duties  as  paid  ones.  For  him- 
aelf,  he  would  say  that  when  he  entered 
the  Commifsion  he  did  so  with  a  deter- 
mination 10  do  his  duly;  and  he  considered 
himself  a*  responsible  for  the  performance 
of  those  duties  as  if  he  had  been  paid  a 
hundred  guineas  a  visit.  As  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  far  Finsbury, 
that  one  Commissioner  would  be  sufficient, 
he  asserted,  without  fear  of  contradiction, 
that  it  would  be  impossible  for  one  indi- 
vidual to  perform  such  onerous  duties. 

Mr.  fyarburlon  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury,  that  paid  Com- 
missioners were  better  than  unpaid  ones  ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  there 
should  be  unpaid  gentlemen  connected  with 
the  Commission,  who  would  represent 
persons  of  moderate  fortunea  who  were 
afflicted  with  insanity. 

Mr.  Hawes  preferred  a  mixed  board  to 
one  constituted  of  paid  or  of  unpaid  Com- 
missioners alone. 

Sir  J.  Graham  was  anxious  that  the 
Commissioners  named  in  the  clause  should 
be  continued  in  the  Commission. 

The  Ckairman  then  proceeded  to  read 
the  clause,  when 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  again  objected  to  the 
appoiniment  of  any  unpaid  Coramis- 
sioners.  He  could  see  no  advantage  in 
having  one  of  the  Commissioners  in  the 
House ;  it  would  not  make  the  Board 
more  responsible.  He  winhed  lo  see  ihem 
responsible  to  the  Lord  Cbancellor  or  the 
Secretary  of  State.  He  would  beg  leave 
to  move  the  omission  of  the  names  of  the 
amateur  Comraissioners.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber moved  to  omit  all  the  words  mention- 
ing the  unpaid  Commissioner. 

Mr.  Vtmon  Smith  defended  the  ap- 
pointment of  the  unpaid  Commissioners. 
His  duties  as  a  Commissioner  were  so 
onerous  that  he  was  sure  that  it  would  be 
difficult,  if  not  impossible,  to  induce  the 
same  number  of  gentlemen  to  supply 
their  place  if  they  were  now  lo  resign  those 


Sir  J.  Graham  contended  that  the  ap- 

desirable,  because  they  were  geuerallj 
men  without  any  professional  bias — meo 
of  the  world,  and  under  the  control  ol 
public  opinion. 

Sir  R,  Inglit  said,  there  would  alwayi 
be  found  men  in  this  country  willing  tc 
undertake  an;  sort  of  duties,  however  in- 
vidious, merely  for  the  sake  of  the  public 
good.  He  was  sure,  therefore,  that  then 
would  always  be  a  sufficient  number  o 
amateurs  to  undertake  the  office  of  Com' 
missioners  of  Lunacy. 

Mr.  Duncombe  had  no  ideaof  de^tsd 
ing  any  of  the  Commisaoners  by  callinj 
them  amateurs.  He  was  sure  that  paii 
Commissioners  would  be  found  to  dis' 
charge  their  duties  better  and  more  fully 
The  present  Board  hsd  visited  varioD! 
lunatic  aeylums  about  three  or  four  time: 
during  the  last  eighteen  months,  and  iher 
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everything  was  prepared  for  their  rccep' 
tion.  They  ought  to  go  when  they  wen 
not  expected.  He  would  beg  to  ask  hoi 
many  asylumi  the  noble  Lord,  or  an; 
member  of  the  Board,  had  visited  Itttely  7 

Lord  Ashley  bore  testimony  to  the  tea 
and  activity  of  the  unpaid  Commissioners 
He  himself  had,  during  the  last  year 
taken  the  chair  at  the  meetings  of  tbi 
Board  thirty-four  times,  and  each  limi 
the  Board  had  sat  no  less  than  four  hours 

The  Coramitlee  divided  on  the  Ques 
tion,  that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  ou 
stand  part  of  the  Question  :  — Ayea  45 
Noes  6:    Majority  39. 

Clause  again  put. 

Lord  Ashley  said,  the  appointment 
were  all  made  without  reference  lo  ani 
other  feeling  than  that  of  completing  tfai 
efficiency  of  the  Board. 

Mr.  Christie  protested  against  grantinf 
retiring  pensions  to  individuals  who  hac 
held  theoffice  oF  Commissioner,  and  whili 
in  that  position   had   received  very   largi 

Mr.  Wakley  took  the  same  view  of  ihi 
case,  and  contended,  that  after  what  ihi 
House  had  done  Uil  night,  when  it  hac 
openly  declared  that  under  no  circum< 
stance*  should  relief  be  given  to  the  able- 
bodied  poor  in  Scotland,  and  that  a*  uwc 
as  a  poor  man  was  deprived  of  employ- 
ment, he  was  to  support  himself  how  h< 
could,  or  starve  along  with  his  destitutt 
family — after  euch  a  vote,  to  propose  now 
large  retiring  peusioni   to  men   who  bac 
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Hr.  T.  Duncombe  wished  to  bear  from 
Lord  Athle;  the  age  of  Dr.  Turner,  and 
tha  period  of  bi*  Krvice  aa  a  Commis- 
sioner, He  might  have  been  appointed 
foorleeo  and  a-bulf  <reari  ago,  and  he  wa« 
DOW,  in  ax  roonibi,  under  thii  ne*  Act,  to 
receive  a  pention  ot  750/.  When  Dr. 
Turner  first  entered  upon  that  office,  he 
had  DO  expectation  of  receiving  any  pen- 
sion at  all. 

Lord  Athlty  could  not  tell  the  hoD. 
Member  fur  Finibury  ihe  age  of  Dr. 
Turner ;  he  ahould,  at  a  guesi,  aay  he 
vaa  about  sixly-fiTe  ;  bat  he  (Dr.  Turner) 
was  *ery  well  able  to  fulfil  ibe  duties  of 
his  office. 

Sir  /.  Graham  would  lake  upon  him- 
sfllfall  the  responsibility  of  having  tecoro- 
inended  iheie  appointments  to  the  Lord 
Chancellor. 

Mr.  DmKomba  wished  to  know  whether 
any  arrangement  had  been  made  between 
the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ashley)  and  those 
parties  who  bad  been  put  in  nomination 
for  those  offices  ? 

Lord  AikUy  said,  ihst  he  had  eotered 
into  DO  arrangements  whatever. 

Mr.  Duwcombe  did  not  object  to  the 
payment  of  1,500/.  a  year  to  the  medical 
members  of  the  Board;  but  he  was  strongly 
opposed  to  a  similar  sum  being  given  an- 
nually (o  the  legal  uiembeis,  who  would 
be  amply  remunerated  by  a  salary  or 
1,000/.  a  year.  Police  magistrates  re- 
ceived a  salary  of  1 ,000/.  a  year,  and  had, 
into  the  bargain,  to  submit  to  a  deduction 
of  five  per  cent,  for  the  purpose  of  form- 
ing ■  superannustion  fund.  He  would, 
(berefaie,  move,  as  an  Amendment,  "  That 
the  medical  members  of  the  Board  do 
receive  a  salary  of  1,500/.,  and  the  legal 
raembers  1,000/.  a  year." 

Mr.  HindUy  thought  that  1,000/.  a 
year  would  be  enough  for  either  class  of 
Commissioners,  and  be  would  submit  an 
Amendment  to  that  effect.  If  the  noble 
Lord  would  put  an  advertisement  in  The 
Timet  for  a  person  competent  to  judge  of 
cases  oT  iossnity,  and  offer  1,000/.  a  year, 
be  would  have  so  many  applications  that 
be  would  find  it  difficult  to  make  the  se- 
lection. 

Lord  AihUy  said,  ihat  the  sum  of 
1,500/.  a  year  wa*  mentioned,  that  they 
might  be  enabled  to  select  the  most  ta- 
lented and  efficient  persons  to  fill  the 
offices  of  CommissioDeri. 
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Mr.  Warburlon  suggested  the  adoption 
of  a  sliding  scale  of  salary  according  to 
seniority. 

Mr.  WahUy  differed  from  his  hon. 
Colleague  (Mr.  Duncombe)  as  to  the 
propriety  of  awarding  a  higher  salary  to 
the  medical,  than  to  the  legal  Commia. 
aioneri.  Such  an  arrangement  would,  in 
his  opinion,  be  decidedly  unjust.  He 
would  rrcommend  that  barristers  should 
be  appointed  after  five  years  standing  at 
the  Bar,  and  not  after  ten  years. 

Sir  C.  Napier  contended  that  1,000/. 
a  year  wai  quite  sufficient  for  the  set- 
vices  of  the  Commissioners,  as  the  Lords 
of  the  Admiralty  or  the  Treasury  had  no 
more. 

Mr.  Brotherlon  would  give  his  vote  for 
the  larger  salary,  because  it  would  pro- 
vide men  of  greater  efficiency. 

Mr.  Duncombe  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  leave  out  the  words"five  hundred," 
so  that  the  salaries  should  all  be  reduced 
to  1,0001. 

The  Committee  divided  on  the  Question, 
that  the  words  "  five  hundred"  stand  part 
ofiheclause: — Ajei  31 ;  Noes  7:  Ma- 
jurll)  24. 

The  Committee  again  divided  on  the 
Question,  that  the  clause  stand  part  of 
Ihe  Bill:— Ayes  31;  Noes  10:  Majo. 
rity  21. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed.  Committee  lo 
sit  again. 

Spanish  Colonial  Sl'oar,]  Vis- 
count Palmeritoii  rose  to  bring  forward 
the  Motion  of  which  he  bad  given  notice. 
He  aaid:  The  subject  I  am  about  to 
bring  under  the  notice  of  the  House  is  one 
of  much  itnportance  both  to  the  honour 
and  Ibe  interests  of  the  kingdom.  It  is 
of  importance  to  its  honour,  inasmuch  as 
it  relates  lo  the  question  whether  Treaties 
and  engagements  entered  into  by  the 
Crown,  have  or  have  not  been  faithfully 
fulfilled  ;  and  it  bears  upon  the  inierests 
or  the  country,  because  it  raises  the  ques- 
tion, whether  commercial  privileges  and 
advantages  which  were  secured  to  this 
country  by  ancient  Treaties  have  or  have 
not  been  wantonly  rejected,  and  heedlessly 
thrown  away,  Ttie  question  arises  in  con- 
sequence of  the  correspondence  between 
the  Spanish  Minister  at  this  Court  and 
the  British  Government,  copies  of  which 
were  recently  kid  on  the  Table  by  com- 
mand of  Her  Majesty.      T)at  correspoa- 
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dence  relates  to  a  claim  made  by  the  Go- 
TerDment  of  Spain,  that  the  sugars  or 
Cuba  and  Pono  Rico,  tlie  produce  of 
slave  labour,  sliali  be  admitted  into  thii 
country  at  the  same  duties  which  are  le- 
vied upon  the  sugars  of  other  couulries 
the  produce  of  free  labour,  and  upon  the 
sugars  of  Venezuela  and  of  the  United 
States,  the  produce,  like  ihat  of  Cuba,  of 
slave  labour.  This  claim  has  been  refused 
by  Het  Majesij's  Government,  and  upon 
ihatTefusall  think  it  necessary  to  make 
this  Motion,  because  it  is  my  opinion  that 
the  CDgagements  of  the  Crown  have  not  in 
this  case  been  fulfilled;  and  being  also  of 
opinion  that  a  great  and  unnecessary  in- 
jury has  been  thereby  done  to  the  com- 
mercial interests  of  the  country,  I  feel  it 
my  duty  to  ask  the  House,  if  it  should 
concur  with  me  in  (be  views  I  have  taken 
of  this  matter,  to  address  the  Crown, 
praying  that  a  different  course  on  this 
question  may  be  pursued.  Now,  in  order 
to  bring  the  question  in  the  clearest  and 
most  distinct  mantier  under  the  attention 
of  the  House,  [  will  shortly  recapitulate 
the  circuoistances  which  have  preceded 
and  have  led  to  this  correspondence.  It 
ii  fresh  in  the  memory  of  everybody  whom 
1  have  DOW  the  honour  of  addressing,  ihHt 
in  1841  Her  Majesty's  late  Government 
thought  it  their  duty  to  propose  an  sliera- 
tion  in  the  then  existing  scale  of  the  Sugar 
Duties,  belteviuff  that  the  change  which 
they  proposed  to  Parliament  would  lend  to 
increase  the  Revenue — to  give  additional 
development  to  our  commerce  —  and,  by 
the  increased  supply,  to  leduce  the  price 
of  what  has  became  almost  a  neceisary 
of  life,  and,  consequently,  to  add  to  the 
comforts  of  the  poorer  classes  of  the 
people.  The  party  then  in  opposition 
deemed  that  proposal  of  ours  to  be  a  (it 
occasion  on  which  to  make  with  us  a  trial 
of  strength.  They  were  conlidenl  in  their 
increasing  numbers  in  this  House,  and  they 
believed  that  if  they  could  raise  a  cry 
throughout  the  country  in  support  of  what 
they  considered  to  be  their  majority  in 
Parliament,  they  might  succeed  in  driv- 
ing us  from  power,  and  in  occupying  our 
places.  Well,  then,  in  order  to  raise 
this  cry,  they  endeavoured  to  stigmatize 
our  measure  as  calculated  to  give  an 
additional  encouragement  to  slavery  and 
the  Slave  Trade.  They  said  that,  by 
opening  a  larger  door  for  the  admission 
of  sugar  produced  by  slave  labour  in  the 
Golonici  of  foreign  countries,  we  should 
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raise  the  price  of  slave-laboor  sugar  in  the 
general  market  of  the  world,  and  that  we 
should  thereby  give  additional  encourage- 
ment (o  the  employment  of  slaves,  and 
consequently  to  the  Slave  Trade.  They 
succeeded  in  their  attempt;  we  vrere 
defeated,  and  ultimately  resigned  oar 
offices;  and  those  who  sat  on  the  oiber 
tide  of  the  House  succeeded  to  power. 
But  they  had  not  been  long  in  power, 
before  they  came  to  the  same  conclusion 
at  which  we  had  arrived,  namely,  that  a 
change  in  the  Sugar  Duties  was  expedient 
— that  it  would  be  for  the  interests  of 
England  to  increase  the  quantity  of  augar 
brought  into  this  country  for  consnmpiioa 
by  the  people;  and  I  ara  quite  satisfied 
that  if  they  had  been  free  agents — if  they 
had  been  fettered  by  no  pledges  either 
espresied  or  understood,  towards  those 
classes  of  men  whom  they  had  enlisted 
in  their  support  in  the  battle  they  gave 
us  on  the  Sugar  Duties  —  if  they  bad 
been  embarrassed  by  no  assertions  made 
in  debates  at  to  the  effect  of  a  change 
of  the  Sugar  Duties  on  slavery  and  ihe 
Slave  Trade,  I  am  convinced,  in  my  own 
mind,  judging  from  the  very  libera)  fr«e- 
trade  doctrines  which  have  lately  been 
put  forth  by  Members  of  the  Govern- 
ment, whetiever  this  question  and  otfaer 
commercial  tnatlera  have  been  discussed 
in  this  House — I  am  persuaded,  I  say, 
thai  if  they  had  been  entirely  free  agents, 
they  would  have  proposed  some  measure 
very  similar  indeed  in  principle  to  that 
which  we  foiled  in  recommending  for  the 
adoption  of  Parliament.  But  they  were 
fettered  by  engagements — embarrassed  by 
the  doctrines  they  had  laid  down,  and 
they  were,  therefore,  obliged  to  tax  their 
ingenoity  to  discover  some  measure  which 
should,  on  (he  one  baud,  afford  some  re- 
lief to  the  consumer,  by  increasing  th« 
supply  of  foreign  sugar;  while,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  should  not  too  greatly 
alarm  their  West  India  supporters,  ana 
should  not  be  too  manifestly  at  variance 
wiih  the  principles  they  had  laid  down 
in  objecting  to  the  plan  that  we  had  pro- 
poned. They  bethought  themselves  of  ■ 
most  notable  expedient;  ihey  did  not 
produce  any  measure  which  even  pre- 
tended to  have  the  effect  of  increasing 
the  revenue,  which  ours  would  have  done; 
but  they  proposed  a  measure  which,  while 
it  should  add  a  little  (o  the  supply  of 
foreign  sugar,  should  not  add  so  much 
as  to  give  just  cause  of  alarm  to  the 


..CoCH^Ic 


5U 


(Jdlt  15} 


Colonial  Sugar. 


584 


Wast  [Bdim  raonopoliiti,  or  nach  en- 
coungement  to  ilaver;  and  the  Slate 
Trade,  Their  plan  was  to  admit  at  a  very 
loir  duij  torcigD  augar  tha  pioduca  of  free 
labour,  Bod  to  place  a  very  high,  and 
practically  a  prohibitory,  duty  on  augar 
ibe  produce  of  ilave  labour;  and  they 
■earned  lo  thinh  thi*  noeaiure  would  ac- 
compliah  every  object  ohich  they  profea- 
aed,  aa  a  Gofernmeni,  to  have  in  view. 
They  ware  told  that  iheir  cneaaure  would 
fail ;  and  that  it  waa  fouoded  on  erro* 
neoM  principlea  —  on  a  total  miatake. 
They  were  told  that  it  waa  ridiculoui  to 
iappoae  thai  if  we  look,  lay  40,000 
or  50,000  tona  of  augar  aonually  out  of 
the  general  market  of  the  world,  where 
hitherto  it  had  been  coommed,  we  thould 
not  raiia  the  price  of  the  augar  which 
remained  io  the  market,  juit  the  lame 
whether  the  augar  lo  taken  out  by  ni  war 
produced  by  free  labour  or  by  ilare  labour, 
and  that  aa  (he  ineaiurB  ihua  tended  to 
JocreaK  tha  price  of  sugar  in  the  general 
market  of  the  world,  it  wat  open  to  just 
the  lame  objection— ^aa  far  at  that  objec- 
tion wfli  good  for  anything) — which  they 
had  made  to  onr  meiisure,  namely,  that, 
pro  tanto,  it  would  afford  encouragement 
to  lite  additional  employment  of  slave 
labour.  They  were  told  that  it  would  be 
just  ai  absurd  to  maintain  the  contrary, 
as  to  sasert  that  by  taking  out  water  from 
one  «nd  of  a  pond,  you  would  doi  lower 
tha  level  of  the  water  at  the  other  end 
the  pond.  They  were  told  that  their 
measure  was  founded  on  a  childish  ab 
lufdity,  and  that  it  could  not  be  practi' 
cally  executed.  They  were  told  that  slave 
sugar  would  be  brought  into  cooaumpiion 
here  under  the  charaoier  of  free-labour 
sugar,  and  that  all  their  regulations  and 
certificates  would  utterly  fail  to  enforce 
the  distinction  whictithey  wished  to  estab- 
lish, and  to  prevent  the  evasion  of  their 
law.  But  tbey  were  told,  moreover,  that 
Ibair  measure  would  inevitably  break 
down  from  another  cause,  tha  effecta 
of  which  could  not  be  avoided.  Thry 
were  warned  that  there  were  Foreign 
Powers  which  had  with  this  country  Treaties 
of  cQuimerce,  whereby  the  subjects  of 
those  Powers  were  eniiiled,  io  their  com. 
mercial  dealings  with  this  country,  to  enjoy 
all  the  privileges  with  respect  lo  goods  and 
duties  which  we  might  grant  to  the  most 
favoured  naiioo  ;  and  that  if  tba  sugar  of 
any  eonnlry  was  to  be  admilted  at  a  lower 
rate  of  duty,  on  aoeouot  of    its   baing 


produced  by  free  labour,  thoM  Treaties 
would  compel  us  to  admit  the  alave-labo  r 
sugar  of  other  countries  on  a  fooling 
equally  advantageous.  I  remember  press- 
ing this  point  upon  their  consideraiion 
generally;  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
late  Chancellor  of  the  Eachequer  moro 
especially  brought  it  under  their  attention 
in  reference  la  the  I'reaty  between  this 
country  and  Denmark.  The  puinl,  how* 
ever,  waa  treated  very  liglitly  by  hon. 
Gentiemaa  opposite;  and  I  remember 
especially  that  one  of  them,  answered 
what  1  bad  laid  with  argumenta  and 
statements  which  aeemed  quite  aatisfao- 
tory  to  him,  but  which,  as  far  as  I  could 
understand  them — which  I  cannot  aay  I 
was  able  to  do  very  clearly,  did  not  seen 
to  me  at  all  to  meet  the  esse.  In  spite 
of  all  these  objections,  tbey  passed  their 
measure.  What  followed  ?  Soon  after 
their  measure  wai  passed,  the  State  of 
Venesuela,  having  ■  Treaty  with  us  by 
which  it  was  entitled  to  be  placed  on 
tba  footing  of  the  most  favoured  nation 
in  its  trade  with  this  country,  demanded 
that  the  lugar  of  Veneiusla  ihoult)  be  ad« 
milted  to  consumption  In  this  country  on 
the  same  footing  aa  the  sugars  of  Manilla, 
Java,  and  other  free-labour  couolriea. 
The  Government  tnok  that  claim  into 
consideration  ;  they  found,  on  looking  into 
the  Treaty,  that  the  claim  was  irrcaiitible  t 
it  was  accordingly  admilted,  and  the  slavo> 
labaur  log'ar  of  Venesuela  was  placed 
on  the  lame  footing  of  advantage  as  the 
free-labour  sugars  of  Java  and  Manilla. 
Next  came  the  United  States.  The 
United  Slates  have  a  Treaty  with  us,  by 
which  they  are  entitled,  in  their  commerce 
wlih  England,  to  be  placed  on  the  fool- 
ing of  the  most  fetrourad  nation.  They 
claimed  similar  privileges  for  the  admission 
of  their  sugars.  That  claim  waa  taken  into 
consideration.  The  Treaties  were  ex- 
amined i  the  claim  was  found  to  be  unan- 
swerable ;  and  tha  stave-labour  augars  of 
tha  United  States  were  admitted  into  the 
market  of  this  country  on  the  same  foot* 
ing  with  the  sugars  of  Veoezuela,  Java, 
and  Manilla.  Here  were  two  great  holea 
oiada  in  the  syaiero  of  the  Government. 
"  Look  I  in  this  place  ran  Cassias'  dagger 
Ihronijh ; 
See  what  a  rem  the  envious  Cases  made." 
But  al  that  time  the  "  well-beloved  Bru- 
tus" had  not  "dealt  his  deadly  stab;" 
bot  the  well- beloved  Brutus  did  not 
long  delay  hii  faul  Mow;  and  speedily 
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after  tbe  conceuion  to  llie  United  Staiei,  the  r^ht  lotution  of  the  origioal  qtwMioD ; 
the  welUbelofed  Biutui,  in  ihe  periao  of  ■od,  makin);  ibit  exchange  vhilc  hU  ad- 
General  Narvaez,  came  wiih  a  demand  veriarj'a  attention  ia  engaged  bj  the  chain 
ihat  Spanish  Colonial  lugar,  tbe  ilave-  of  aignraent,  foundi  hi*  lupeniructure  on 
grown  (ugar  of  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico,  tbe  lubttituled  eipreuion,  and  comes 
should  he  placed  on  the  lame  fooling,  thereby  to  a  concluiion  at  wbicb  he  could 
knd  should  hsTe  tli<!  same  advantages  COD-  not  pouibly  have  arrived  by  means  of 
ceded  to  it  in  this  country,  as  the  sugar  tbe  premtMs  from  which  be  aei  oat. 
of  the  most  favoured  naliooa.  Tbis  de>  I  shall  be  able,  1  think,  to  convince  tbe 
mand  was  made  in  a  note  from  ihe  Duke  House  that  this  is  strictly  the  character  of 
of  Sotomayor,  which  cannot,  f  think,  re-  the  document  of  which  1  am  speakioj-. 
ceive  any  sufficient  and  saiisfiiciory  an-  First,  let  us  look  at  the  note  of  the 
•wer.  But  some  answer  il  was  neeesssry  Duke  of  Soiomayor.  The  Duke  of  Solo, 
to  give ;  and  as  it  would  have  been  too  mayor  demands  that  the  augata  of  Cuba 
ludicrous  for  tbe  Government  to  have  and  Porto  Rico,  lliougb  the  produce  of 
iheir  whole  rorasore  torn  to  tatters,  rag  slave  labour,  shall  be  admitted  into  this 
by  rag,  they  determined  to  find  some  country  at  the  (ame  duty  as  that  paid  bj 
pretence  or  other  for  refusing  this  claim,  (he  logar  of  tbe  most  favoured  nation. 
Accordioely,  not  the  Foreign  Office — for'  HefoundsthatdemandonancientTrealiei, 
1  acquit  the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  formally  contracted  between  the  iwocoun> 
Foreign  Office  of  having  invented  (he :  tiies,andeipecially  on  theTreatiesoflGG? 
note  whicli  was  aent  in  reply:  I  diSer!  *i>d  1713.  Tbe  terms  of  the  Treaties  to 
from  lhat  noble  Lord  on  moti  point*  of  which  ha  thus  more  particularly  allwdes. 


foreign    policy,   but   1    reipect  hi 
vidually  too  highly  to  believe  that  he 
have  invented  the  argument*  contained 


certainly  ai  strong   as  well  can  be; 

lid    and  though  it  is  tedious  to  tbe  House  to 

hear  document!  of  tbii   kind  read,  yet  I 


tbe  note  to  which  be  has  put  hi^  name ;    must  ask  permission  to  read  iliokc  portions 


and  I  only  regret  that  thi 
diipoiilioQ  which  I  lind  fault  with  in  his 
transaciiuns  wiih  Foreign  Puwen,  ihould 
have  led  htm  in  ihitcsse  to  put  hii  name  (o 
arguments  which  bii  better  judgment  must 
repudiate.  Accordingly,  I  aay,  fiom  Her 
Majesty's  Government  there  came  an 
aniwcr  re|eciiog  the  demand  of  the  Duke 
de  Soiomayor.  I  think  that  aniwer  full 
of  fallaciei— I  will  not  tay  palpable  fal- 
laciei,  became,  that  fallicies  should  be 
palpable,  the  arguments  on  which  they 
rett  should  be  plain  and  easy  to  be  under- 
stood :  whereai  I  defy  any  man  to  com- 
prehend the  drift,  and  scope,  and  mean- 
ing of  the  argumenit  in  thit  note,  wiihout 
reading  ilover  and  over  sgain  ihteeor  four 
times  with  the  utmost  inteniiiy  of  atten- 
tion, I  have  myself  done  so,  and  having 
thus  arrived  at  what  1  consider  to  be  an 
nndersiandmg  of  the  document,  I  am  pre- 
pared to  iiale  ihst 
fallacies,  b>il  lhat  i 
icksble  illustration    of  what   has   b«ei 


of  the  Treaties  on  which  tbe  Duke  da 
Soiomayor  foondi  hit  demand.  Ititea- 
■eolial  to  Ihe  cate  that  I  ibould  do  ao. 
And,  firit,  lei  roe  refer  to  tbe  Treaty  of 
1667.  The  Thirty-eighth  Article  of  that 
Tieaty  runs  thus: — 

"It  it  agreed  and  concluded,  lhat  the  peopla 
and  (ubjecis  of  the  King  of  Uieat  Britain  and 
of  the  Kin;  of  Spain,  tball  have  and  enjoy  in 
the  respective  lands,  leai,  porta,  haven*,  road*, 
and  letriiorie*  of  the  one  or  ihe  other,  and  in 
■II  placn  whalioever,  the  same  privilege*, 
leconties,  libertie*,  and  inmnnitiei,  whether 
Ihey  concern  their  person*  or  trade,  with  all 
the  beneficial  claosci  and  cireumiUnccs  which 
hare  been  granted,  or  ihall  be  hereafter 
granted,  bj  cither  uf  the  laid  Kings,  lo  the 
Uo*I  Cbriitisn  King,  ihe  Slatei- General  of 
the  United  Province*,  tbe  II ante  Towns,  or 
any  other  Kingdom  or  Stale  wbaiaoever,  in  as 
full,  ample,  and  beneficial  a  manner  a*  if  the 
same  were  particularly  mentioned  and  inserted 
in  his  Treaty." 
only  full  ofj  Thus  fartheTreaty  of  1667.  Neat  comet 
curious  and  re- 1  the  Ti;eaty  of  1713,  which  the  Dukerelies 
upon  in  making   out   his  claim.     There 


coniistt  in  thii — that  in  the  course  of  i 
gument  one  of  the  partis',  arguing  tkilfully, 


called   by  tome  legerdemain  logic,  which  '  were    two  Treaiiea  with  Spain  in   1713 

••■'•"•'^"•°" "" ' '  both  ligned  at  Utrecht,  the  first  in  Joly, 

nod  the  teeond  in  December ;  and  both  of 
these  distinctly  lanciinn,  beyond,  as  it 
seems  to  me,  a  posfibiliiy  of  doubt,  Ihe 
demand  made  by  the  Spanish  Mioiiter. 
Tbe  Ninth  Article  of  [lbs   fir«   af  ihtM 


slips  in  tome 
cxprrsiion,  nearly, 


:wanl  appes 
that  from  which  the  a 
but  which,  neverthelets. 


difiefs  from  it  in  tome  point  eiteoiial  to   Treatica  ii  in  tbeM  teroa 
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ii  further  agreed  and  concluded  as  age- 1  gumenl,  ihe  Doke  anticipxea  two  objec- 

neral  rule,  that  all  aDd  singular  iheaubjecuof    ijoqs  whicli  might  be  offered   by  the  Go_ 

it  ofGreat  Biilain.     And,  first,  ha 


each  kingdom  ihall, 

on  boib  «idei,  have  aad  enjoy  at  least  Ihe  same 

privileges,  libeities,  and  immuniiies  a)  to  all 

relating  to  persons,  goods,  and  merchandises, 
•bipi,  freight,  seamGn,  navigatian,  and  com- 
merce, and  (hall  have  Ihe  like  fiTour  in  all 
things  a*  the  subjects  of  France  or  any  other 
foreign  nation  the  most  favoured  have,  possess, 
and  enjoy,  or  at  any  time  hereafter  tnay  hare, 
possess,  or  enjoy," 


foresees  ihe  possibility  that  some  disi 
I  tion  might  be  set  up  between  Ihe  Colotilea 
!  of  Spain  and  the  mother  country,  and  thii 
!  possible  diaiinction  he  meets  thus  : — 
I  "  You  cannot  make  use  of  that  objection, 
'  because  you  have  admitledon  Ihe  lermsset  forth 
'  the  produce  of  our  Coloaies  of  the  Phiiiiipine 
'  III  an  d  s,tiye  Item  p  ting  the  sugars  of  those  islands 
I  ipecitically  from  the  high  duties  which  are  the 
I  object  of  the  present  application,  and  there- 
lot  because  Cuba  is  a  Colony  that 
esist  my  demand." 


By  the  Treaty  of  December  rotlow-  j 
tag,  the  Treaiy  of  peace,  commerce,  | 
and  alliaDce  concluded  wiib  Spain  is 
ratified   and   cotiGrmed  ;    and  "for    the  1 1'')^  other  abjeclioQ  contemplaled  by  the 


greater   atreoglhening   and    confirmation  ]  ^"Itf '<  this  :— 

of  the   aame,"  that  Article  was  inserted 

word  for  wonl.     But,  as  if  that  were  not 

enough,  the  Second  Article  of  the  Treaty  1  manuf.iciured  by  slaves,  and  sugar  ibe  pro- 

■     ■     **-  ■  '     duce  of  free  labour.     But."  replies  the  Duke, 


You  may,    perhaps,   tell  us,   that   your 
laws  make  a  diaiinction  between  lugar 


ii  in  these  words; — 


I  ihe  part  of  my  Government  I  deny 
that  a  difference  in  the  mode  of  manufacture 
constitutes  any  valid  ground  on  which  you 
can  take  your  stand  in  maintaining  a  difference 
of  duty.  The  Treaty  admits  of  no  such  differ- 
n  any  such  ground." 


*■  The  subjects  of  their  Majesties,  trading  re- 
spectively in  the  dominions  of  their  said  Ma- 
jesliei,  •ball  not  be  bound  to  pay  greater  duties 
or  other  imposts  whatsoever,  for  iheir  imports 
or  exports,  than  shall  be  exacted  of,  and  paid 

by,  the  subjects  of  Ihe  most  favoured  nnlion;  :  ,  ,l-  v.  ,l.  r»,.i,-*.  .„-i  .  .  .u.  .-■'  ; 
and  ifit  .bill  happen  ,n  t.me  to  come  thai  an^  '.  '  ^**'"\'^'.  ^''^V  '^P'V  '°  "?*  "','■' 
diminution  ofduties.oroiber  advantages, shall  |  P*'^"  objection  quite  unanswerable,  while 
be  granted  by  either  side  to  any  foreign  nation,  :  ■<  "  borne  out  by  the  practices  of  ibis  coun- 
Ibe  subjects  of  each  Urown  shall  reciprocally  j  try.  The  Duke  say* — 
and  fully  enjoy  the  same      And  as  it  has  been        „  y^^  ^^„„^j  ^^^        .^  provisions  of 

agreed   as  IS  above-mentioned,  concerntngthe  1,^  l,li,^^j  Treaties  made  by  both  coun- 

rales  of  duties,  so  >t  is  ordained  as  a  general     „;_»  ^^  .„  „„„^,„ „i,„.„,    i„j„  ^„ 

rule  between    their    Msjesliei,  that   all    i 
every  one  of  their  subjects  shull,  in 


ci>ran>and  of  iheii 


i  immunities, 
s  whatsoever, 
merchandise. 


tries  by  an  enactment  unilateral,  made  by  one 
parly  wiihoui  the  consent  of  the  olher;  yon 
'  cannot  thus  establish  a  practice  which  is  fatal 
;  to  a  claim  founded  on  Treaties  made  by  mutual 
j  consent." 

!  But  the  practice  of  England  itself  eSbrds 
an  answer  to  the  supposed  argument  thus 
met  by  the  Duke;  for  I  ask,  have  not  we 
ouTielves,  over  and  over  again,  maintained 
'  the  same  principle  as  that  asserted  in  the 

[  Duke's  note?     We  have  contended  that 

___s  and  enjoys,  or  may  use  and  enjoy  for  the  the  ))roceis  by  which  an  article  is  manu> 
future,  as  is  explained  more  at  large  in  ihe  factured  is  not  a  just  t;round  for  making 
Thirty-eighib  Article  of  the  Treaiy  of  1667,  ,  distinction  with  respect  to  duties  to  be 
which  is  specially  inserted  to  the  foregoing  |„jgj  „^^„  j,_  We  have  maintained  this 
j  frequently.  We  have  said  tbat  the  perfec- 


and  places  subject 

respective  Majesties,  use  an 

the  same  privileges,  liberties, 

concerning  all  imposts  ordi 

which  relate  to  persons,  wai 

ships,    Irel-jhting,  mariners,  aavigalion,    ana 

commerce,  and  enjoy  the  same  favour  iu  all 

things  (as  well  In  the  courts  of  justice  as  in  all 

those  IhingH  which  relate  lo  trade,  or  any  other 

right  whatsof  ver)  as  the  most  favoured 


Now,  I  must  own,  thai  if  I  had  been 
set  to  draw  op  Articles  which  were  in 
the  most  full  and  comprehensive  manner 
possible  to  secure  to  ihe  subjects  of  two 
trade  with  each  othea. 


imperfection  of  an  article  it 
indjust  ground  of  making  such  adisiioc- 
:ion ;  but  that  the  particular  process  of 
nanufacture  was  not.  In  1816,  fur  exam- 
hen  the  United  Stalesof  America 


the  privileges  and  advantages  of  the  most  posed  a  heavier  duty  upon  bars  and  bolis 

favoured  nation,  I  should  have  been  at  a  of  iron  manufaciured   by   the  process  of 

loss  lo  have  deviled  words  more  full  and  rolling,    than    that    which    was    imposed 

more  comprehensive  than   those  which   I  upon    bars   and    bolts   manufactured    by 

have  quoted— more  clear,  more  distinct,  hammerino',    we   instructed    Sir   Chailes 

more  unmistakable.    Proceeding  in  his  ar-  Bagoi,  then  our  Minister  at  Washington, 


Cobmiml  Skgar. 
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to  object  to  thmt  duty,  snd  to  %v}  that  ban 
aad  boll*  of  iron  men,  to  all  intenli  and 
purpoHi,  like  arliclti,  whether  hammered 
or  rolled,  aod  that  they  ought  to  be  taxed 
in  a  likedeeree,  and  that  the  diilinLlion 
which  the  United  Slatei  sought  to  make 
watat  TBriance  with  iheirTreaiiea  with  ihii 
country.  The  result  of  lhi»  repreientation 
wai,  that  the  Uaiied  Slates  did  not  periiti 
in  nainiainin^  a  heavier  duty  on  iron 
bara  and  bolls  which  were  rolled,  ihan 
on  those  which  were  tubjecied  to  Ihe  pro- 
ceia  of  hammering;  and  comequenlly, 
made  the  duties  which  were  paid  on  the 
bars  and  bolls  of  iron  roanuraciured  in  thii 
country,  the  isme  as  upon  the  *ame  articles 
eiporled  from  Sweden  and  Rutiia.  The 
argument  by  which  the  Government  now 
defend  their  difierential  duty  is,  indeed, 
pulpably  erroneous.  But  if  it  were  othec- 
wiie  — if  it  were  well  founded,  then  f 
asic,  why  was  it  not  used  when  the  Go- 
vernment was  reguUling  the  Sugar  Du- 
ties with  the  United  Stales  and  Vene- 
M«1al  Why  did  they  not  then  say,  that 
there  ought  to  be  a  higher  duty  on  su- 
gar manufactored  in  oneway,  than  on  that 
which  was  maoufaclured  in  another  way, 
but  which  was  of  the  same  quality?  If 
there  be  any  force  in  ibe  argument,  it 
ought  to  have  been  ui^ed  when  the 
United  Stales  were  presaing  iheir  claims; 
and  the  Government  of  this  country 
should  then  hive  s*id  that  the  slave-grown 
sugar  of  the  United  Stales  was  not  a 
like  commodity  with  the  free-grown 
augar  of  other  countries,  and,  iherefoie, 
their  claim  mutt  be  rejected.  The  Oo- 
vernment  of  this  country  did  not,  how- 
ever, at  that  period,  treat  the  subject  in  so 
off-hand  a  manner  as  they  do  now  with 
re«pect  to  Spain  ;  and  accordingly  they 
admitted  lugar  wiiicL  was  the  produce  a( 
slave  labour,  as  a  like  article  to  that  which, 
being  of  the  same  quality,  was  the  produce 
of  free  labour.  This  decision,  in  reference 
to  the  augar  of  the  United  States  and 
Venezuela,  has  been  urged  on  the  part 
of  Spain.      Sho   has    qooted    the  Trea- 

tie*  that  we  fuimerty  made  with  her —  I  was  made  in  IdlD — a  Treaty  intermedial 
and  of  which  I  have  read  exirai-t*,  i  between  ihoseof  1667  and  1713,  and  con- 
and  she  has  demanded  that  her  su- ^  firmed  by  subsequent  Treaties,  even  by 
gar  should  b«  admitted  oh  the  lame  '  if^t  of  1814 — prevented  the  application 
favouiabte  terms  aa  the  sugar  of  other  \  of  the  two  Treatiei  of  which  Spain  claims 
countries.  Then  comes  the  answer  of  1  the  fulHIment ;  and  in  the  manner  in  which 
(he  Government ;  and,  in  adverting  to  it,  this  portion  of  ihe  qursiton  is  treated 
1  must  admit  that  they  are  placed  in  a  '  in  their  answer,  we  have  a  very  ingenious 
▼eiy  embarrasaing  situation  ;  fur  it  cannot  '  instance  of  that  species  of  legetdemain  in 
be  denied  that  if  ihey  are  (o  admit  the  |  argument  which  I  have  already  described. 
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claiin  of  Spain,  and  allow  hsr  riugar  to 
come  in  upon  the  same  terms  as  Ibe 
sugar  of  the  United  Stales,  their  doc- 
trines and  distinctions  would  be  blown  lo 
shivers,  and  there  would  be  an  end  of  their 
vaunted  measure  with  respect  to  sugar 
and  the  Slave Trxde.  The  only  peg  would 
be  gone  npon  which  they  can  hang  the 
last  remnant  of  tbeir  political  consistency : 
they  would  then  be,  perhaps,  exposed 
to  a  little  laughter — to  a  joke — or  a  taunt 
across  the  Table — to  a  newspaper  skit— 
to  a  taunt  on  the  husiings — things  pain- 
ful enotigh,  I  admit,  to  the  fhelings  of  public 
men,  but  which  ought  not  for  a  moment  to 
stand  in  the  way  when  the  honour  or  the 
interest  of  the  country  ia  concerned.  To 
auch  thinga  they  mast  submit,  rather 
than  aacnfice  the  character  of  the 
country.  Theie  are  my  views  of  the 
course  which  they  ought  to  have  taken; 
and  1  do  not  hesitate  to  aay,  that  if  [  were 
in  their  place  it  would  be  the  eourse 
which  I  should  take.  There  is  a  point, 
however,  beyond  which  the  most  elastic 
vapour  cannot  be  condensed,  and  there  is 
also  a  point  beyond  which  even  this  Go- 
vernment cannot  gu  in  conresiion.  Thej 
said,  "  We  have  been  foiled  by  Venezuela 
and  by  the  United  Slates,  but  we  must  take 
our  stand  on  the  case  of  Spain,  and  refuse 
her  the  rights  we  have  acknowledged  to  be- 
long to  the  others."  They  accordingly  gave 
anaoswerandarefussl;  and  who  they  called 
to  their  aid  on  that  occasion  Heaven  only 
knows  t  but  1  do  not  envy  them  their  ad- 
viser. I  admit,  however,  that  there  was 
some  ingenuity  in  their  answer,  a*  I  shall 
presently  show.  Tlie  first  point  on  which 
that  answer  was  fonnded  was  an  admission 
of  the  full  effect,  in  commercial  matters, 
of  the  Treaties  of  1667  and  1713  (which 
they  dispuie  in  a  subsequent  part  of  their 
statement,  apparently  furthe  sakeof  argu- 
ment), and  an  admission  of  the  full  effect 
which  Spain  claimed  for  the  Treaties  of 
1667  and  1713;  but  they  follow  up  that 
■dmiaaion  by  a  statement  that  a  Treaty 
between  this  country  and   Spain,  which 
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They  sUte  lliat  the  Treatiei  of  1667  and 
1713  do  nol  apply  lo  ihe  West  India 
trade.  Here  is  a  conveniem  generali- 
ty of  expressiriii,  which  conceal*  from  the 
eyes  of  the  observer  ihe  inapplicability  of 
Ihe  Treaty  of  1670  to  the  question;  and 
this  affords  another  instance  to  show  hov* 
pailtescan  in  such  arguments  arrive,  by 
making  changes  in  succession  of  terms,  ai 
a  higher  point  of  assertion  than  that  with 
which  they  began.  They  Urst  say  that  the 
Treaty  of  1670  "excepts"  the  West  India 
Colonies  of  both  countries  from  the  privi- 
leges which  are  secured  by  the  Treaty  of 
1667  for  Ihe  mother  countries — Spain 
and  Great  Britain.  They  then  go  further 
in  their  assertion  as  they  proceed,  and 
say,  the  Treaty  (1670)  "  expressly  ex- 
cludes" the  West  India  Colonies;  and 
lower  down  they  go  further  atill,  and  say, 
that  the  Treaty  (1670)  rontaiu*  a  •'  spe- 
cial exclusion"  of  the  Vt'eH  India  Colo- 
nies of  both  countries.  Now,  I  say,  thai 
thisiaaneolirely  false asaeriJon,  and  wholly 
at  variance  with  the  inientioa  and  the 
words  of  the  Treaty  of  1670.  What  is 
the  claim  of  Spain  ?  Spain  claims  that 
Spanish  subjects  residing  in  Cuba  may  be 
allowed  to  biing  their  tugars  into  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  that  those  sugars 
may  be  admitted  al  ai  low  a  rate  of 
duty  as  the  sugars  of  Ihe  most  fuvoured 
nation.  Is  there  a  single  word  in  the 
Treotyof  I670,on  which  the  answer  which 
has  been  given  lo  Spain  so  strongly  relies, 
which  goes  to  prevent  Spain  from  enjoying 
that  advantage  wiiich  she  claims  from  this 
country?  [^.Vlr.  Gladttone  :  ReadtheSth 
Article  of  the  Treaty.]  I  am  going  to 
read  it,  but  before  I  do  so  I  will  asL, 
is  that  Treaty  of  1670  a  Commercial 
Treaty?  No  such  thing.  It  is  apolitical 
Treaty,  entered  into  for  the  purpose  of 
putting  an  end  to  the  hoitiliiles  whi  ' 
then  prevailed  beiiveen  the  Colonies 
Spain  and  Great  Britain  in  the  Wi 
Indies  and  America,  whilst  the  mother 
countries  were  at  peace.  What  was  the 
title  of  the  Treaty.  Was  it— 
"  a  Treaty  between  the  kingdom  of  Spain 
and  Great  Britain,  for  the  purpose  of  exclud- 
ing t^.e  Colonies  of  the  two  countriei  from  the 
commercial  advantages  wliicli  were  secured  to 
■lie  Moihei  Countries  under  the  Treaty  of 
1667  ?" 
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No  such  thing.  The  Treaty  recites  the 
depredations  which  had  Idken  place  in 
the  Weal  Indies  and  America,  and  it  pro- 
ceeds to  establish  peace  in  America  be- 


tween the  liro  nation!.  What  it  Ihe  pra- 
amble  of  the  Treaty?  Let  ms  remark, 
that  preambles  lo  Treaties  explain,  in  a 
great  measure,  the  intention  and  object  of 
the  Treaties;  and  therefore,  if  the  ob> 
ject  of  the  Treaty  was  that  which 
the  Government,  in  their  answer  to 
Spain,  imply,  its  preamble  ought  to 
be:  "That  whereas,  according  to  iha 
Treaty  of  1667,  between  Spain  and  Great 
Britain,  each  nation  was  to  give  lo  the 
oiher  the  privileges  of  the  most  favoured 
nation,  and  whereas  it  has  become  neces- 
sary to  exclude  the  West  Indiait  and 
American  poeaeasiona  of  both  countries 
from  these  benefits,  be  it  declared  so  and 
so,"  But  what  is  the  preamble?  The 
preamble  sets  forth  that — 

"  Inasmuch  as  the  good  feeling  between 
Ureat  Britain  and  Spain  had  been  interrupted 
in  America,  this  Treaty  was  intended  to  re- 
establish the  good  understanding  which  before 
existed  between  Spain  and  Great  fiiltain,"  &c. 
The  First  Article  in  the  Treaty  confirms 
the  Treaty  of  1667,  ao  far  as  it  does  not 
coneict  with  the  Articles  of  the  Treaty  of 
1670;  and  then  we  come  to  the  Second 
Article,  which  is  nf  considerable  import- 
ance, it  is  to  this  effect : — 

"  That  there  shall  be  a  universal  peaae,trna 
and  sincere  amilv  in  America,  ai  in  the  other 
parts  of  the  world,  between  the  Most  Serene 
Kings  of  Great  Britain  and  Spain,  their  heirs 
nnd  successors,  and  between  the  kingdoms, 
states,  plantations,  colonies,  foris,  cities, 
islands,  and  dominions,  without  any  distinc< 
tion  of  place,  belonging  unio  either  of  ihem; 
and  between  Iha  people  and  inhabitants,  un- 
der iheir  respective  obedience,  which  shall 
endure  frnra  this  day  for  ever,  and  be  observed 
inviolably,  as  well  by  laud  as  by  sea  and  fresh 
waters,  so  as  to  promote  each  the  welfare  and 
advantage  of  the  other,  and  favour  and  assist 
one  another  with  mutual  love;  and  that 
everywhere,  as  well  in  those  remoter  countries 
as  in  those  that  are  nearer,  the  raithful  offices 
of  good  neighbourhood  and  friendship  may  be 
exercised  and  increased  between  them," 
This  Article  showa  that  the  object  of  the 
Treaty  was  the  termination  of  hostilities, 
and  not  restrictions  of  commerce.  Then 
comes  the  Eighth  Article,  on  which  the 
Government  su  much  rety,  and  it  declaiea 


"The  subjects  and  inhabitants,  captains, 
masters  of  ships,  mariners  of  the  kingdoms, 
provinces,  and  dominions  of  each  confederate 
respectively,  shall  abstain  and  forbear  lo  sail 
and  trade  in  Ihe  ports  and  havens  which  have 
fortificiitiona,  castles,  magazines  or  ware- 
houses, and  in  all  other  places  whatsoever, 
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>y  the  other  parly  in  the  Wett  lo- 
it,  naiives  of  Great  Briiain  shall 
to,  aai  trade  iti,  ilie  havens  and 
h  ihc  Catholit  Ring  holdeth  in  the 
;  tior  in  like  mnnner  ihjU  the  aub- 
King  of  Spain  sail  unto,  or  trade 
lues  which  are  poiseaied  there  by 
Ureal  Brirain." 

I  that  Article  mean  }  It  means 
i,  and  only  (hit,  ibat  Bi 
tie  nol  lo  tialEc  and  nitvigate 
jnidl  possestions  of  Spain, 
!  manner,  Spanish  aubjects  were 
iffic  with  VT  navigate  lo  the 
pogseasiona  or  Great  Brit 
is  not  a  word  In  noy  or  these 
hich  lays  that  ihe  inhabili 
}iiial  posseasions  of  Spain  may 
ite  to  the  porrs  or  the  United 
or  that  the  inhabitants  of  the 
)S3etsion8  of  Gieai  Britain  may 
;e  to  ihe  porta  oC  Spam,  witli- 
e.  There  it  not  a  word  in  that 
ch  f^aea  to  prevent  ihe  inhabit- 
Colonial  possessions  of  either 
m  tailing  or  navigating  lo  ihe 
territory  oT  ihe  oiher;  and  so 
this  understood  on  bolh  tides, 
Dog  tiitie  (here  has  been  an  ex- 
direct  trade  with  Spain  In  fish 
aritcle*.  Trom  our  Colonies  in 


Thv. 


lothin 


I  Ihe 


670 

vould  miliiate  againtl  ihe  de- 
>ain— those  demand t  being,  nol 
tubjecis  should  trade  lo  the 
Spain,  bul  that  the  Colonies  of 
d  be  permiited  to  trade  with  the 
gdom.  It  has  been  contended, 
a  proof  of  the  restrictive  etfect 
ty,  that  lliit  traffic  has  not  ex- 
e;  bul  ohy?  Was  it  prevented 
iyofl670?  No,  the  navigation 
lit  of  ihe  Spanish  Colonitti  to 
y  was  nol  prevented  by  that 
was  prevented  by  ourown  na*i- 
,  and  by  the  Colonial  laws  of 
ras  prevented  by  iawi  of  the 
et  which  were  not  founded  on 
doctrines,  but  on  other  prio- 
t,  the  ol'ject  of  which,  on  our 
preaerve  a  nursery  for  British 
id,  OD  ibe  pHrt  of  Spain,  by 
lousies  Bfid  other  causes  ;  but 
of  1670  did  not,  and  could 
,if  it  were  now  in  force,  ihe  in- 
Spanish  Colonial  puasessions 
r  10  the  United  Kingdom.  I 
nee,  ihat  if  our  old  navigation 
I  io  force,  that  might  be  giv^u 


as  an  answer  lo  Spain,  if  ahe  demanded 
what  she  could  not  demand  under  ibe 
Treaty  of  1670— if  she  demanded  (o  tend 
Ihe  produce  in  question  from  Spanish 
ports  10  Ihe  pons  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
["  No,  no."]  Then,  I  am  to  undertiaod 
that,  if  she  demanded  to  tend  her  Co- 
lonial tugart  from  Corunna  and  Bilbao, 
ahe  might  import  them  hither.  [Mr. 
Qtadilone:  She  could  not  make  auch 
a  claim,]  That  is  the  ground  upon 
which  1  base  ihit  argument.  I  say, 
I  hat  if  Spain  claimed  that  right,  the 
answer  to  which  I  have  adverted,  found- 
ed on  our  navigaiioD  laws,  might  be 
given  to  her.  But  it  it  contended  by 
the  Government,  that  the  Treaty  of 
1670  prevented  any  traffic  from  the 
West  Indian  possessions  of  Spain  lo 
Great  Britain;  and  1  tay,  that  ii  is  im- 
possible Ihe  Treaty  could  have  any  such 
interpretation.  But  even  if  there  were 
anything  in  the  Treaty  of  1670  lo 
prevent  such  a  IrafGc,  ia  that  Treaty 
in  force?  I  say  it  is  nol,  for 
reaaon,  namely,  that  the  two  par- 
reserved  to  Ihemtelves  the  right  lo 
make  any  change  which  they  might  feel 
necessary  with  respect  to  the  commercial 
of  bolh  countries:  and  there  was 
t  Treaty  made  in  1809,or,  I  believe, 
0,  eiiablishini;  peace  between  the 
>unlries  of  Spain  and  England,  lo 
whicbTreaty  iherewat  an  additional  Arli- 
'  staling  that  if  a  greater  latitude  of 
commercial  freedom  were,  after  thelTreaiy 
:o  be  given  by  Spain  to  any  foreign  coun- 
:ry,  ihe  same  latitude  should  be  extended 
to  England.  What  did  Ibe  Kini^  of  Spain 
\82-2J  In  1822,  he  issuedaUecrea 
!  subj'-ct  of  the  commerce  of  foreign 
countries  with  his  American  doininioDs, 
and  the  First  Articleof  that  Decreeslated — 
"  A  direct  commerce  shall  be  maintained  in 
my  American  dominions  with  the  suhjecis  of 
cnunlnes  who  are  the  friend*  of  Spam,  and 
they  shall  be  admitled  to  trade  there  in  the 
tame  manner  as  io  the  potts  of  Spain." 

Now,  from  that  lime  the  Treaty  of  1670 
waa  annulled,  so  far  at  this  Decree  place* 
the  trade  of  foreign  nations  with  the  Colo- 
Spain  iiself.  Then  we  issued  theOrdera 
in  Council,  which  have  been  so  muchdii- 
cuss<^d  in  the  Government  noie  :  and  here 
oi  profrns  to  uiidersiand  the  argn- 
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the  trade  with  our  \Ve»t  Indian  Colooiei, 
all  that  Spain  hnd  given  us  willi  re- 
gard to  her  American  Colonies — thai  is 
one  interprelntion;  and  if  the  Governmenl 
•dhere  to  that  interpretation,  theo  I  lay, 
iheir  argument  i*  no  argument  againat 
the  claim  of  Spain  ;  Tor  the  fooling  of  the 
moit  faTOured  nation  ts  not  the  foolinn;  of 
reciprocity  between  contracting  parties. 
Those  two  conditions  of  intercoune  are 
quite  difTvrent  things;  and  Spain  claims, 
in  this  rase,  the  fooling  of  the  most  fa- 
voured nation,  and  not  ihe  footing  of  re- 
ciprocity. But,  secondly,  the  Gorernraent 
argument  may  mean  that  the  Order  in 
Council  did  not  give  all  the  advantages, 
to  Spain  that  we  ga*e  to  any  other 
country.  That  ie  the  other  interpre- 
tation :  and  that,  I  think,  is  not  a  well- 
founded  assseriion,  because  I  nm  nbtaware 
(hat  we  had  given  to  any  other  countries 
more  than  we  gave  lo  Spain  ;  butt  take 
the  argument  of  the  Governmenl  to  be, 
that  because  Spain  haa  acquieiced  in  being 
placed,  by  that  Order  in  Council,  in  a  less 
advantageous  position  than  some  other 
conniries,  she  is,  therefore,  bound  by  her 
OWN  acquiescence,  and  cannot  now  de- 
mand the  fooling  of  the  most  favoured 
nation.  But  ihis  i«  an  argument  which 
cannot  be  maintained ;  for  there  have 
often  beencircumsiances  in  which  nations 
have  submitted  to  put  up  with  a  less  ad- 
vantageous Slate  ot  things  than  they  were 
strictly  entitled  to  insist  upon,  owing  to 
temporscy  causes  ;  but  that  cannot  divest 
them  of  ibeir  rights,  according  to  the 
faith  that  prevaiU  smong  nations.  It  may 
happen  that  a  Government,  by  inadvert- 
ence, may  for  a  lime  submit  to  receive 
less  advantage  from  a  Treaty  than  she 
ought  to  get,  but  that  inadvertence  could 
not  be  considered  as  permanently  binding ; 
and  if  afierwarda  she  took  advantage  of 
the  Treaty,  and,  for  Ihe  maintenance  of 
her  rights,  claimed  a  more  favourable  con- 
itruciion  of  the  Treaty,  it  would  not  be 
just  to  bind  her  bv  an  occasional  acqui- 
escence inihe  lets  favourableconsttuciion, 
in  order  10  deprive  her  of  the  advantage  to 
which  she  might,  by  the  true  letter  ot  the 
Treaty,  be  entitled.  If  any  Biiiish  Go- 
vernmtnt,  for  instance,  in  the  weakness 
of  ihe  moment,  had  foregone  rights  to 
which  this  country  was  enliiJEd  wiih  re- 
laiioH  10  a  foreign  country.  Parliament 
would  not  listen  for  un  insuiit  lo  the  sug 
cestion  that  we  were  10  be  deprived  of  our 
Treaty  nghis  bv  that  temporary  arqmes- 
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cence.  Then  1  say,  that  the  argument 
founded  on  the  assumed  acquiescence  of 
Spain  in  our  Orderof  Council  utterly  fails. 
I  have  already  shown  that  the  argument 
founded  on  the  assumption  that  the  Treaty 
of  1670  deprived  the  West  Indian  posses- 
sions of  Spain  of  the  advantages  which 
Spain  claims  for  them  under  the  Treaties 
of  1667  end  1713,  is  totally  at  variance 
with  the  object  and  terms  of  that  Treaty. 
It  did  not  exclude  ihe  Colonies  of  Spain 
or  England  from  trading  10  the  mother 
country  of  the  other  coneracting  parly; 
it  deprived  England  of  the  advantage 
of  trading  in  her  own  vessels  to  the 
Spanish  Colonies  directly,  and  Spain  of 
the  advantage  of  trading  directly  to  the 
British  Colonies  in  her  own  vessels;  but 
it  did  not  prevent  the  iohabitanls  of 
the  Colonies  from  trading  directly  to  the 
mother  country  on  either  side.  That 
is  the  answer  to  the  first  objection  put 
forward  hy  the  Governmenl ;  and  I  now 
come  to  another  example  of  the  dexterous 
substitution  of  one  word  for  another  in  the 
course  of  the  argument.  By  the  Treaty 
of  1814,  an  engagement  was  entered  into 
ihat  bound  the  King  of  Spain  lo  prevent 
his  iiibjeota  from  carrying  on  the  Slave 
Tiade,  except  for  ibe  purpose  of  supply- 
ing slaves  lo  be  employed  in  his  own  Co- 
lonies ;  and  by  the  same  Treaty  the  King 
of  Great  Britain  was  bound  to  take  the 
most  efTectual  measures  to  prevent  his 
Bubjecls  from  supplying  arms,  ammuni- 
tion, or  warlike  stores  lo  the  revolted  sub- 
jects of  Spain  in  America ;  and  in  refer- 
ence 10  that  Treaty  the  oote  of  onr  Go- 
vernment says,  that— 

"  The  enRsgement  in  the  Treaty  of  1814 
nas  concluded  in  the  expeclslion  that  the 
troubles  and  disturbances  which  then  prevailird 
in  the  Spanish-American  provinces  would 
cease,  and  ttiat  the  subject!  of  those  provinces 
nould  return  to  their  allegiance  lo  the  lawful 
Sovereign  ;" 

end  the  note  says  that  His  Britannic  Ma- 
jesty engaged,  under  that  expectation,  lo 
take 

— "  the  most  effectual  meaaores  for  prevent- 
in|!  his  subjects  from  furnishing  arms,  ammu- 
nition, or  any  oihcr  warlike  ariicle,  to  the  re- 
Tolled  Slatei  in  America.'' 

Now,  it  is  right,  when  words  are  quoted, 
thai  they  should  be  quoted  coriecily; 
and  therefore  i  must  stale  ibsl  there  is 
no  such  woiO  as  "  eKpecialion"  men- 
tioned, on  the  part  of  His  Britannic  Ma- 
jeity.  <n  1814,  with  respect  to  the  termi- 
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nition  of  the  diiturbancei  in  Spkniih 
America.  The  Treaty  lUtei  thai  His  Bii- 
tannic  Msjeslj  wat  "anxious"  that  the 
■ubject*  or  ilie  Kmg  of  Spain  should  return 
to  their  allegiance;  but  there  was  no  ex- 
pretiion  oF  eipectatloa  that  such  a  result 
would  take  place.  It  is  a  very  different 
thing  to  say  that  His  Britannic  Mujest; 
was  "ansiuus"  that  the  subjects  of  the 
King  of  Spain  in  South  America  should 
return  to  their  allegiance,  and  to  sa; 
that  he  "  expected"  that  result.  The  dis- 
tinction  is  very  imporlant ;  for  the  word 
"  expectotion"  would  lead  to  the  idea  that 
Spain  had  taken  us  in  by  holding  out  to  ua 
Bt  that  time  the  expectation  that  sbe  could 
keep  all  her  Cnlonial  possessions,  whereas, 
in  fact,  the  had  been  able  only  to  keep  Cuba. 
I  deny,  then,  ihat  the  Treaty  of  1670  is 
s  bar  to  the  claim  uf  Spain ;  and  I  now 
come  to  the  argument  which  the  Govern- 
ment applies  to  the  Treaties  of  1667  and 
1713,  namely,  that  ihey  give  the  advan- 
tage claimed  by  Spain  for  the  produce  of 
her  Weat  Indian  posseasioas,  to  "  persons" 
only,  and  do  not  confer  them  on  Spain  as 
regards  her  "  productions."  This  argu- 
ment has  been  the  subject  of  much  animad- 
version; and  every  man  with  whom  I  have 
talked  upon  the  subject,  has  expressed  his 
astonbhment  that  an  argument  so  like  the 
shift  of  a  pettifogging  village  attorney 
should  have  been  introduced  into  an  offi- 
cial document  of  the  British  Guvemraent. 
But  the  first  argument  founded  on  the 
Treaty  of  1 670  was  so  weak  that  it  was  in- 
defensible ;  and,  iherefi.re,  the  Government 
was  obliged  to  seek  another  argument  on 
which  they  might  rest  their  case  ;  and  as 
their  first  argument  was  rotten  and  un- 
sound, this  pettifogging  quibbie,  about 
"  persons,"  and  "  productions,"  was  really 
essential  to  their  case;  and  from  the  oB.'- 
hand  way  in  which  it  is  played  off,  people 
not  accustomed  to  consider  the  meaning  uf 
the  language  of  Treaties,  might  think  there 
was  something  in  it.  Why,  certainly,  the 
word  '*  productions"  is  not  to  be  found  in 
the  Treaties  of  1667  and  1713;  but  will 
any  man  of  candour  and  plain  sense  read  the 
Articles  of  those  Treaties,  and  say  their 
meaning  is  not  perfectly  clear  and  pal- 
pable? The  Treaties  gi*e  to  each  of  the 
two  countries  the  advantages  which  are 
to  be  given  to  the  most  favoured  nation 
in  matters  uf  trade  and  commerce,  in 
regard  to  duties,  wares,  commodities,  and 
all  other  things;  and  I  ask  any  man 
to  read  those  words,  and  £ay,  if  in  plain 
and   honest  dealing  between   nation  and 
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nation,  between  man  and  man,  there  cxi 
the  least  ground  for  the  assertion,  that  v 
productions,  hut  persons  only,  are  meant 
be  included  in  the  advantages  agreed  to 
given  by  each  nation  to  the  other.  What 
the  construction  which  the  Government  f 
upon  these  words  t  I'hey  say  that  Spi 
has  Treaties  with  this  country  by  whi 
we  agreed  that  she  should  not  pay  higl 
duties  on  her  imports  into  this  country  tb 
those  which  shall  be  paid  by  the  most  I 
voured  nation,  but  that  those  Trent 
do  not  state  what  imports  we  were 
permit  Spain  so  to  send.  That  ar^ 
ment  reminds  me  of  what  happened  tc 
friend  of  mine  at  an  election.  He  canvas; 
an  elector,  and  the  man  promised  him  ', 
vote,  but  when  the  day  of  election  can 
(he  elector  Toted  against  him.  He  v 
astonished  at  this  conduct,  and  he  said 
the  man — "  You  voted  against  me."  "  Y 
I  did,"  said  the  elector.  "  But  you  pi 
mised  that  you  would  vote  for  me."  "  Ye 
answered  ihe  elector,  "  I  did  ;  but  I  did  i 
say  when."  That  is  the  argument  whi 
the  Government  use  towards  Spain.  Th 
admit  that,  according  to  Treaties,  Spi 
has  a  right  to  claim  that  her  imports  ii 
this  country  should  be  placed  in  regard 
duty  on  the  same  fooling  as  the  imports 
the  moat  favoured  nation ;  but,  say  thi 
the  Treaties  do  not  specify  what  thi 
imports  are  to  consist  of,  and  therer< 
the  right  is  to  be  of  no  use  to  Spa 
They  say  that  the  Treaties  do  not  spec 
the  productions  of  Spain.  Do  they,  thi 
mean  to  say  that  ii  applies  to  the  p 
duce  of  other  countries  to  be  impori 
by  Spain  into  this  country  ?  Their  lingua, 
then,  to  Spain  is,  "  YourTreaiies  entitle  y 
to  pay  upon  your  imports  those  duties  oi 
which  are  paid  by  the  most  favoured  nati 
on  their  imports;  but  your  Treaties  doi 
say  what  your  imports  are  to  be.  We  . 
at  liberty  to  decide  that,  and  we  theref 
tell  you  that  you  may  import  the  sugars 
Venezuela  and  of  the  United  States 
the  same  terms  on  which  those  nations  i 
port  their  own  tugar  ;  hut  there  is  noth: 
in  your  bond  which  enables  you  to  i 
port  your  own  sugar  on  those  term 
Such  an  argument  is  a  disgrace  to 
and  a  mockery  of  the  meaning  of  th 
Treaties.  When  Spain  says  she  is  i 
titled  to  the  same  favours  as  other 
tions,  the  answer  is,  that  we  did  not  g 
these  advantages  to  the  United  States  i 
favour,  but  as  a  light.  That  answer  can 
be  sufficient,  for  we  promised  the  !i 
tights  as  the  most  favoured  nation  in 
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things  whaterer  regarding  duties,  \rares, 
mercbandises ;  and  ;ei,  in  the  face  of  all 
this,  in  defiance  of  words  which  are  eu  plain 
U  language  can  be,  you  turn  round  and 
lajr  that  the  terms  apply  to  persons,  and  not 
to  productions.  1  tbink  1  have  shown  ihat 
the  answer  which  was  given  by  the  Go- 
vemment  to  this  demand  on  the  part  of  the 
Govemment  of  Spain,  is  at  variance  with  the 
plain  and  simple  meaning  which  anj  man  of 
common  sense  would  attach  to  the  terms  of 
the  Treaty;  and  if  lam  told  that  this  matter 
has  been  referred  to  the  Crown  lawyers,  1  say 
that  their  opinion  upon  such  a  question  is 
not  of  grealei  value  than  ilie  opinion  of 
■ny  other  man.  It  is  not  a  question  of 
law,  but  a  question  of  honesty.  It  does  not 
turn  on  the  equivocal  construction  of  a 
point  of  law,  or  on  the  value  of  a  prece> 
dent— it  turns  on  the  ordinary  meaning  of 
the  plain  words  in  which  the  Treaties  are 
framed.  We  aie,  however,  to  understand 
from  the  answer  of  the  Government 
to  Spain,  that  the  Treaties  between 
Spain  and  England,  in  virtue  of  which 
Spain  claims  those  rights,  apply  to  per- 
ooni  and  not  to  productions;  anil  that 
it  would  be  consitLent  with  those  Trea- 
ties to  impose  heavier  duties  on  sugar 
which  was  a  Spanish  production,  than  on 
sugar  which  was  the  produce  of  other 
countries.  It  is  contended  that,  under  the 
Treaties  with  Spain,  we  are  cnliiled  to 
impose  heavier  duties  on  produce  imported 
from  the  possessions  of  Spain,  than  upon 
the  like  articles  the  produce  of  other  coun- 
tries.  Does  the  Governmeul  and  does 
this  House  see  the  full  bearing  ot  that  in- 
lerpietation  ?  The  Spanish  Government, 
Id  a  note  lo  this  Government,  demands  at 
our  hands  the  proper  fulhlment  of  our 
engagement,  that  neither  country  will  tax 
the  imports  of  the  other  any  higher  than 
the  imports  of  the  most  favoured  nation. 
We  reject  that  claim.  We  say  that  each 
parly  is  at  liberty,  under  the  Treaties  of 
1667  and  1713,  to  impose  what  duties  it 
pleases  on  the  imporiB  of  the  other,  if 
that  doctitne  had  be«n  laid  do»n  by 
Spain,  and  we  had  been  unable  lo  gainsay 
it  according  to  the  fair  con^itructlon  of 
Treatit-a.  the  Spanish  Government  might 
have  inflicted  a  great  ioji 
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Treaty,  we  should   have  been   bound 
submit  to  it.     But  that  this  Government, 
which  affects  to  be  so  favourable  lo  com- 
merce, should,  of  ill  owQ  Bccord,  put  for- 


ward such  B  doctrine,  is  strange  indeed. 
Thai  it  should  come  from  those  who  were 
always  attacking  nie  in  my  office  for  not 
being  Bufficienily  attentive  lo  and  watch, 
fill  of  ihe  interests  of  British  commerce — 
lhat  they  should  deliberately  force  upuii 
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evil  to  British  commerce  on  these  Treaties, 
is  indeed  a  matter  of  astonishment.  You 
have  by  this  doctrine  untied  the  hands  of 
Spain,  You  have  torn  to  pieces  the  Trea- 
ties of  1667.  and  of  1713.  Is  there  no 
danger  in  that?  Why,  Sir,  these  very 
Papers,  which  have  been  delivered  lo  us 
only  at  three  o'clock  in  the  afternoon  of 
this  day,  and  which  one  has  scarcely  had 
time  to  read  through,  sliows  that  there  isa 
question  now  pending  between  this  coun- 
try and  Spain,  arising  from  an  aliempl  on 
the  part  ofSpaio  to  levy  heavierdulics  on 
the  commerce  of  Great  Britain  than 
on  that  of  other  nations;  that  she  has 
attempted  to  levy  a  heavier  duty  on 
the  linens  of  Great  Britain  than  on  the 
linens  of  Belgium,  and  on  our  ships  than 
on  the  ships  of  France.  I  lay  my  life, 
lhat  \f  tlie  Government  inlerpietaiion  of 
these  Treaties  stands  good,  we  shall  have 
the  influence  of  other  countries  exerted  in 
Spain  to  put  our  trade  under  ban  as  far 
as  they  can  exert  it ;  and  we  shall  lose  our 
trade  with  Spain,  as  we  are  now  losing  it 
with  Brazil,  in  consequence  of  the  absurd 
tariff  and  mitchievoua  policy  of  our  Go> 
vernment.  There  has  always  been  much 
difEculty  lo  our  commercial  relations  with 
Spain.  There  has  been  a  constant  struggle 
going  on  there  between  English  commerce 
and  the  commerce  o(  France  and  or  other 
countiies.  But  we  have  always  stood  upon 
our  right  to  equality,  and  that  was  our 
security.  Already  do  we  labour  under 
disadvantages  with  regard  to  Spain,  inci- 
dent to  our  geographical  poiition ;  for,  front 
the  numerous  prohibitions  which  enter  into 
the  commercial  policy  of  Spain,  smuggling 
is  carried  on  lo  a  large  extent,  and  the  na- 
tions nearest  to  Spain  are  the  best  able  to 
smuggle  across  her  frontier.  In  addition 
10  this,  we  shall  now  have  prohibitions 
placed  upon  our  goods,  vhilsl  louer  ilu- 
tles  will  be  put  upon  the  goods  of  oilier 
countries.  Whatever  may  be  the  value 
of  the  trade  oF  Spain— and  I  hold  it  to 
be  extremely  valuable,  and  susceptible  of 
a  great  Increase  under  a  good  understand- 
ing between  the  two  countnes — whatever 
may  be  the  value  of  that  trade,  it  may  be 
"^^  D,  _,    i..C0CH^Ic 
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truly  affirmed  that,  ai  far  ai  our  inter- 
prelalion  of  diplomatic  engn;,'ement  goes, 
we  have  maieridlli  crippled,  if  not  de- 
■troyed  ii.  My  objection  to  the  courae 
which  the  Government  has  thought  fit  to 
pursue,  rests  upou  these  considerations. 
We  have  brokeu  faith  with  Spain,  and 
broken  Taitb,  too,  without  eien  that  poor 
but  loo  common  excuse,  which  maj  some- 
time* ba  pleaded  with  effect  in  popu- 
lar assembliet,  namely,  that  it  was  the 
interest  of  the  country  to  do  so.  We 
bare  broken  faith  Tot  the  mere  pleasure  of 
to  doirt^.  We  have,  beiidei,  set  an  ex- 
ample which  will  assuredly  be  productive 
of  evil  to  ui,  even  beyond  our  relations 
with  Spain.  Hitherto,  England  has 
preached  to  all  other  countries  freedotn 
of  commerce  and  equality  of  privilege. 
"All  we  want,"  we  hiive  said,  "is  a 
fair  stage  and  no  favour.  Put  us  on 
only  a  footing  of  equality.  We  ask  for 
no  peculiar  privileges;  all  we  require  is, 
that  you  will  not  distinguish  between  us 
and  others  to  OUT  disadvantage;  and  that 
you  will  put  us  on  the  fooling  of  the  most 
favoured  nation,"  Mere  we  are  now  actu- 
ally rejecting  the  footing  of  the  moit  fa- 
voured nation  ;  and  with  what  face  can  we 
now  go  10  any  other  country  which  puts 
us  on  a  footing  of  inferiority,  and  propose 
to  them  that  they  should,  with  reference 
to  US,  pursue  a  course  ihe  very  reverse  of 
that  which  we  ourselves  have  followed? 
The  right  hoo.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel) 
atated,  1  think,  a  short  time  after  he  came 
into  office,  that  the  great  motive  which 
animated  himself  and  his  Colleat;ues  in 
going  through  the  labours  they  had  to 
perform,  we*  the  hope  uf  posthumous 
fame.  Posihumoui  fame  they  will  as- 
aoredly  have;  bat  it  will  not  be  the  fame 
of  the  early  Cmnrs,  who  carried  to  the 
confines  of  Ihe  habitable  portion  of  the 
globe  the  arms,  and  arts,  and  civilization 
of  Ihe  Roman  empire — but  the  less  en- 
Tiable  fame  of  their  degenerate  successors, 
nuder  whose  feeble  and  impotent  sway 
the  god  Terminus  was  driven  back, 
alep  by  step,  lill  he  took  refuge  under  Ihe 
walls  of  the  imperial  city.  They  mig^t 
have  secured  to  themselves  the  honour. 
able  fame  of  having  extended  the  com- 
forts and  increaied  the  prosperity  of  the 
people  whom  they  have  been  appointed 
lo  govern.  But  what  have  they  been  do- 
ing during  the  four  years  they  have  been  in 
ofhce?     Why,  they  have  been  busily  em- 
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ployed  in  sacri6cing  more  great  niltonal 
iniereststhan,  I  think,  it  has  ever  yet  fallen 
to  the  lot  of  any  Government  lo  abandnn 
during  an  equu]  prriod  of  the  adminii- 
tratioD  of  the  aff^air*  of  this  eouuiry. 
Ttjey  began  by  sacrificing  the  lerriiorial 
rights  of  the  country  in  North  America, 
They  surrendered,  in  that  quarter  of  the 
wuild,  lerriioriea,  our  right  lo  which  had 
been  successfully  maintained  in  argumeut 
by  all  former  Governments,  and  which  had, 
I  venture  to  sav,  been  praclically  proved 
by  their  immediate  predecessors,  by  a 
survey  of  the  country  itself.  By  this  sa- 
crifice they  commenced  iheir  career  of  in- 
glorious and  mischrevouB  concession  ;  and 
Ihey  made  it  upon  impressions  utterly  un- 
founded, and  impelled  by  fears  utterly 
unworthy  of  a  British  Governmeui.  Thej 
have  sacrificed  the  commercial  interests 
of  the  country  in  the  BraEilian  trade, 
in  the  Spanish  trade,  and,  1  fear,  also 
lo  other  quarters  about  lo  follow,  and 
all  for  the  purpose  of  mainiaiuing  • 
favourite  crotchet,  based  upon  hypocri- 
tical pretences.  They  have  aacriflcerf, 
too,  that  mutual  Right  of  Search  with 
France,  for  the  suppression  of  the  Slave 
Trade,  which  former  Governments  bad 
laboured  in  vain  to  accomplish ;  and 
which  had  at  last  been  obtained  by  their 
immedtale  predecessors  as  the  best  re- 
ward and  acknowledgment  which  Eng- 
land Biked  for  services  of  some  value, 
which  she  had  been  able  to  render  to 
Fiance.  They  have  sacrificed  that  na- 
tural right  merely  to  give  to  a  .Miniairy  in 
France  a  temporary  prop,  winch  is  no 
longer  wanted  ;  and  it  wai  a  right  which 
they  might  ao  well  have  maintained,  for 
it  was  not  liable  to  the  invidious  imputa- 
tion, that  it  was  a  pretence  for  securing 
any  advantage,  military  or  commercial, 
lo  this  country.  There  was  no  interest 
but  the  interest  of  humanity,  which  led 
us  (o  attach  the  slightest  value  to  thai 
ri^ht.  That  right  is  now  surrendered ; 
and  the  interests  of  humanitv,  the  dic- 
tates of  justice,  the  laws  of  God,  and  the 
duties  of  man,  have  been  forgotten,  be. 
cause  ii  was  comenieni  to  the  British 
Government,  and  to  the  French  Ministry. 
But  ihe  Government  has  reserved  for  ihe 
last  a  sacrifice  of  inieresis  purely  English  ; 
and  on  the  present  occasion  they  have 
saciificed  the  good  name,  the  faith,  and 
character  of  thit  country — that  good  name, 
that  faith,  and  that  character  which  had 
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hitherlo  outlived  all  tba  norma  through 
which  England  has  had  to  pass,  and  all  (he 
difficulties  which  she  has  had  to  encouo- 
tet  i  for  whether  her  arms  were  dereated 
or  triumphant— whether  her  diplomaiisis, 
at  the  terminaEion  of  hoilililies,  were,  as 
Bomehavealteged.in  the  habit  oflosing  by 
the  pen  what  had  previoutly  been  gained 
b;  the  sword — or  whether  the;  were  suc- 
cessful in  maintaining  the  advantages 
which  had  been  acquired  in  war,  the  good 
faitii  and  high  honour  of  England  have 
ne*er  before  been  juitiv  called  in  question. 
I  remember  lliat  Mr.  Wilberforce,  in  dis- 
cussing our  relations  with  Foreign  Powers, 
Mated  that  the  reason  why,  in  his  opinion, 
we  did  not  come  succestl'ullj  out  of  our 
negotiations  with  them  whs  this,  that  ne 
were  too  honest  to  deal  with  the  Govern- 
ments of  the  Continent.  If  Mr.  Wilber- 
force  had  lived  until  this  day,  he  would, 
in  the  tirat  pidce,  have  retracted  the  impu" 
Ution  which  that  saying  cast  upon  the  Go- 
lernments  of  Europe  i  but  if  be  had  read 
this  note,  he  would  most  assuredly  have 
looked  for  some  other  reason  than  that 
assigned  by  liim  to  account  for  any  dis- 
•dranlage  under  wliich  we  might  Idbour 
in  onr  diplomatic  intercourse  with  foreign 
Gorernmenis.  In  this  instance,  the  Go- 
vernment have  given  a  bad  reison  for  a 
bad  course.  They  have  broken  those  Trea- 
ties, and  the  relaiiona  c^onsequent  there- 
upon,  which  ii  was  the  country's  mteresl 
and  their  own  duty  to  have  maintained. 
Theyhaveset  an  example  which,  if  followed 
up  by  other  countries,  will  be  productive 
01  incalculable  injury  lo  England.  They 
have  given  up  the  securities  which,  tur 
nearly  two  centuries,  the  trade  and  com. 
merce  of  this  country  enjoyed  in  its  re- 
lations with  Spain;  and  they  have  done 
this  for  no  purpose  on  earth  except  to 
sflTord  to  the  Government  a  hollow 
pretence  for  maintaining  a  distinction 
founded  on  no  intelligible  ground,  not 
even  successful  for  the  purpose  fur  which 
it  was  establiabed.  They  would  have 
dr>ne  far  belter  if  ihey  bad  abandoned  this 
distinction,  even  though  they  by  so  doing 
might  hate  exposed  themselves  to  tem- 
porary difficulties  ;  because,  by  giving  it 
up,  ibey  would  liave  maintained  the  good 
faith  of  the  country,  and  have  upheld 
its  commeicial  inierestai ;  and  whatever 
might  have  been  the  sneer*  to  which, 
for  a  moment,  ibey  might  have  been 
Mpoied,  the    satisfaction    of   their  own 
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consciences,  and  the  approbatio 
country,  would  have  been  their  aumcieni 
reward.  Thinking,  then,  that  the  answer 
given  to  tlie  demand  of  the  Spanish 
Minister,  and  that  the  decision  come  to 
by  the  Government,  are  not  fouiided  on 
the  true  interpretation  of  the  Treaties 
which  bear  upon  the  question,  and  being 
of  opinion  that  the  course  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  taken,  is  one  which  is 
highly  detrimental  to  the  commercial  in- 
terests of  thii  country,  I  call  upon  the 
House  to  concur  with  me  in  addressing 
the  Crown  lo  take,  in  this  matter,  an  op- 
posite and  a  different  course.  The  nobis 
Lord  concluded  by  submitting  the  follow- 
ing Motion: — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  staling  ihat  ihis  House  have 
(iikeninioiheireonsideration  the  Papers  which, 
by  Her  Alajeitty'i  gracious  Command,  have 
lately  been  laid  berora  them,  containing  Co- 
pies ofa  Correspondence  which  has  recently 
taken  place  between  the  Spanish  Miniiler  at 
Her  Majesty's  Court  and  Her  Majesty's  Sec- 
retary of  State  for  Foreign  AtTairs,  on  ihe 
subject  of  a  claim  made  by  the  Spanish  Go. 
vernmeni,  in  virtue  of  the  Treaties  subsisting 
between  the  Crowns  of  Ureal  Britain  and  of 
Spain  ;  and  praying  Her  Majesty  to  direct 
thai  the  subjects  of  the  Queen  of  Spain  should 
be  permiiied  to  import  into  llie  United  Kiog- 
dom  all  ihe  productions  of  the  Terrliories  or 
possessions  of  the  Spat)ish  Crown,  pnying 
thereupon  no  higher  Dutiet  of  Customs  than 
are  paid  by  ihe  subjects  or  citizens  of  the  most 
favoured  Nations,  on  the  Importation  of  like 
articles  being  the  production  of  Ihe  Territories 
or  Possessions  of  such  Nations." 

Mr.  Gladstone  hoped  the  House  would 
not  consider  him  guilty  of  officious  pre- 
sumption  in  rising  at  that  piiriud  of  the 
debate  to  state  those  arguments  which 
appeared  to  him  conclusive  against  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Lord  (Palmerston); 
for  although  the  House  would  properly 
look  to  the  Government  fir  a  defence 
against  the  serious  charges  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  preferred  against  them,  and  al- 
though he  had  not  now  the  honour  of 
being  a  Member  of  the  Government,  yet 
he  was  conscious  of  his  share  of  the  respon- 
sibility which  attached  lo  the  measure  of 
the  Government  with  respect  to  the  Sugar 
Duties;  and  he  freely  and  at  once  admitted 
that  the  responalbthiy  of  having  joined 
in  their  recommend'iiion  involved  lilm  in 
a  shiire  of  the  responsibiliiy  which  now 
attached  to  the  refusal  on  the  pait  of  the 
Government   of    the   demuud    uf   Spain, 
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CoDscious  as  he  wai  of  (hat  responiibility. 
he  hatl  no  dispoaition  whatever  to  shrink 
from  it.  He  aaseoied  freely  to  the  doc- 
trine of  the  tioble  Lord,  nhen  he  declared 
that  the  engagemenlt  of  thit  country 
should  be  construed  in  an  honourable  ipiril, 
and  that  advantage  should  not  be  tuken 
of  mere  verbal  accidents  to  escape  the 
plain  and  obvious  effect  of  Treaties.  He 
would  not  DOW  follov  the  noble  Lord  in 
much  that  he  had  addressed  to  llie  House. 
While  he  professed  he  was  surprised  at  the 
paucity  of  ihe  facts  adduced  by  the  noble 
Lord,  compared  with  the  immense  field 
which  he  had  to  traverse,  be  found  that 
although  the  noble  Lord  had  not  bad  time 
to  examine  many  matters  which  threw 
great  light  upon  this  subject,  the  noble 
Lord  had  found  time  to  collect  anddi^ictjis 
matter  on  which  be  founded  two  attacks 
upon  the  Guveinment;  one  an  historical 
record  of  all  that  had  taken  place  in  re- 
spect of  these  matters  since  the  present 
Goveritmentcame  into  office,  and  the  other 
a  ditserlalion  upon  the  subject  of  the 
Right  of  Search,  upon  the  Ashburton 
Treaty,  and  upon  a  variety  of  other  niat- 
teri  totally  unconnected  with  the  merits 
of  this  question,  except  in  the  mind  of  the 
noble  Lord,  who,  urged  by  his  tenacious 
animosiiy  against  the  Government,  against 
the  tense  of  even  those  around  him,  could 
not  help  advancing  again  and  auain  these 
often  refuted  charge*.  He  thought  the 
noble  Lord  would  have  approached  the 
present  subject  under  circumstances  of 
greater  advantage  had  the  noble  Lord  for 
once  been  content  (ihough  it  would  have 
been  a  severe  sacrifice  for  the  noble  Lord 
to  make)  to  abstain  from  thete  party  dis- 
cussions, and  conGoe  himself  lo  the  great 
question  before  the  House.  The  noble 
Lord  said  that  Her  Majesty'*  Government 
had  broken  faith  with  the  Crown  of  Spain, 
and  broken  faith  without  even  the  wretched 
apology  which  a  breach  of  faiih  might  re- 
ceive from  the  circumstance  that  it  seemed 
to  secure  some  great  commercial  advan- 
tage ;  that  the;  had  broken  faith,  in  fact, 
in  oppoiitioQ  to  the  palpable  and  obvious 
interests  ot  their  own  country.  These 
measures  had  never  been  defended  oo  the 
ground  of  convenience  to  the  commercial 
interests  of  the  country;  but  the  noble 
Lord,  in  insisting  on  the  injuriout  or  in- 
convenient effects  of  them  upon  commerce, 
left  it  to  be  collected  that  they  were  advo- 
cated on  the  ground  of  theic  teodiog  to 
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promote  commerce,  and  not  npon 
ground  of  different  and  higher  obi  igatii 
The  noble  Lord  might  have  assumed  1 
the  very  obviousness  of  some  of  the  iot 
veniences  he  complained  of,  mnit  hare 
to  a  more  leaiching  examination  of  tl 
than  he  chose  to  give  Ministers  credit 
had  they  been  founded  on  commer 
principles.  But  the  Househad  loeian 
a  subject  which  was  affected  by  no 
than  twelve  separate  commercial  Tr«i 
—Treaties  which  were  illustrative  of 
commercial  history,  practice,  and  law 
a  period  extending  over 'iOO  years,  A 
stating  this,  he  should  endeavour,  wit^ 
one  word,  if  he  could  avoid  it,  of  pi 
bitterness  or  retort  on  the  noble  I^ 
to  toil  patiently  through  all  the  circi 
fiances  with  which  he  was  acquainted, 
which  appeared  to  throw  any  light  u 
the  subject.  Before  layingdown  liis  f 
positions,  however,  be  ought  to  state  I 
he  himself  was  alone  responsible  for  il 
—that  be  manifestly  could  not  be  aui 
rized  to  slate  the  case  of  the  Goveinm 
—that  he  presented  his  arguments,  aim 
as  arguments  drawn  according  to  hia  t 
personal  view  and  judgment,  ^om  mi 
rials  and  documents  which  were  before 
House,  or  accessible  to  it.  In  that  li< 
hehoped  they  would  bereceivedandjudj 
of  by  the  House,  and  by  them  as  arj 
ments,  he  for  one,  at  least,  was  ready 
abide.  He  should  undertake  to  pr 
to  the  House  three  propositions:  p 
positions  quite  independent  of  one  a 
ther.  He  believed  thai  he  should  pr 
each  and  all  of  them  incontestably  :  I 
even  if  his  argument  failed  in  any  one 
would  in  no  degree  weaken  either  of 
other  two  conclusions.  He  would  pre 
firstly,  that  the  Treaties  on  which 
claim  of  Spain  was  founded,  were  not 
absolute  and  unqualified  operation.  I 
condly,  that  if  tbey  were,  slill  they  did 
bind  eii  her  country  to  admit  the  product 
the  other  upon  the  terms  of  the  musi  favo 
ed  nation.  Thirdly,  that  whether  they  i 
or  did  not  contain  this  stipulatioa  general 
it  did  not  extend  to  the  Colonial  poueasii 
to  which  the  present  discussion  relat 
The  first  of  his  propontions,  then,  was  tl 
be  was  ready  to  contend  that  it  certaii 
waa unwarrantable, perhaps  extravagant 
state  that  the  Treaties  on  which  the  no 
Lord  had  founded  the  case  of  Spain,  we 
this  moment,  fully  and  unconditionc 
in  operation.    He  would  not  undertake 
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•ay — my  far  from  it— tliat  they  were  alto- 
gether annulled  ;  he  would  not  undertake 
to  state  to  what  precise  degree  they  •lill 
had  force  or  a  binding  effect ;  but  he  would 
■how  certain  circumstances  which  made  it 
plain  ihat  whatever  these  Treaties  might 
be,  they  were  distinguiahed  in  very  impor- 
tant respeciB,  as  regarded  the  univertality 
and  etnngenry  of  their  application,  from 
(he  generality  of  ihe  Treaties  which  stood 
upon  the  list  o(  our  nntional  engagemenis. 
The  noble  Lord  had  staled  tlie  ease  of 
those  Treaties  very  clearly.  He  had  gone 
to  the  authentic  source,  and  rend  from  he 
Treaties  (hemselves  the  most  important  of 
the  Articles  upon  which  the  claim  of  Spain 
was  founded.  He  would  not  so  far  trou- 
ble the  House  as  to  particularize  each  and 
every  one  of  the  Treaties  by  which  the 
earlier  Treaties  were  coofirnied  ;  but  he 
believed  that.  Tor  one  cause  or  another,  he 
should  be  obliged  to  refer  to  most  of  them 
in  the  coiirte  of  his  argument;  for  the 
present  It  wai  enoug^i  fur  him  to  say,  that, 
up  to  1763,  they  stood  as  a  complete 
code,  each  Treaty  confirming,  generally, 
the  provisions  of  former  ones,  and  like- 
wise adding,  more  or  less,  of  new  matter 
to  them.  They  were  confirmed  afresh 
in  1763  in  the  most  absolute  form- 
namely,  by  the  recital  in  exlenso  of  the 
Treaty  of  1687,  which  was  the  most  im- 
portant of  them  all.  Then  he  came  to 
1783;  and  the  Treaty  of  that  year  cod- 
lained  a  new  conKrmation,  which,  al- 
though it  was  much  les^  formal  and  pre- 
cise than  the  confirmation  of  1763— for 
it  did  not  recite  the  instrument,  nor  refer 
to  all  the  details  and  particulars,  yet  ii  did 
iiate  thai  the  former  Treaties  were  to  he 
taken  as  the  basis  of  that  Treaty,  and  that 
they  weie  to  be  "  religiously  (he  believed 
that  waa  ihe  expression)  observed."  But 
now  he  came  lo  the  commencement  of  the 
cirrumslances  that  began  to  establish  the 
>  difference  for  which  he  contended.  In 
Ihe  Treaty  of  1783,  there  wbs  an  engage- 
ment between  the  two  parlies  that  they 
should  forthwith  nnme  commissaries  ot 
note  to  treat  concerning  iheir  interests; 
and  the  Ninth  Article  of  the  Treaty  of 
Versailles,  in  which  this  engagement  waa 
embodied,  was  founded  upon  the  basis  of 
reciprocity  and  mutual  coorenience.  If 
that  were  taken  alone,  it  had  but  little 
effect  upnn  the  oblrgatory  character  of  the 
prevtoua  Treaties,  becauie  they  were  con- 
firmed ;  but  accompanying  this  Treaty 
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were  two  ntnultiDeons  declarationa  of  the 
negotiators  of  the  two  patties.  Now  lo 
these  two  declaraiioDS  tha  noble  Lord 
made  no  allusion  whatever.  He  did  not 
pretend  to  be  learned  in  the  law  of  nations  : 
but  he  thought  that  the  terms  and  tenor  of 
■  he  declarations,  the  circumstance  that 
tliejr  proceeded  not  from  one  but  both 
parties,  and  that  they  were  simulianeoui 
with  the  conclusion  of  Ihe  Treaty  itself, 
would  show  to  the  Houte  that  ihey  were 
dorumenls'of  considerable  importance, and 
had  a  bearing  upon  the  force  to  be  as- 
sit;ned  to  the  main  instruments  themselves. 
Fur  mstarice,  with  regard  lo  the  British  de- 
claration, that  drew  a  clear  distinction  be- 
tween the  different  clasies  of  provisiona 
coniained  in  all  the  Tnrmer  Treaties.  It 
divided  them  into  the  clssses,  fir^t,  of  per- 
sonal privileges,  secondly,  of  commercial 
regulations,  and  declared  expressly,  that, 
whilst  the  personal  privileges  ought  to  be 
unalterable,  the  commercial  regulaliona 
ought  lo  be  subject  to  alteration  from  time 
to  time,  and  that  il  was  only  with  regard  to 
commercial  regul-itlon)  thst  the  then  Sove- 
reign of  Greai  Biituin  would  consent  lo 
an  alteration  of  the  Treatie*.  He  now 
the  Spanish  decUraiion,  and  ha 
identljr  meant  to 
which  those  old 
Treaiies  were  habitually  set  aside — and 
set  aside  according  to  both  their  spirit  and 
their  letter.  He  would  not  say  univer- 
sally, but  "set  aside"  both  in  spirit  and 
letter,  with  regard  to  the  gteat  commercial 
regulations  which  the  noble  Lord  had 
brought  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Houie  to-night,  if  their  letter  or  their 
spirit  in  any  degree  possessed  the  charac- 
ter which  the  noble  l^rd  had  assigned  to 
them,  on  which  he  should  have  more  to 
say  presently,  or,  indeed,  according  to  any 
reasonable  constfuclion  of  them.  Tho 
Spanish  declaration  stated— 

"The  intention  of  Hii  Catholic  Majesty  is 
not  in  any  manner  lo  cancel  all  the  stipula- 
tinns  coniained  in  the  above-menlioned  Trea- 
ties. He  declares,  on  the  contrary,  from  hence- 
Torili,  that  he  is  disposed  to  maintain  all  the 
privileges,  raciltties,  and  advantages  eipressed 
in  Ihe  old  Treaties,  as  far  as  they  shall  be 
reciprocal,  or  compenaaled  hy  eqaivalent  ad- 
vantaeei." 

The  Spanish  negotiator  pointed  (o  reci> 
procnl  advantages,  as  (he  basis  of  ihe 
commercial  part  of  ihe  Treaties.  The 
noble  Lord  bad  Juitly  atated,  that  what 
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was  called  the  moit  favoured  Dation 
clause,  wa*  somelliing  etseotially  distinct 
Trom  the  reciprocity  Treaties.  The  old 
Treaties  nriih  Spain  weie  not  Icealies  of 
reciprocity.  There  was  no  refeteuce 
whatever  in  them  la  the  queBtion  of 
equality  of  imposts,  ai  between  the  sub- 
jects of  the  one  country,  and  those  of  the 
other.  What  was  stipulated  for  was,  that 
the  subjects  of  each  country  should  be 
treated  by  the  other  in  a  manner  as  fa- 
vourable as  the  subjects  of  any  other 
Power.  Spain,  however,  proposed  in 
1783  to  negotiate  no  longer  upon  the  old 
footing  of  the  roost  favoured  nation,  but 
upon  the  fooling  of  reciprocity,  by  which 
■he  evidently  meant  to  establish  in  form 
an  existing  and  recognised  practice. 
Spain  had  referred  to  previous  negotia- 
tion ;  and  he  was  perfectly  right  in  saying, 
thai  she  had  at  the  same  moment  alT.o 
referred  to  the  existing  and  established 
practice  between  the  two  countries.  The 
established  practice,  was  not  the  practice 
of  one  or  two  years,  nor  that  which  might 
be  attempted  to  be  imposed  by  a  power* 
ful  upon  a  weak  State;  nor  was  it  one  of 
ihote  questionable  examples  which,  he 
would  add  with  the  noble  Lord,  it  was 
unjust  and  improper  to  draw  into  prece- 
deati.  It  was  a  practice  on  her  side  of 
at  least  twenty-two  yeais'  duration,  agreed 
upon  between  equal  and  independent 
Powers.  In  1761  Ihe  Family  Compact  was 
formed;  and  in  that  year,  Spain,  France, 
and  Naples  agreed  to  place  one  anolhsr 
mutually  upon  the  Game  fooling,  not  of 
the  most  favoured  nation  out  of  that 
circle,  but  on  a  footing  of  absolute 
equality,  each  with  the  other  two.  The 
practice  of  Spain  for  twenty-two  years 
previously,  had  been  upon  this  basis  of 
reciprocity  with  France  and  Naples,  while 
it  was  perfectly  plaia  that,  according  to 
the  moil  favoured  nation  clause,  she  was 
bound  to  have  admitted  us  also  to  that 
equality.  The  intentions  of  Spain  in  178'} 
were,  that  at  length  she  should  legalize 
what  had  been  her  practice  for  twenty- 
two  years,  by  embodying  it  in  the  provi- 
sion* of  the  Treaty,  He  had  now  i<ho-,(n 
what  was  the  practice  of  Spain;  and  he 
would  proceed  to  show  the  Houso  some- 
thing like  an  acknowledgment  of  it  on  the 
part  of  England.  In  1786.  this  country 
framed  an  admirable  Commercial  Treaty 
with  France;  end  in  that  Tieaiy  there 
was   the    most   favoured    nation    clause. 
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But  the  most  favoured  nation  clanse  con. 
lained  an  exception.  On  the  side  o 
England,  France  permilied  England  ii 
introduce  an  exception  in  favour  of  thi 
Methuen  Treaty;  and,  on  the  side  o 
France,  England  permitted  Fiance  lo  in 
troduce  an  exception  in  favour  of  thi 
Family  Compact  with  Spain.  He,  there 
fore,  insisted  that  Mr.  Pitt,  when  he  per 
milled  France  to  fulfil,  in  regard  lo  Spain 
the  conditions  of  the  Family  Compact,  » 
cognised,  by  the  most  formal,  public,  am 
solemn  act,  the  validity  of  that  compact 
and  that  compact  which,  aa  he  had  showi 
the  House,  bad  established  an  exclusivi 
equality  in  Spain  between  French,  ant 
Neapolitan,  and  Spanish  subjects  ;  ant 
that,  too,  in  the  face  of  Treaties  will 
this  country  which  placed  us,  sccoidin; 
to  the  apparent  meaning,  on  the  foot 
ing  of  the  most  favoured  nation.  Whei 
they  came  down  to  1809,  they  fount 
that  the  first  thing  done  was  to  ma  i 
an  engagement  between  the  two  Powers  ii 
negoiiate  a  new  Treaty  ;  and  it  was  clea 
that  those  who  signed  this  instrumen 
could  not  well  have  been  of  opinion  iha 
the  whole  of  the  provisions  of  the  oh 
Treaties  were  in  force  at  that  lime.  True 
the  war  put  an  end  to  these  arrange 
menta  :  but,  in  1814,  he  found  severa 
provisions  introduced  that  were  very  male' 
rial  to  be  considered.  The  engageinen 
of  1 809,  to  proceed  forthwith  lo  negotiate 
was  then  renewed.  And  what  was  ihi 
provision  then  made?  He  would  no 
now  refer  to  the  provision  then  a^reei 
upon  as  to  ihe  Colonies;  but  would  poin 
out  that  the  persuasion  of  those  who  ihei 
negoiiated  was,  that  they  bad  not,  in  tin 
oH  Treaties,  a  secu'iiy  for  the  Irettmen 
of  their  respective  countries,  upon  the  foot 
ing  of  the  most  favoured  nations,  or  the; 
would  have  been  satisfied  with  theeiistinj 
engagements;  and  in  the  interim— ant 
this  was  most  important,  because  it  was,  ii 
point  of  fact,  the  provision  under  whici 
uur  present  relations  with  Spain  were  go 
verned — it  was  agreed  by  an  additions 
Article,  signed  at  Madrid  on  the  2Sth  o 
August,  1824,  that,  pending'  the  neiiutia. 
tian  of  the  new  Treaty,  Great  Britsii 
should  be  admitted  to  trade  with  Spain  oi 
the  same  conditions  which  existed  pre 
vioui  to  the  year  1796.  Great  Britaii 
was  to  be  allow.^d  to  trade  with  Spiii 
according  to  the  lerms  under  which  shi 
traded  with  Spain   aotecedeiit  to  1706 
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He  had  already  shown  tbem,  that  on  the 
parlofSpnin,  tlie  terms  on  which  trade 
was  csrtied  on  antecedent  to  that  penod 
sdmitted  of  ihe  Family  Compnct,  allowed 
Spain  to  grant  to  France  and  to  Naples 
exclusive  privileges,  and  admitted  also  of 
Mr.  Pitt's  recognising  the  right  of  Spain 
to  grant  the  exeniplions  which  she  had 
exclusively  granted  to  France  and  Naples, 
That  was  ibe  state  of  things  prior  lo  1796. 
and  that  was  the  stale  of  things  which  was 
re-established  in  1814,  and  under  which 
our  relattoni  with  Spain  still  existed.  He 
would  quote  the  derlaration  of  the  Spao' 
ish  Minister  on  this  subject,  which  he 
found  in  Sir  Henry  Wellesley's  despatch 
of  April  21, 1817.  The  Spanish  Minister 
asserted  to  Sir  H.  Wellesley  that — 

"  Alihough  the  Treaty  of  1814  re-enacled 
the  Treaties  which  existed  prior  to  1796,  it 
did  not  expressly  specify  which  Treaties,  nor 
what  Articles  of  ihem,  which  were  necessary, 
there  bsing  great  contradiction  in  ihe  stipula- 
tions of  ibQse  Treaties,  some  of  them  had  pro- 
vided for  a  reciprocity  which  did  not  exists 
and  that  the  Treaty  of  1814  could  therefore  he 
tinderslood  only  as  renewing  good  undersland- 
ing,  harmony,  and  mercantile  relations  io  ge- 
neral between  Ihe  two 


The  Spanish  Mioisler  also  said  that  the 
Articles  of  ibe  Treaty  of  1783,  »hic)i 
stipttlaied  that  commeicial  arrangeoieots 
■boold  be  entered  into  between  the  two 
Powers  on  ibe  basis  of  reciprocity  and 
mutual  convenience,  was  as  much  in  force 
then  as  any  Article  of  the  new  Treaty; 
thus  intending  to  set  off  that  Article  as 
relaxing  and  qualifying  the  obligation  of 
the  old  Treaties.  What  he  had  quoted 
was  a  reply  to  the  question  whether  these 
ancient  Treai lea  retained  their  obligatory 
power,  even  if  affected  by  any  subsequent 
transaction.  He  would  now  quote  some 
other  works,  which  he  granted  were  sus- 
.  ceptible  of  a  double  interpretation,  but 
either  sray  was  sufficieai  for  hia  purpose. 
The  first  was  a  document  of  1786,  and 
was  a  Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade  in 
answer  to  a  reference  made  to  it  by  Mr, 
Pitt,  with  ihe  draft  of  ihe  Treaty  of  Cora- 
merce  with  France,  requesting  its  opinion. 
Ihe  Board  ofTradeappeared  lo  have  had 
its  atlenlion  called  to  the  question,  whe- 
ther, if  low  aiid  favourable  dutieii  were 
established  with  France,  as  Mr.  Pitt  pro- 
pose^t,  we  were  likely  in  consequence  to 
be  Bubjecled  to  ditfereotial  duties  in  Spa! 
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The  Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade  showed 
thatinthe  opinion  of  that  Depariment.ihera 
was  no  doubt  as  to  the  right  of  Spain  to 
impose  those  differential  duties  on  British 
merchants.  That  Keport,  in  point  of  fact, 
argued  principally,  if  not  entirely,  the 
question  wheiher  or  not  it  were  probable 
that  we  should  be  subjected  to  differen- 
tial duties  in  .Spain,  in  consequence  of 
llie  low  duties  imposed  by  us  in  regard  to 
France,  and  bywdyof  letaliaiiononlhepart 
of  Spain;  but  it  never  insinuated  the 
slightest  doubt  of  the  right  of  Spain  to 
establish  such  differential  duties.  He  ad- 
milted  there  were  two  ways  of  explaining 
this;  it  might  be  said  ihat  the  Board  of 
Trade  bad  so  reported,  either  because  they 
considered  the  old  Treaties  abrogated,  or 
because  the  old  Treaties  did  not  meet  the 
case.  If  they  were  abrogated  at  that  time, 
there  was  an  end  of  any  claim  founded 
on  them;  and  if  the  old  Treaties  did  not 
meet  the  case,  ihe  argument  on  that 
ground  was  equally  fatal  to  the  noble 
Lord's  Motion;  for  if  ihey  did  not  meet 
the  case  contended  for  by  the  noble  Lord 
at  Ihe  time  they  were  entered  into,  tbey 
could  not  since  that  time  have  acquired 
any  net*  or  more  extended  con  struct  ion. 
He  would  now  proceed  to  draw  the  noble 
Lord's  atlenlion  lo  several  facts  in  con« 
nexion  with  those  Treaties,  which  the 
noble  Lord  would  find  capable  of  expla- 
nation, either  by  supposing  thai  the  Trea- 
ties themselves  were  null,  or  by  ihe  peui- 
fogging  attorney's  argument  he  apokeof; 
but  which  could  not  be  explained  away 
upon  aoy  sound  reasoning  nor  any  intel- 
ligible supposiiion.  In  the  debates  upon 
the  French  Treaty,  Mr.  Fox,  in  arguing 
against  it,  contended  that  Spain  would 
claim  the  bene6l  of  the  relaxations  ihereiu 
stipulated  in  favour  of  France;  and  Mr. 
Sheridan,  who  followed  hiin  in  the  debate, 
used  the  same  argument,  that  Spain  had 
the  right  lo  demand  to  be  placed  upon 
the  same  footing  ;  but  Mr.  Pitt  did  not 
agree  to  thai  argument,  and  refused  lo 
admit  the  right  advanced  as  regarded 
,  Spain.  Mr.  Pitt  said  (though  he  gave  no 
;  opinion  as  to  the  constructions  of  those 
I  Treaties)  thai  the  rights  accruing  to 
I  Spain  out  of  the  Treaties  between  ber  and 
I  Great  Britain  were  under  discussion.  He 
I  thought,  iherefoie,  that  he  was  justified 
ill  saying  that  if  those  rights  were  then 
under  discussion,  they  were  not  so  clearly 
I  defined  by  the  Treat  es  in  the  opinion  oS 
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either  pert;  ei  the  noble  Lord  oppoiite 
wemed  to  lappoie.  He  had  remicded 
the  Houn  of  the  Family  Compact  be- 
tween Spain,  PrtDce,  and  Napiei;  and  be 
would  DOW  tell  tfaem  of  loroethiDg  eqoiia- 
lent  OD  ihe  part  of  England.  Now,  Hr. 
Piti'i  Treatj  wiih  France  enlabliihed  a 
low  lariffofduliei  in  favour  of  Prince,  but 
Spam  never  had  the  benefit  of  that  low 
tariff.  The  Treatif  eilabli-hing  that  low 
tariff  wai  in  force  from  the  period  of  agree- 
ing to  it  till  the  com  men  cement  of  the 
war;  yet  Spain  nereruntil  now  claimed  to 
be  placed  od  the  lame  fooling,  on  the 
eroaod  that  the  Treatiea  with  Great 
Britain  ga*e  her  the  right  to  be  placed  on 
the  fooling  of  the  moit  favonred  nationa. 
He  thought,  therefore,  that  in  thii  in- 
■lance  the  low  peitirogging  attorney'i 
argnment  adreried  lo  bj  the  noble  Lord 
might,  perhapa,  have  fonod  favour  with 
both  Powert,  and  that  even  Mr.  Pitt  might 
fall  within  the  acope  of  the  noble  Lord's 
condemnation.  The  Treaties  wiih  Spain 
■lipulated  for  certain  advantages  to  ihe 
snbJFcliof  Spain,  to  Spanish  merchants; 
but  Mr.  Pill's  Treaty  with  Prance  referred 
lo  the  merchandise  of  the  country,  how- 
erer  bronghl,  and  not  to  the  merchandiae 
of  any  particular  merchani*.  Though  he 
could  uiideriland,  therefore,  how  Mr.  Piit 
became  liable  lo  the  animadversions  of  ihe 
noble  Lord,  for  according  to  France  a 
lower  rate  of  duties  than  to  Spain,  he 
rould  not  see  how  Spain  had  acquired  the 
right  now  to  call  upon  ihit  country  to 
give  her  produce  the  benefit  of  the  pre- 
sent lowrate  of  duties.  Perhaps  the  nnble 
Lord  who  said  that  the  faith  of  this  coun- 
try bad  been  kept  untainted  until  it  was 
■Bcrificed  by  the  preMnt  Government, 
would  explain  that  Treaty  with  France, 
and  would  show  that  Spain  had  bad  the 
benefit  of  the  low  raie  of  duties — ihni 
iha  had  considered  herself  entitled  lu 
them — or  that  she  had  complained  of 
being  excluded  from  ihem.  He  referred 
lo  these  matters  to  show  not  that  the  two 
contracting  Powers  bad  all  along  vio- 
lated the  Treaties,  but  that  ihey  had 
nnderaiood  the  object  and  force  of  ihe 
Treaties,  and  understood  them  in  a  sense 
different  from  that  for  which  the  noble 
Lord  now  contended.  He  now  came  lo 
what  was  called  ihe  Colonial  Clause  of 
the  Treaty  of  1814.  How  did  the  noble 
Lord,  upon  the  priaciple  of  which  he  was 
nnw  the  adrocaiei  account  for  the  intro- 
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dnction  ot  that  clanie?    In  that  Treaty 
there  waa  this  aomewbat  one-sided  atipn- 


"In  the  event  of  the  commerea  of  At 
Spaniih  American  pouenioD*  being  open 
lo  foreij^n  nations.  His  Calhalic  Majesty  pro- 
misei  thai  Great  Britain  shall  he  admitted  lo 
trade  with  Iboie  posseuions  as  the  most  fa- 

But  according  lo  the  noble  Lord'a  argn- 
menl,  we  bad  all  these  advantages  before 
ihe  ancient  Treaties ;  and  any  who  dif- 
fered from  him  in  that  respect  were  set 
down  by  the  noble  Lord  a*  men  who  used 
the  arguments  of  low  petlifo^ing  village 
attorneyi.  But  if  all  these  advantages 
weie  secured  to  ua  by  the  ancient  Treaties, 
which  he  admitted  remained,  as  to  their 
eatent,  the  same  after  the  Treaty  of  1814 
as  they  were  before  1796;  bow  did  the 
noble  Lord  account  for  the  introduction 
of  ihia  provision  ?  According  to  the  noble 
Lord's  argument  it  must  be  woise  than 
surplusage,  for  it  gave  us  noihing  thai  we 
had  not  already,  and  by  giving  it  os  in  a 
particular  cjuarter,  led  lo  the  inference 
(bat  we  did  not  po»ess  it  universally. 
He  contended  that  this  clause,  which 
opened  to  Great  Britain  the  trade  of  (he 
Spaniih  American  Colonies,  when  other 
nations  should  be  permitted  to  carry  on 
trade  with  thoie  Coloniei,  proved  that  we 
were  not  entitled,  before  that  Article  was 
written,  lo  claim  from  Spain  that  ad- 
vantage which  that  Treaty  secured  to  us. 
But  this  Article  did  not  purport  to  be  in- 
tended 10  clear  up  doubts  that  might  have 
arisen,  or  to  be  a  declaratory  Article  ;  but 
it  Biipuldted  de  novo  that  certain  privileges 
should  be  conceded  to  Great  Britain,  which, 
according  to  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  she 
already  postessed  ;  but  which  it  appeared  to 
him  much  more  rational  to  suppose  she  was 
not  thought  by  her  own  siaieameo  to  pos- 
sess. But  the  noble  Lord  was  in  office  in  the 
year  1822,  and  unless  he  recanted  soma 
of  fail  present  opinions  he  would  have  lo 
answer  for  a  seriout  caialogue  of  his  own 
misdeeds.  In  1819,  the  recipraciiy  prin- 
ciple was  introduced  into  our  Treaties;  and 
for  seventeen  or  eighteen  years  after  that 
period  we  placed  other  countries,  with 
which  we  had  Treatiea  of  reciprocity,  in 
ihe  aame  position  as  our  own  with  regard 
to  ships  and  goods  in  our  porta.  Spain, 
however,  did  not  obtain  the  benefit  of  these 
reciprocity  Treatiea;  aheconlinafldto  pay 
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difieientitt  dntiei ;  snd  while  ihipi  of  other 
Dilioni  were  idmilled,  lad  had  been  for 
nearly  thirty  yean  admiiled,  into  Engliih 
porta  OD  payment  of  the  loweit  duesi  the 
higheit duel  had  been  exacted  fromSpaniih 
veiseli.  Ii  was  an  eaiy  thing  for  the  noble 
Loid  10  declaim  aKtintt  the  policy  of  Her 
Majealy'a  Governmeni;  but  he  muat  re- 
mind the  noble  Lord  that,  daring  nearly 
the  whole  period  lo  which  he  referred,  the 
noble  Lord  bad  been  in  office,  and  for  a 
conaiderable  period  waa  Secretary  ofStaie 
for  the  Foreien  Department.  He  called 
upon  the  noble  Lord  lo  diipoae  of  thia 
argument,  sod  to  explain  bow  it  wai,  if 
Spain  was,  ai  he  now  aaid,  entitled  nncon- 
dilionally  to  be  placed  on  the  fooling  of 
the  moit  favoured  nation*,  the  abipi  of 
Spain  had,  during  the  apace  of  twenty-five 
or  thirty  years,  paid  due*  in  British  porta 
froBi  which  one  nation  after  another  had 
been  exempt,  and  from  which  almost  every 
other  nation  now  waa  exempt.  But  the 
nobis  Lord  would  say,  perhaps,  thii  wa) 
the  result  of  reciprocity  Treaties  concluded 
with  oiher  nations.  [V ii count PabierffoH.- 
Hearl]  But  was  that  the  only  aniwerp 
He  ahould  be  happy  to  hear  that  it  was. 
The  noble  Lord  knew  well  that  theie  old 
Treaiiea  with  Spain  had  nothing  to  do  with 
reciprociiy.  In  our  reciprocating  Treaties, 
the  reciprocity  siipulaiion  was  distinctly 
ael  forth.  In  the  Treaty  with  America, 
America  laid,  your  lubjecls  the  subjects 
of  Great  Britain,  shall  pay  in  our  ports 
only  the  aaroe  duei  aa  are  paid  by  the  sub- 
jects of  the  most  favoured  nations,  provided 
oor  aubjecta  pay  the  aame  duet  in  your 
porta  as  are  paid  by  the  aubjecta  of  the 
moat  favoured  nations.  But  these  old 
Spanish  Treaiiea  mads  no  exception  with 
regard  to  favours  granted  byeither Power 
to  third  counitiea  on  the  score  of  recipro- 
city—tbey  merely  contracted,  that  let 
Great  Britain  contract  what  it  might  with 
the  subjects  of  another  Power,  the  subjecia 
of  Spain  should  be  entitled  to  the  same 
privileges  as  were  conceded  to  the  subiecii 
of  that  third  Power,  If,  therefore,  there 
had  been  a  iiipulation  for  the  reciprocal 
admiiiion  of  the  general  produce  of  the 
two  countriea,  end  for  the  terma  of  the 
most  favoured  nation,  in  the  sense  which 
the  noble  Lord  mainiained,  we  couM  not 
have  declined  extending  the  advantages  of 
the  reciprocity  Treaties  to  Spain  npon  the 
ground  that  the  privileges  which  they 
granted  were  given  in  exchange  for  equi- 
valenii.     Under  the  clatita  of  the  moat 


fiivonred  nation,  equivalenii  htre  nothing 
to  do  with  the  matter.  What  did  ws  Mjr 
to  America  last  year,  in  regard  to  the 
Treaty  between  the  United  Slates  and  the 
Slates  of  the  Zollverein — or  rather,  what 
were  we  prepared  to  say  if  the  call  bad 
arisen  i  The  Slalea  of  the  Zollverein  were 
prepared  to  male  a  Treaty  with  the  United 
Slates,  providing  for  certain  remissions  of 
duty  on  the  productiona  of  the  United 
Slates  entering  the  portsof  the  Zollverein, 
in  return  for  certain  reduclioni  in  thedutiea 
charged  on  the  producii  of  the  Zollverein 
in  the  ports  of  the  United  Statea ;  but 
everybody  said  here,  "  let  America  grant 
these  reduclioni  to  the  Zollverein,  and  wo 
shall  hftve  the  benefit  of  them."  Waa 
there  any  doubt  of  that  f  Did  the  noble 
T^rd  doubt  it^-or  did  anybody  doubt  it  ? 
That  waa,  we  had  a  contract  with  Amcricn 
which  stipulated  ihai  the  produce  of  Great 
Britain  should  be  admitted  into  the  ports 
of  the  United  Stale*  on  the  same  terma 
upon  which  the  produce  of  the  most  fa- 
voured niiions  was  admitted;  and  also 
that  Great  Britain  *hou)d  extend  the  samo 
advantages  to  ihe  produce  of  America. 
No  man,  therefore,  could  doubt  that  we 
had  a  right  to  demand  from  America  that 
she  should  admit  our  produce  on  the  same 
terms  a*  die  received  the  produce  of  the 
Zollverein,  though  the  Zollverein  gave  an 
equivalent,  and  we  gave  no  equivalent, 
Thia  waa  what  was  called  an  uncondiiional 
reciprocity  ;  but  nothing  of  the  kind  waa 
to  he  found  in  our  Treaties  with  Spain. 
Then,  if  the  noble  Lord's  construction  of 
those  Treaties  was  the  correct  one— if,  aa 
he  said,  ihe  good  name  of  the  eounlry  had 
been  aacrificed  by  the  present  Government 
in  regard  to  these  Treaties,  he  must  recol- 
lect that  it  wa*  not  the  Grtt  time  that  that 
sacrifice  had  been  made.  That  good  name, 
if  lacrificed  at  all,  had  been  equally  eicrt- 
ficed  by  formerGovernments,  of  which  the 
noble  Lord  wa*  hitsself  a  member,  inaa- 
much  as,  from  the  year  1819  oowarda  until 
now,  Spain  paid  u  higher  rate  of  duties 
upon  vettel*,  and  in  aorae  instances  upon 
produce  coming  into  thi*  eounlry,  than  the 
produce  and  vetieli  of  other  nations  paid, 
and  never  before  demanded  any  relaxation 
of  those  higherduties,  though  it  was  iinown 
that  those  other  nations  had  their  products 
admitted  at  the  lower  rate  of  duty  under 
reciprocity  Treaties.  It  appeared  to  him, 
also,  that  the  noble  Lord  had  himself, 
when  in  office,  acted  in  direct  contradic- 
tion to  the  doctrine  he  now  laid  down. 
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Lei  the  HoD«e  not  forget  the  instruciiona 
teni  out  lo  Spain  by  the  noble  Lord  him. 
■elf  when  he  held  the  seals  of  the  Foreign 
Department.  The  noble  Lord  addreeied 
a  deipatch  to  Lord  Clarcndoo,  then  the 
Briliih  AmbtMador  at  the  Court  orMadiid, 
autharizing  and  deiiring  hira  to  negotiate 
B  Treaty,  the  object  of  which  would  be  to 
plare  thif  couniry  in  ill  iotercoune  with 
Spain  upon  the  footing  oT  the  most 
favoured  nation.  He  was  entitled  to  say 
theo,  that  in  1835,  the  ooble  Lord  him- 
■elf  was  not  of  opinion  tliat  the  produce 
of  Spain  or  her  Colonies  was  entitled  to 
come  ittio  this  counity  upon  the  footing 
of  that  of  the  most  favoured  nation,  or 
that  we  had  a  right  lo  demand  the  intro- 
duction of  our  produce  into  Spain  on 
those  terms;  for  he  in  thut  year  urged 
upon  Spain  the  justice  and  expediency  of 
agreeing  to  a  new  Treaty  with  us  as  ihe 
most  lavoured  nation  ;  while  he  and  his 
Government,  in  the  mean  lime,  very  pro- 
perly withheld  ihe  sam?  advantages  from 
Spain,  and  while  the  ships  of  Spain  were 
pacing  the  higher  rale  of  duties  in  our 
ports.  He  said,  then,  that  it  was  never 
before  supposed  that  Spain  had  (he  righi 
which  was  now  contended  for.  And  al- 
though last  year  a  new  cluim  was  started 
in  regard  to  the  ships  of  Denmaik,  up  to 
that  time,  and  long  after,  no  question  had 
arisen  in  reference  to  the  ships  of  Spain. 
The  noble  Lord  told  them  that  the  suc- 
cessive GoveiQmenta  to  which  he  belonged 
had  Btrnggled  hard  ;  bad  maintained  a 
constant  struggle  with  Spain  for  ihe  com- 
mercial  righrs  of  England.  The  nobli 
Lord  assured  the  Huuse  that  the  rights  of 
Great  Britain  had  been  during  hit 
ministration  at  all  times  maintained, 
great  ingenuity  of  argument:  slili 
country  made  no  advance,  we  never  got 
further.  Possibly  once  a  year  or  so  a  lei 
■er  was  written,  or  a  remonstrance  madi 
or  a  formal  visit  paid  ;  but  every  one  kne 
that  no  real  progress  was  effecied,  and  the 
meichants  of  this  couniry  had  still  li 
ler  their  grievance,  while  the  noble  Lord 
vaa  making  from  year  to  year  miist  inge- 
nious arguments  in  ibeir  favour.  In  1841 
the  noble  Lord  instructed  Mr.  Anon  U 
claim  of  Spain,  on  behalfof  our  goods,  ihs 
they  should  be  received  in  her  pons  on  ihi 
footing  of  the  products  uf  the  moet  favouied 
nation!.  The  noble  Lord  said,  ih. 
been  a  constant  striig>;le  between  I 
coontries  on  this  subject.  He  was 
that  there  had  been  a  conttanl  pasetng  of 
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diplomatic  notes  and  negotiations;  but 
there  had  never  been  any  recognition  on 
the  part  of  Spain  of  this  equality.  They 
ever  had  led  to  any  practical  benefits. 
he  noble  Lord  had  demanded,  amongst 
her  things,  that  Ihe  linen  of  Great  Bri- 
tain should  be  admitted  into  Spain  on  the 
footing  of  that  of  the  most  favoured  na- 
tions. But  was  it  done  7  No  such  thing. 
It  tvas  done  afterwards  to  all  naiions  at 
once :  but  certainly  it  could  not  have  been 
Ihe  object  of  the  noble  Lord  to  obtain  that 
privilege  for  Belgium.  [Viscount  Pafmer- 
tlon:  It  was  done  by  Treaty.]  Hebetiged 
pardon  of  the  noble  Lord.  Itwaadooo 
by  Treaty  for  Belgium,  but  it  was  not  done 
by  Treaty  for  us  ;  bat  Spain  then  granted 
lo  us  that  advnntage,  at  the  same  time  that 
she  gave  it  all  other  nations,  and  not  till 
then.  Mr.  Bulwer,  be  was  well  aware, 
had  demanded  under  the  present  Admin- 
isiration,  that  the  ships  of  Great  Britain 
should  be  admitted  into  Spanish  ports, 
especially  into  the  port  of  Barcelona,  upon 
the  same  fooling  a*  French  ships  <r«re 
admilied.  But  had  that  demanil  been 
concedf'd?  No;  it  had  not  been  granted 
even  up  lo  this  very  hour.  So  that,  in 
point  of  fact,  during  the  whole  lime  that 
the  noble  Lord  was  himself  in  power, 
England  had  continued  to  levy  a  diSeren- 
tial  duty  on  Sj'anish  ships,  while  Spain 
pursued  the  same  practice  in  reference  lo 
British  ships;  and  when  Great  Britain 
demanded  to  be  placed  on  the  footing  of 
the  most  favoured  nations,  those  demands 
were  refused,  if  not  in  word,  yet  in  aci, 
by  Spain.  He  did  not  refer  to  (his  to  show 
that  both  parties  had  failed  lo  comply 
with  their  engagements  lo  each  other,  bot 
to  show  that  those  engagements  were  not 
what  ibe  noble  Lord  now  stated  them  to 
be;  and  even  if  they  bore  the  inierprela- 
tion  of  the  noble  Lord,  his  accusations 
ought  not  to  be  made  exclusively  against 
the  present  Government.  He  had  now 
dooe  with  that  portion  of  the  argument 
which  went  to  show  tiiat  the  Treaties  were 
not  in  full  force.  He  conceived  it  had 
appeared  clearly,  both  from  the  Uoguage 
and  dorumenls,  as  well  as  from  ihe  acts  of 
the  two  Powers,  that  the  ancient  Treaties 
which  continued  in  their  full  force  to  the 
year  I7b3,  were  not  in  full  force  after 
the  war  of  the  French  Revoluiion,  and 
were  not  in  full  force  now,  as  the 
Treaty  of  1814  only  revived  them  to  the 
full  extent,  and  for  ibe  aame  purposes,  as 
Ibcy  existed  previous  to  the  ReTolution- 
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ary  War.  He  said,  ihoie  old  Treaties 
were  not  now  in  full  force  ;  but  suppoiing 
thit  (h«v  were  now  In  aa  full  force  a*  ihey 
were  in'  1763,  when  ihe;  received  con- 
fitmalioD  a«  to  their  objecli  and  inten* 
tions ;  iiill,  he  contended,  ihey  did  not 
Slipulaiefor  a  minimuDi  rate  of  duty  on 
the  produce  of  Spain  imported  into  Great 
Biitain,  but  merely  placed  the  subjects  of 
Spain,  and  all  that  belonged  to  those  sub- ; 
jecis,  on  the  footing  of  the  subject*  of  ihe 
most  favoured  naiioas  ;  and  in  apealcing 
of  lubjects,  of  course  it  would  be  under- 
aiood  that  those  who  were  specifically 
■neani  were  merchants — those  engaged  in 
trade.  He  would  proceed  to  demooslrdte 
— first,  by  the  plajo  ostensible  meaning 
of  the  words  of  the  Treaties  (hem- 
■elves ;  secotidly,  by  the  evidence  of  facts ; 
and,  lastly,  by  the  absurd  consequence 
which  would  follow  an  opposite  construe* 
tion— that  the  conitructJun  which  he 
put  upon  those  Treaties  wa«  th«  cor- 
rect one.  First,  aa  to  the  ptaio  meaning 
of  tbe  words,  he  objected  to  the  principle 
of  admitting  any  departure  from  the  letter 
of  a  Treaty,  for  the  purpose  ofcarryingoui 
what  any  pariicular  person  might  under- 
■land  to  be  it*  spiril,  unless  under  par- 
ticular circumitances,  and  upon  the 
■Irongest  evidence.  As  a  general  princi- 
ple, it  was  dangeroui  to  invoke  the  spirit 
of  a  Treaty  against  it*  letter.  Ha  did  not 
mean  lo  say  that  «uch  a  course  was  never 
(o  be  justified;  but  what  he  said  was,  it 
could  only  be  justified  by  the  strongest 
evidence.  For  what  was  the  object  of  a 
Treaty?  It  was  to  put  the  stipulations 
contracted  for  between  two  or  more  Pow- 
ers beyond  any  doubt,  and  not  to  leave  it 
in  the  power  of  any  one  of  the  porties  at 
a  future  period  to  put  upon  the  Treaty  a 
different  meaning  from  ihut  intended.  The 
wordi  of  the  Treaty  spoLe  for  themselves, 
and  in  estimating  the  intention  of  the  con- 
tracting parties,  it  was  to  those  words  they 
were  to  look.  The  feeling  in  the  mmd  of 
the  noble  Lord,  as  to  those  Treaties,  had, 
no  doubr,  arisen  from  the  fact,  that  he 
measured  the  circumstance*  of  the  time 
when  those  Treaties  were  entered  into, 
two  hundred  years  ago,  by  a  reference  to 
the  toially  altered  circutnstsnees  of  tbe 
course  of  trade  in  the  present  day,  to 
which  they  had  no  legiiirndte  reference, 
and  with  which  they  had  no  connesion. 
Now,  as  to  the  letter  of  the  Treaty  there 
was  no  doubt— II  stipulated  for  nothin:; 
but  in  reference  to  that  which  belonged 
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to  the  subjects  of  Spain  —  not  in  re> 
Terence  to  the  produce  of  Spain  gene- 
rally. It  might  be  said  by  the  noble 
Lord,  that  that  was  absurd  or  unfair,  and 
(hat  to  interpret  those  stipulations  liter- 
ally, would  be  to  put  loo  nnrrow  a  con- 
struction upon  them — that  you  must  put 
a  gloss  upon  them,  to  make  them  more  in 
accordance  with  justice  and  common  sense. 
But  be  was  prepared  to  show,  from  the 
circumstances  of  the  time,  that  the  literal 
meaning  was  the  true  meaning,  and, 
at  the  same  time,  the  rational  meaning, 
and  ih»l  the  noble  Lord's  construction 
was  neither  ihe  true  one  nor  the  ra- 
tional one.  On  this  pnint  he  was  sure 
the  House  would  agree  with  him,  that  it 
was  a  most  unsafe  doctrine  to  affirm  gen- 
erally that  Treaties  must  change  accord- 
ing to  'he  circumstances  of  the  time.  Jf 
circumstances  changed,  the  discretion  of 
the  parties  revived,  and  though  they  were, 
no  doubt,  bound  to  carry  out  the  spirit  01' 
the  earlier  Treaties,  they  were  not  en- 
tilled  to  make  any  inference  from  the  cir- 
curosisncet  of  those  earlier  times,  as  com- 
pared with  the  present,  and  apply  them  as 
of  compulsory  obligation  against  the  obvi- 
ous meaning  of  the  instruments  them- 
selves. He  doubted  not  he  could  show 
that  the  rational  meaning  of  the  Treaty 
was  opposed  to  the  doctrine  of  ihe  noble 
Lord;  and  the  first  siep  he  should  take  for 
that  purpose  would  be  (o  refer  them  lo 
what  was  culled  (he  Great  Statute,  which 
was  well  known  in  commercial  law,  as 
they  would  find  it  in  "  Foster's  Digest," 
edition  of  1737.  In  thst  Siaiuie,  the  t3th 
Charles  II.,  cap.  4,  ii  would  be  found  that 
(wo  descripiion*  of  customs'  duties  were 
granted  by  the  Commons  to  the  Crown; 
and  the  Statute  proceeded  (o  point  out 
(that  which  had  obviously  escaped  the  nn- 
tice  of  the  noble  Lord)  that  the  mode 
then  was  lo  las  the  same  articles  in  a 
variety  of  different  ways:  someiimes  they 
were  (axed  as  particular  commodities  raised 
in  particular  countries — sometimes  as  par- 
ticular commodities  imported  from  pard- 
cular  coun(ries  —  someiimes  as  particu- 
lar commodities  brought  into  particu- 
lar ports — and  someiimes  they  were  taxed, 
and  most  commonly  so,  according  (o  the 
cDuntiy  of  the  ships  in  which,  and  (he 
parlies  by  whom,  they  were  imported. 
Now  he  wished  the  noble  Lord  to  look 
well  10  the«  farts  ;  for  ihey  were  most 
important,  a*  bearing  upon  his  argument. 
The  Great  St3(u(e  of  Charles  II.,  which 
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remaiDed   in   force  for  a   long  ■ertei  ofj  put  a  constractioD  too  wide  than  too  nar- 
yeara,  and  formed   iha  baiii  of  oar  rua-  '  row  npoo  any  Treaty;  bat  he  woald  meet 


loni*'  lawa  aoiil  a   recent  period,  grained  |  ihia  argument  by  proceeding  to  ihow  that 


lODDBgedniieiupon  Frencfa  nineaimported 
into  the  port  of  London  by  British  aubjecti 
of4/.  10«.,andor6i.,  ifimportedby  aliens; 
apoD  the  like  wines  at  our  ouiport*  of  3/.,  if 
iroporied  by  British  subjects,  aDdor4/.  lOi. 
byalieos;  upon  Spanish  wines  imported 
Into  London  by  British  aubjectSi  21.  £t. ; 
by  aliens,  3/.;  Spanish  wines  imported 
iaioanyouiport  by  British  subjects.  Si;  fit.; 
by  aliens  3/  ;  upon  Rhenish  wine,  into 
wbaleTer  port,  if  imported  by  British  sub- 
jecii,  II.;  if  by  aliens.  ILSs.  There  was 
also  another  lax  imposed  by  the  same 
measure  upon  exports,  called  poundage, 
which  differed  in  like  manner  arcordinf;  as 
ibe  eipona  were  made  by  aliens  or  Biilish 
aubjects,  between  whom  the  Home  could 
not  fail  to  observe  there  was  throughout  a 
desire  to  establish  a  diitinciion.  Now,  he 
felt  convinced,  that  the  imerprelstion  he 
put  upon  the  Treaties  with  Spain,  vis., 
that  iliey  were  intended  only  to  secure,  the 
interrsts  of  the  subjects  of  the  two  coun- 
tries respectively,  was  the  correct  one,  and 
that  tlie  noble  Lord's  inierpretatioo,  which 
extended  it  to  the  produce  oF  the  two 
countries  generally,  was  not  the  correct 
one.  It  was  stipulated  by  England,  that 
the  goods  of  Spanish  subjecta  should  be 
trented  in  all  respects  the  same  as  goods 
belonging  to  the  subjects  of  the  moit  fa- 
voured naiion;  but  if  the  noble  Lord's 
construction  were  the  correct  one,  fo- 
reigners, who  were  the  subjects  of  neither 
country,  might  import  Spanish  produce 
into  England  upon  the  same  terms  as 
could  be  imported  by  the  subjects  of  Spain. 
The  spirit  of  commercial  legis^tion  of  that 
age  generally,  was  la  keep  a  monopoly  of 
the  trade  of  each  country  in  the  hands  of 
its  own  subjects;  ihereFore  it  was  not 
likely  that  the  King  of  Spain  would  sti- 
pulate thai  Spanish  produce  should  be 
received  by  Great  Britain  from  fureigners 
of  whinsoever  country,  upon  the  footing 
of  the  most  favoured  niitioD  ;  but  what  he 

stipulated  for,  no  doubi,  was,  that  Spanish  . _. 

produre  belonging  lo  Spanish  subjects  i  served, 
should  be  received  on  the  footing  of  the 
most  favouied  nation.  The  spirit  as  well 
as  the  letter  of  the  Treaty  was  in  favour 
of  that  construrtion  which  the  noble  Lord 
treated  so  contemptuously.  The  noble 
Lord  might  urge  that  if  his  construction 
of  the  Treaty  were  too  wide,  it  were  better 
to  err  OD  tbe  liberal  aide,  and  ntlber  lo 


f  the  noble  Lord'a  construction  of  the 
Treaty  wai  loo  wide  as  to  imporia,  it  wai 
loo  narrow  ss  to  exports.  How,  for  ex- 
ample, could  it  answer  the  purpose  of  the 
Spanish  exporter  of  woollen  cloth,  that 
there  should  be  a  relaaalioD  of  the  duttei 
on  the  import  of  Spanish  eooda  T  Such  a 
Treaty  as  we  had  with  Venezuela  would 
not  be  sufficient  to  answer  the  cooditiooa 
under  which  trade  was  formerly  carried 
on.  It  would  not  have  met  the  enact- 
ment of  the  law  by  which  the  alien  was 
taxed;  and  if  the  stipulalionB  were  inter- 
preted in  the  sense  of  the  noble  Lord, 
they  would,  so  far,  be  useless  for  Spanish 
subjects  residing  in  England.  He  con> 
tended,  then,  that  the  rations)  consiruc- 
lion  of  the  Treaty  was  as  much  id  favour 
of  his  views,  and  against  that  of  the  noble 
Lord,  as  was  the  literal  one.  Again,  he 
would  show  that  the  distinction  be  had 
attempted  to  draw  between  the  subjects  of 
a  country  and  its  produce  was  not  a  mere 
fanciful  one,  but  was  supported  by  history. 
It  was  well  known,  he  believed,  that  the 
Treaty  with  Portugal  —  the  Melhuen 
Treaty,  had  never  been  made  the  subject 
of  evasion,  and  bad  never  failed  to  cover 
thoae  cases  in  regard  to  Portugal  which  it 
was  now  alleged  the  Spanish  Treaties  did 
not  cover  in  reference  lo  Spain,  It  had 
been  effective  for  all  its  purposes.  That 
Treaty  provided  that  the  wine  of  Portugal 
should  pay  a  less  customs'  duty  than  was 
chargs'l  upon  the  wine  of  France.  If  this 
Methuen  Treaty  had  been  framed  in  the 
same  terms  as  the  Spanish  Treaty,  he  ad- 
mitied  that  would  be  a  strong  point  in  the 
noble  Lord's  favour ;  but  if  he  could 
■hoiv  that  in  that  Tieity  a  form  of  expres- 
sion altogether  different  was  adopted, 
that  was  a  strong  though  a  negative 
argument  in  favour  of  the  interpreiaiioa 
for  which  he  (Mr.  Gladstone)  conlended. 
By  the  second  Methuen  Treaty  we  were 
bound  to  admit  the  winea  of  Portugal — 
of  the  subjects  of  Portugal,  be  it  ob- 
ed,  into  Great  Britain  at  a  rale  of  duly 
one-third  below  th»t  which  was  charged 
upon  French  wines;  and  the  Treaty  fur- 
ther stipulated,  that  at  no  time  and  under 
no  circumstances,  whether  there  were 
peace  or  war  between  the  kingdoms  of 
Great  Britain  and  France,  should  a  higher 
rate  of  duty  be  demanded  upon  such  winea, 
(not  from  sach  lubjects,  te member,)  either 
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ai  cuitomi'  dotiei  or  otfaerwiie,  Bod 
whether  imported  id  pi  pel,  hogsheads, 
botiles,  or  in  bdj  other  nay.  The  Houfe 
would  observe,  then,  that  when  the  object 
WM  to  secure  a  tnioimuQi  duty  oa  the  pro- 
duce of  B  couDtry,  a  rorm  of  expresiioa 
wai  adopted  dlfTering  Trom  that  which  was 
to  he  found  in  the  Spanish  Treaiies. 
Agaii),  the  Treaty  entered  into  in  1787, 
by  Mr.  Pitt  with  France;  thai  was  a 
Treaty  for  (he  benefit  of  the  subjects  of 
Great  Britain  and  France  as  to  llie  duties 
chatted  in  respect  to  their  goods,  on  the 
produce  of  either  country,  and  the  form 
of  expression  varied  accordingly.  He  was 
going  to  quote  another  authority,  to  which 
he  begged  to  call  the  attention  of  the  no- 
ble Lord,  because  he  was  going  to  quote 
the  noble  Lord  himself.  He  would  show 
as  plainly  as  possible,  that  in  the  Treaties 
concluded  by  the  noble  Lord,  he  recog- 
nised the  distinction  which  he  had  called 
on  the  House  that  oight  to  repudiate. 
He  would  taLc  the  Treaty  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  concluded  with  the  Netherlaods 
io  IS37,  and  which  <*as  to  be  found  in 
the  5th  volume  of  HerUUt.  In  this 
Treaty  it  was  provided  that  "  in  matters 
of  commerce  and  navigation,"  (and  he  had 
observed  the  triumph  of  ihe  noble  Lord 
when  he  noticed  the  word  "  commerce"  in 
Spanish  Treaties;  that  term,  the  noble 
Lord  said,  was  so  large,  it  covered  every 
thing,)  (here  should  be  hereafter  granted 
to  the  subjects  of  the  respective  Sovereigns 
the  same  privileges  which  were  granted  to 
■  he  subjects  of  the  most  favoured  nations. 
The  following  was  the  Article  :  — 

"Ther 


e  shall  be  reciprocal  liberty  of  com- 
meice  and  navigation  between  and  amongst 
the  subjects  or  ihs  two  high  coniractin;;  par- 
lies; and  the  subjects  a(  the  two  Soi-erei(:ns 
respectively,  shall  not  pay  in  the  pons,  har- 
bours, roads,  cities,  towns,  or  places  whatso- 
ever in  either  kingdom,  any  other  or  higher 
duties,  taxes,  or  imposts,  under  whatsoever 
names  designated  or  included,  tiian  those 
which  are  there  paid  by  the  subjects  of  the 
most  favoured  nation;  and  the  lubjccts  of 
e>ich  of  the  high  contraciing  parlies  shall  en- 
joy Ihe  same  rights,  privileges,  iihertieg,  fa- 
vours, immunities,  and  exemptions,  in  matiers 
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admitted  into  Qreat  Britain  on  eqntl  (srmi 
with  those  of  the  moat  favoured  nation, 
and  would  be  supported  by  the  noble 
Lord's  argument  of  to-night.  But  was 
that  Ihe  view  of  the  noble  Lord  in  1837  T 
No  auch  thing.  Another  clauae  wai 
inserted  with  regard  to  produce.  Tha 
noble  Lord,  wiahing  (o  provide  for  tli« 
produce  of  the  two  countries,  did  it  by  a 
distinct  stipulation  properly  framed  for 
the  purpose,  which  be  would  proceed  to 
quote  :— 

"  No  duty  of  customs  or  other  impost  shall 
be  charged  upon  any  goods  the  produce  of 
one  country,  upon  importation,  by  sea  or  by 
land,  from  such  country  into  the  other,  liigber 
than  the  duty  or  impost  charged  upon  goods 
of  the  same  kind  the  produce  of  or  .imported 
from  liny  oilier  country  i  and  Her  Majesty  the 
Queen  of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Great  Bri- 
tain and  Ireland,  and  His  Majesty  the  King  of 
the  Netherlands,  do  hereby  bind  and  engage 
themselves,  not  to  grant  any  favour,  privilege, 
or  immunily,  in  matters  of  commerce  and  na- 
vigation, to  ihe  subjects  of  any  other  Stale, 
which  shall  not  be  also,  and  at  the  same  lime, 
extended  to  ihe  subjects  of  the  other  high  (wn- 
trac ting  parly,  graiuitously,  if  the  concession 
in  favour  of  the  other  State  shall  have  been 
gratuitous ;  and  on  giving  as  nearly  as  pos. 
sible  the  same  compensation  or  equivalent,  in 
case  the  coocession  shall  liava  been  condi. 

The  First  Clause  wag  intended  only  to  pro- 
tect the  periunsorihoae  subjects  againat  de- 
mands; but  not  ID  protect  the  produce  irre- 
speciiveof ownership.  He  (Mr. Gladstone) 
had  shown,  therefore,  that  after  the  noble 
Lord  had  provided  in  1837,  in  the  largest 
terms,  for  the  privileges  of  subjects,  so  sen- 
sible was  he  then  that  this  provision  would 
not  cover  the  produce  of  the  country,  that 
he  insetted  another  clause,  having  that  end 
in  view.  The  "  village  attorney"  dis- 
tinciion  was  also  recognised  in  the  Treaty 
of  Turkey  of  1838.  The  First  Article  of 
the  Treaty  differed  from  the  Article  of  the 
Treaty  of  the  Netherlands  in  this  respect, 
that  it  gave  the  privile|{ea  of  the  moat  fa- 
voured uatioo,  not  only  to  subjecta,  but  to 


..■gain 


1,  that  Bi 


inted. 


inled. 


If  ihiit  Article  had  stood  alone,  no  doubt 
some  pUnsible  and  able  ex>Miniaer,  300 
years  hence,  might  argue  that  all  articles 
tha  produca  of  that  country,  ought  to  be 


"  .411  rights,  privileges,  and  immunities 
which  have  been  conferred  on  the  subjects  or 
ships  of  Great  Urilain  by  the  existing  Capito- 
laiions  and  Treaties,  are  confirmed  now  and 
for  ever,  except  in  as  far  as  they  may  be  spe- 
cifically altered  hy  the  present  Convention; 
and  it  is  moreover  expressly  stipulated,  that 
all  rights,  privileges,  or  immunities  which  the 
Sublime  Pone  now  grants,  or  may  hereafter 
grani,  to  the  ships  and  subjects  of  any  other 
Foreign  Power,  or  which  it  may  suffer  tba 
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hips  nnd  subjects  of  any  other  Foreign  Poner 
a  enjoy,  shall  be  equally  jtrnnled  lo,  and  ex- 
rcised  and  enjoyed  by,  Ihe  lubjecta  and  ships 
FGrealBriiaJD." 

The  very  pniating  out  of  "  ships"  made 
t  clear  what  was  the  object  of  the  contract- 
ng  parties.  The  Articles  also  rontsined 
I  stipulation  that  if  hereafter  belter  terms 
vere  granted  to  any  other  countries.  Great 
3ritain  should  have  the  benefit  of  them. 
3ut,  notwithstanding  that,  although  the 
TreBtf  was  Bi>!ned,  he  found  a  separate 
Incument  added  to  the  Treaty,  under  tlie 
ismeof"  Additional  Articles."  There  was 
in  Article  providing  that  the  produce  of 
jreat  Briiain  should  be  admitted  at  the 
owest  duty  of  the  most  favoured  nation. 
ts  being  appended  to  the  Treaty  in  a  sepa- 
ate  instrument,  showed  more  distinctly 
hat  the  necessity  for  it  was  felt,  and  ihat 
t  could  not  be  treated  as  surplusage.  Now 
he  lowest  duty  paid  hy  other  nations  was 
!  per  cent. ;  and  on  referring  to  the  fifth 
'olume  of  HeHilet,  it  would  be  seen  that 
he  Article  provided  that — 

"  All  arlicles  being  (he  growth,  produce,  or 
nanufaclure  oflhe  Uniied  Kingdom  of  Great 
Iritain  and  Ireland,  and  lis  dependencies,  and 
ill  merchandise,  of  whatsoever  description, 
>mharked  in  British  vessels,  and  beinH;  ihe 
irnpeny  of  British  sobjecls,  or  being  brought 
iveriand,  or  by  sea,  fiom  other  countries  by 
he  same,  shdll  be  admilled,  as  heretorore, 
nto  all  paili  oflhe  Ollomao  don:iini<>ns,  wiih- 
lut  exception,  on  ihe  payment  of  3  per  cent. 
luij,  calculated  upon  ihe  value  of  such  atti- 
;Iea." 

They  would  obierve  that  the  Article  stipu- 
ated  not  only  for  the  produce  of  British 
uhjects,  but  also  for  all  produce  owned  by 
Jrttishaubjecis;  therefore  theobjeet  of  the 
legotialurs  must  have  been  to  prevent  its 
letng  supposed  that  the  former  Article  was 
ujhcient  to  carry  all  the  stipulations  in 
avour  of  "  commerce,"  He  had  now 
Uustrated  the  broad  distinction  of  phrase- 
ilo<iy,  which  corresponded  with  the  not 
ess  broad  dbtinction  of  rights  which  the 
ihrawoiogy  conveyed.  He  must  now  go 
o  the  evidence  of  facta ;  and  again  he  en- 
reated  the  attention  of  those  who  might 
le  disposed,  at  first  sight,  to  adopt  the  view 
if  the  noble  Lord.  He  did  not  know  how 
be  noble  Lord  waa  to  gel  over  the  facts 
ic  should  adduce.  He  hoped  they  should 
lave  spccilic  answers  to  tbern,  and  not 
;eneralities.  The  first  of  the  Acta  to 
vhich  he  would  refer,  was  framed  before 
667,  and  it  gave  a  privilege  to  the  wines 
if  Madeira  and  of  particular  countries, 
rhich  was  not  extended  to  Spain.     Tbut 


exceptional  privilege  was  in  force  when  th< 
Treaty  of  1667  was  made,  and  they  whi 
put  the  construction  of  the  noble  Lord  oi 
lhat  Treaty  must  show  that  that  privileg 
was  abrogated.  In  166S,  the  verv  fin 
year  after  the  formation  of  the  treat; 
with  Spain,  they  would  find  in  Anderson' 
Hitlory  of  Commerce,  that  a  difierentit 
duty  wai  laid  on  Spanish  wine,  as  com 
pared  witb  French  wine.  Anderson  aaic 
that — 

"  A  duty  of  4d,  was  imposed  on  every  qoai 
of  French  wine  leialled,  and  of  Sd.  on  ever 
quart  of  Spanish  or  other  wine." 

That  might  he  intended  to  operate  ai  ( 
discouragement  upon  Spanish  wine,  and  t 
tax'  it  according  to  its  strength.  It  nigb 
be  said  that  it  was  a  duty  of  excise;  bu 
in  its  bearing  upon  the  Treaty,  he  wante 
to  know  how  ihey  could  reconcile  >t  wtt 
their  construction,  if  the  stipulations  ex 
tended  to  Spanish  wines.  That  Treaty 
made  in  1667,  was,  according  to  the  no 
ble  Lord,  broken  in  I66S.  That  breacb 
if  such  it  were,  was  not  remonstmtei 
against,  and  the  Treaty  was  renewed  ver 
quietly  in  1670.  He  had  another  example 
and  wtlh  respect  to  examples  there  migh 
be  hundreds  of  ihem.  He  bad  picked  ou 
such  as  he  could  find  hy  very  limited  in 
qiiiry ;  they  must  not  suppose  it  prubabl 
that  these  constituted  the  whole.  In  th 
first  year  of  James  II. — he  had  given  : 
ca.se  before  the  Treaty,  and  he  had  given  ; 
case  a  year  after  Ihe  Treaty  ;  he  would  noi 
give  one  fifteen  years  after  the  Treaty— 
ID  the  first  of  James  11.,  in  1685,  whei 
we  came  into  the  most  dishonourably  closi 
relations  with  France,  there  was  a  dispo- 
sition to  form  a  differential  taxation  Jn  he 
favour;  and  a  duty  was  imposed  upoi 
French  wine  of  81.  a  tun,  whilst  upon  al 
other  wines,  Spanish  wines  included, 
duty  of  12/,  a  tun  was  impsed.  Hov 
did  [he  noble  Lord  get  over  that  circum 
stance  P  He  wished  lhat  the  noble  Lor 
bad  read  the  history  and  the  facts  of  th' 
case,  before  he  had  made  bis  ingeniou. 
speech.  It  waj  not  a  small  diSt;rentiB 
duty.  Here  was  a  distinction  of  4/.  a  tui 
on  the  wine ;  8^  a  tun  on  French  win. 
at  the  time  when  these  Treaties  of  th 
noble  Lord  were  in  full  vigour,  and  12/.  i 
tun  imposed  on  Spanish  wine,  and  tha 
without  the  smallest  intention  of  goin] 
against  the  Treaty  on  our  part,  or  ihi 
smallest  complaint  on  the  part  of  Spain 
He  would  now  t»ke  the  case  uf  Snuff.  B; 
the  12th  George  I,— 
"Snuff,  if  imported  in    British  ships,  i 
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rated  to  piy  St.  6d.  !n  ihe  pound  from  the 

fUmationi  in  America  and  the  Spanish  West 
ndiei,  and  5f.  if  imporled  from  luly,  Spain, 
Portugal,  and  all  Other  parU,  except  France." 
Tbbss  it  stood  appeared  to  give  a  favour 
to  France  not  enjoyed  by  other  countries  ; 
but  as  he  was  nut  ct-rtaln  that  he  was  in 
pusiesition  of  the  whole  case,  he  would  nut 
greatly  rely  on  it,  and  only  quoted  it  hb  an 
apparent  instance  in  his  favour.  In  1784 
Spanish  wines  paid  a  smell  sum  mure 
duty  than  Portuguese  nines.  According 
to  M'Culloch,  Spanish  wine  paid  4s.  lOd. 
per  gallon,  and  Portuguese  4s.  B^ii.,  Span- 
I»h  wine  paying  IJrf.  more.  In  1787,  ihey 
came  to  Mr.  Pitt'a  tariff*,  which  imposed  a 
number  of  differential  duties,  operating,  of 
course,  against  Spain,  as  compared  with 
France,  He  would  show  them  that  after 
Ameiica  had  become  independent,  and 
while  these  Treaties  were  in  full  vigour, 
Spaiiiali  tobacco  was  liable  to  pay,  and  did 
pay,  a  higher  duty  than  American  tobacco. 
In  a  table  which  he  held  in  his  hand  the 
following  duties  appeared: — 

Dntf  DO  Amaian    I>utT  on  Siwdih  or 
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1789  ..    1    3    ...    3    0 

1790  ..     1     3     ...     3     6 
J796     ..     1     7     ...     4     6 

1B06  .  .  2  3  13-20tbi.  3  4 1 9-201  hi 
1815  *  .  3  2  ...  5  Si 
laifl  ,  .  4  0  ...  6  0 
1825  ,.  3  0  ...  5  0 
They  would  observe  that  he  had  now 
shown  them  an  immense  number  of  dlfler- 
entiel  duties  and  privileges,  reaching 
from  1663  to  1825.  It  might  be  said  that 
was  a  good  arrangement  for  us  to  act  upon 
with  the  United  States;  but  what  came 
of  the  conatruclian  of  the  noble  Lord  with 
respect  to  tobacco  ?  He  had  shown  them 
that  in  many  things,  from  a  long  conti- 
nued stream  of  precedents  to  this  hour, 
we  laid  on  particular  articles  of  Spanish 
produce  a  very  much  higher  duty  than  we 
placed  on  the  same  articles  coming  from 
other  dominions,  which  were,  therefore, 
mere  favoured  nations  with  respect  to  this 
produce.  [Mr.  Ward:  Was  the  tobacco 
in  the  same  state  r]  In  the  same  state. 
He  had  wearied  the  House  with '  these 
instances  i  because  he  had  shown  a  series 
of  laws  embodying  from  time  to  time  pro- 
visions that  perhaps  could  only  be  jns- 
tifieil  by  what  the  noble  Lord  called  "  the 
village  attorney's  argument.''  He  had 
tuld  them  that  at  this  djy  they  were 
eharipng  difFeremiul   duties  on   the   ships 

VOL.LXXXII.    {KS] 


of  Spain,  and  that  they  were  also  st 
""■renlial  duties  on 
Igard  to  the  dif- 
ferential duties  on  Spanish  ships  in  differ- 
ent ports,  at  seventy-one  ports  in  Great 
Britain  there  were  charges  made  on  Spanish 
vessels  over  and  above  those  made  on  Biitish 
vessels.  They  were  most  uneijual  at  dif- 
ferent ports;  but  at  Belfast,  fur  instance, 
on  a  ship  of  6U0  ions  and  upwards,  the 
charge  on  a  Spanish  vessel  was  61. ;  on  a 
British  vessel,  or  on  a  French  or  a  Swedish 
vessel,  not  a  steamer,  2t.  lOi.  At  Hull, 
agtiin,  the  difference  of  duty  was  as  great  as 
at  Belfast.  And,  again,  as  respected  goods, 
we  had  in  exports  all  that  distinction  which 
attached  on  the  nationality  of  the  vessel. 
While  a  Turkish  ship  was  allowed,  not  by 
Treaty,  but  by  discretion,  to  carry  coals 
free,  a  Spanish  ship  paid  4s,  a  ton,  and 
no  Power  had  questioned  our  right  to  levy 
that  sum.  There  was  also  a  trifling  dif- 
ference with  respect  to  refined  sugar.  The 
bounty  on  the  exportatiitn  oF  refined  loaf 
sugar  in  Biitish  ships  was  l/.4f.  percwt.;in 
a  Spanish  ship,  it  was  1,9.  less.  Therefore  he 
had  shown,  with  respect  both  to  ships  and 
to  pniduce,  proof  that  restrictive  Acts  wers 
constantly  passed  by  the  Legislature  in  the 
case  of  Spain,  with  the  perfect  consent  of 
Spain,  and  without  the  smallest  taint  on 
our  honour.  The  produce  of  Spain,  and 
even  the  ships  of  Spain,  were  taxed  from 
time  to  time,  according  to  the  good  will 
and  pleasure  of  the  British  Parliament, 
which  was  not  limited  by  any  stipulations 
of  Treaties,  which  were  clearly  shown  to 
be  irrelevant  with  reference  to  this  subject. 
It  might  be  said  that  the  precedents  be  bad 
shown  were  more  on  the  side  of  England 
than  nf  Spain.  It  might  be  said,  that  for 
a  period  of  200  years ihey  had  misconstrued 
the  Treaty  on  the  side  of  England.  But 
he  had  already  reminded  the  House  of  the 
Family  Compact  which  bad  been  entered 
into,  by  which  Spain  put  the  same  con- 
struction on  the  Treaty  that  they  had. 
They  would  admit  that  these  Treaties  had 
bound  Spain  to  give  to  England  the  same 
fimting  as  that  of  the  moat  favoured  na- 
tions ;  but  the  Family  Compact  said  *'  no," 
France  and  Naples  would  be  entitled  to 
protest  against  it;  and  of  the  Family  Com^ 
pact  he  must  observe,  that  it  was  undoubt- 
edly at  variance  with  the  Treaties.  The 
personal  privileges  which,  as  he  contended, 
they  guaranteed  upon  the  fortting  of  tie 
must  favoured  natiim,  were  the  very  privi- 
leges in  which  it  granted  peculiar  and 
exclusive  favour  to  Naples  and  to  France. 
U 
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With  regsTcl,  then,  to  Ihoie  prinlegei, 
there  was  considerable  reB«on  to  tbink 
that  the  Pamilj  Compact  was  at  complete 
variance  with  the  noble  Lord's  const  m  1:1  ion 
of  ihom  Treaties.  By  the  conitent  of  both 
parties,  these  Treaties  were  allowed  to  go 
out  of  force ;  aod  if  so,  it  could  not  now 
be  contended  that  they  could  bring  them 
into  force  again  without  the  consent  ol 
both  parties ;  and  even  if  it  were  go  argued, 
he  had  shown  that  they  would  be  utterly 
worthless,  so  far  as  supporting  the  noble 
Lord's  position — namely,  equality  of  taxa- 
tion. There  was  one  Article  of  these 
Treaties  that  was  remarkable,  by  i 
the  solemn  and  peculiar  language  by  wbicb 
it  was  cbaracteriied  in  re<ipect  to  its  being 
made  a  provision  for  all  times  to  come, 
which  it  declared  that  the  subjects  of  G) 
Britain  should  not  he  liable  to  pay  any  higher 
duties  in  Spain,  tban  those  tliey  were  lia- 
ble to  pay  in  the  reign  of  Chirles  II.  of 
Spain.  In  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht,  in  1713, 
there  was  this  singular  expresaion — "  lli» 
Catholic  Majesty  ordains  now  and  in  fu- 
ture, as  an  inviolable  taw,"  8tc.  In  the 
Treaty  of  Madrid,  in  1750,  the  same  ei- 
presiions  were  UMd  as  to  the  inviolability 
of  the  law.  With  regard,  however,  to  this 
■o-called  inviolable  Taw,  these  duties  of 
Charles  IL  of  Spain  ceased  to  be  in  force 
long  before  tbe  war  commenced  butweei 
Greiit  Britain  and  France,  or  France  aoii 
Spain,  These  Treaties  were  incompalibli 
with  the  construction  put  upim  them  by 
the  noble  Lord.  In  one  place,  this  Treaty 
•eemed  to  be  equivalent  to  a  limit  of  10 
per  cent,  duty  on  the  imports  and  exports 
of  Spaiu.  He  was  amimed  when  he  heard 
the  noble  Lord  say,  "  Don't  foree 
struction  of  the  Treaty  like  this  upon 
Spain  ;"  as  if  the  noble  Lord's  construction 
c^uld  be  enforced !  Did  the  noble  Lord 
think  that  the  construction  which  he  put 
upon  tbe  Treetiea,  granted  that  n' 
duty  which  he  argued  in  favou 
respect  to  BritiKh  produce  in  Spain 
he  asked  him,  did  he  think  that  ihin  country 
would  be  justified  in  forcing  the  observ- 
ance of  bis  coDsCruclion  at  the  point  of  the 
■word,  and  in  the  face  of  these  Actsp 
[Lord  J.  RusttU:  Spain  seeks  for  if] 
Yes;  Spain  seeks  fur  it  from  us,  but  refuses 
it  to  us.  It  was  only  lately  thai,  in  conse- 
quence of  events  which  had  passed  in  this 
country,  Spain  thought  that  there  was  a 
point  to  be  ruised — an  npeninp;  for  her  to 
lake  advantage  of — andsheimmediaietypro- 
poonded  a  doctrine  diametrically  in  0|ipusi- 
tion,  not  only  to  her  own  law  and  practice  as 
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it  had  snbnsted  for  200  years,  but  u  it  Mood 
at  the  present  day.  Let  it  be  remembered 
that  Spain  was  levying  duties  upon  Engli^ 
ships  which  she  did  not  impose  upon  the 
vevseb  of  France,  even  at  the  moment 
when  her  Envoy  had  presented  the  letter 
then  upon  the  Table  of  the  House.  He 
should  certainty  shrink  from  the  responsi- 
bility of  trying  to  force  upon  Spain  such  a 
construction  of  those  Treaties  as  that  for 
which  the  noble  Lord  had  contended,  in 
opposition  to  the  continued  acts  and  the 
innumerable  declarations  of  the  organs  of 
Government  of  both  countries.  He  should 
novj  proceed  to  examine  what  the  rcKults 
of  the  noble  Lord's  vietvs  would  lead  to ; 
and  he  thought  he  should  be  able  to  show 
that  the  arguments  urged  by  the  noble 
Lord  involved  so  much  absurdity  that  they 
were  actually  fatal  to  his  own  interpreta< 
tion  of  the  Treaties.  It  was  a  rule  in  in- 
ternational taw,  long  laid  dntrn,and  always 
acted  upon,  that  if  a  peculiar  construction 
of  a  Treaty  invnlvcd  an  absurdiiy,  that  the 
very  fact  militated  against  the  justice  of 
such  con  struct  ion.  Now,  be  (rss  prepared 
to  show  two  consequences  which  must  of 
necesxity  fullow,  if  the  interpretation  put 
by  the  noble  Lord  upon  the  Treaties  with 
Spain  were  to  be  'adopted  and  acted  upon. 
The  first  of  these  results  was  the  undoubt- 
ed one,  that  every  reciprocity  Treaty  sub- 
aisting  between  England  and  any  other 
country  would  he  immediately  cancelled 
and  rendered  needless,oreli«  there  must  be  a 
change  made  in  the  fundamental  rules  upon 
which  reciprocity  Treaties  were  at  present 
based.  The  rule  heretufure  adopted  as  the 
Iwsis  of  reciprocity  had  been,  that  inaamuch 
as  a  British  shipowner  could  not  emphiy 
his  ships  under  tbe  heavy  tines  to  which 
they  were  liable  on  entering  foreign  ports,  it 
was  therefore  absolutely  essential,  in  order 
that  he  might  so  employ  them,  that  a  re- 
ciprocal Treaty  should  be  entered  into  with 
those  Foreign  Powers,  whereby  those  dou- 
ble duties  were  withdrawn.  In  all  cases, 
therefure,  when  reciprocity  Treaties  were 
entered  into.  Great  Britain  granted  to  the 
sliips  of  the  Powers  so  treating,  the  same 
privileges  in  her  ports  as  were  enjuyed  by 
her  own  ships,  and  received  in  return  equal 
advantages.  But  under  the  noble  Lord's 
cnnstruciion  of  the  Treaty  with  Spain, 
Di^nmark,  which  had  Treaties  corre- 
sponding, as  he  inclined  to  think,  in  sub- 
stance with  those  of  Spain,  would  obtain  all 
ihe  advantages  of  these  reiiprocity  Treaties 
on  her  side,  wiihout  granting  any  in  re- 
turn, as  he  would  show.    Suppoung  the 
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doctrine  of  the  noble  Lord  held  fpod, 
namely,  that  Spain,  and  therefore,  Den- 
mark, waa  entitled  to  be  placed  in  all 
■peetH  upon  tbe  same  footing  as  the  most 
favoured  nstioag,  would  not  the  immediate 
consequence  have  been  that  it  would  have 
been  utterly  impossible  to  enter  into  a  re- 
ciprocity Treaty  with  Denmark?  For  would 
not  Deninark  be  in  a  condition  to  say  that 
■he  was  entitled  to  send  her  ships  into  the 
porta  of  England  upon  an  equality  with 
English  ships,  immediately  that  we  had 
granted  the  privilege  of  equality  to  Prussii 
or  any  other  power?  Whereas  she  was  un< 
demo  necessity  whatever  of  granting  any 
exemptions  in  favour  of  English  merchant 
bottoms,  which  she  would  accordingly  re- 
tain the  right  of  placing  under  double  or 
any  other  charges  ;  and  Denmark  having 
the  cheapest  and  most  economical  mercan- 
tile navy  in  Europe,  she  would  be  enabled 
to  tail  to  all  the  English  ports  with  her 
ships  at  half  the  cost  of  the  ships  of  this 
couotrv.  Spain  would  stand  in  precisely  the 
lame  situation  ;  and,  the  duties  on  English 
vessels  in  Spanish  ports  being  extremely 
heavy,  the  whole  of  the  carrying  trade 
mutt  of  necessity  be  diverted  into  another 
channel.  Now,  if  the  principle  upon  which 
Mr,  Huhkisson  proceeded  in  entering  into 
reciprocity  Treaties  with  Foreign  States 
was  looked  at,  it  would  be  found  to  consist 
simply  in  the  determination  on  his  part  to 
grant  to  those  countries  precisely  the  same 
advantages  that  ihey  accorded  to  England  ; 
and  therefore  it  was  that  he  asserted  it  to 
be  impossible  to  admit  the  noble  T/ird's 
construction  of  the  Spanish  Treaties  to  be 
correct,  seeing  that  if  adopted,  it  would 
take  it  out  of  the  power  of  this  country  tu 
exclude  Denmark  from  the  benefit  ariiiing 
from  those  reciprocity  Treaties,  without 
herself  being  under  any  obligation  to  grant 
any  such  advantages  as  her  shipa  enjoyed 
to  the  vessels  of  Great  Britain.  The  noble 
Lord  appeared  to  feel  the  force  of  the  ar- 
gumenthe  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  then  urg- 
ing, end  to  have  framed  the  prayer  of  his 
Address  to  the  Crown  Hccmdingly  ;  for  he 
did  not  pray  that  the  Crown  would  be 
pleased  to  give  directions  to  admit  the 
augara  uf  Cuba  at  the  same  rate  of  duly  as 
those  from  Java;  but  be  prayed  that — 

"  The  subjecii  of  the  Queen  of  Spain  should 
be  permiited  to  import  into  tlie  United  King- 
dom all  ihe  productions  of  the  lerritori»  or 
poisessions  of  the  Spanish  Crown,  paying 
thereupon  no  higher  duties  of  customs  than 
are  paid  by  the  subjects  or  citizens  of  the  most 
fiivoured  nations  on  the  importation  of  like 
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articles,  being  the  production  of  the  territories 
or  possessions  of  such  Dationi." 


If  such  a  regulation  were  to  be  adopted 
and  enforced,  what  would  necessarily  fol- 
low T  Whenever  a  cask  of  Havana  sugar 
was  imported,  they  would  he  obliged  to 
inquire  into  its  ownership.  When  they 
had  ascertained  who  was  the  owner,  they 
would  have  to  ascertain  his  naltonalily, 
and  then  his  denizenship  — they  wonid 
have  to  do  all  this— for  all  that  the  noble 
Lord  could  contend  was,  that  the  Treaties 
were  absolute  with  regard  to  produce 
in  the  hands  of  Spanish  subjects,  and  that 
they  could  not  lay  higher  duties  upon  it 
in  the  hands  of  Spanish  subjects,  ih»n 
Ihey  could  impose  upon  the  same  produce 
impoited  troo)  other  countries.  Such  a 
course  of  proceeding  would  require  a  sys- 
leui  so  glaringly  at  variance  with  the 
whole  course  and  tendency  of  the  present 
commercial  legislation  of  this  cnuniry  as 
to  amount  to  an  absurdity,  spilnging,  of 
course  alwayo,  from  the  noble  Lord's  coo- 
struciion  of  the  Treaties.  He  would  soon 
approach  the  consideration  of  ihai  part  of 
the  case  which,  he  was  quite  ready  10  ad- 
mit, was  (lie  weakest  and  least  satisfactory 
portion  of  il.  He  (Mr.  Gladnone)  had 
endeavoured  to  show  that  the  construc- 
tion put  upon  the  Treaties  wiih  Spain  by 
the  noble  Lord,  was  contradicted  and  re- 
futed by  the  practices  of  both  counirirs, 
during  a  period  ex'ending  over  nearly 
200  years  ;  be  (Mr.  Gladstone)  was  ready 
to  grant  so  much  to  the  noble  Lord  as  to 
admit  thai,  according  to  the  then  course 
of  trade,  the  Aiticles  of  the  Treaties  re- 
ferred 10  were  intended  to  have  an  effect 
nearly  analo-EOUi  to  that  which,  under 
present  circumsiances,  would  be  sought 
for  through  a  tnosi  favoured  nation  clause, 
for  the  produce  of  the  two  coiinirieti. 
[_"  Hear,  he»r,"/rom  the  Opposilioa.]  He 
repeated,  an  efiVcl  analogous,  hut  yet  very 
far  from  beins  the  same — so  far  from  be- 
ing Ihe  same,  ai  to  be  qiiiie  incapable  of 
being  transferred,  bodily  as  it  were,  in  the 
way  the  Miible  Lord  piopnsrd,  lo  circum- 
stances and  u  course  of  le)!i>lation  so  ma- 
terially clifTeteiii— even  without  any  refer- 
ence to  ihe  proof  he  had  given,  ihai  the 
force  of  ihe  Trealiea  in  question  was  not 
same  as  il  originally  was.  Bnl,  ad- 
njT  in  part,  in  ihe  true  construction 
of  Ihe  Tieaiies  as  he  had  expU'ued  it— in 
part  lo  the  fact,  that  In  some  degiee  those 
Treaties  had  been  set  aside  by  both  pat- 
U2 
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ti««,  their  effecl  wbi^m  lie  had  in  a  pre- 
ceding part  of  his  obieiVBiioni  contended 
— 10  Bsieit  generally,  the  principlr*  or 
amity  and  of  fair  and  ^quiiable  dealinK 
between  the  two  countriei,  and  to  impose 
upon  both,  as  he  thought,  an  honourable 
obligation  to  proceed  to  the  foimaiion  of 
a  new  engagemeni,  founded  upon  prin- 
ciptet  of  reciprocity  and  equality  in  all 
points;  unless  when  there  might  be  ur- 
gent cause  for  introducing  any  special 
excepiion.  He  would  not  enier  upon  the 
question  of  policy.  He  would  deal  simply 
with  the  arguments  affecting  the  construc- 
tion and  the  vitality  of  the  Tieaiiei,  leav- 
ing it  to  others  to  cuter  upon  the  policy 
of  the  question.  Besides  what  he  hud 
already  conceded,  he  would  grant  also, 
(and  this  he  regarded  as  the  weakest  part 
of  the  case,)  that  it  was  true,  that  upon 
■cveral  occasions  this  cooniry  had  de- 
manded of  Spain  the  recognition  of  our 
right  lo  be  treated  on  the  fooling  of  the 
most  favoured  nation.  Such  a  demand 
was  made  by  Mr.  Bulwrr  perhaps,  cer- 
tainly  by  Mr.  Asion.  Mr.  Bulwer  made 
a  demand  on  the  Court  of  Spain  that 
British  shrps  should  be  placed  on  an 
equality  with  the  vessels  of  France.  Bui 
he  would  not  admit,  that  ships  were  to 
be  considered  with  reference  to  the  pre- 
sent question,  precisely  in  the  same  light 
at  produiie.  There  could  he  no  British 
■hips  which  were  the  property  of  other 
than  British  subjects.  The  law  required 
that  such  should  be  the  condition  ol  being 
■dmitied  to  British  registry.  Bui  when 
it  was  attempted  to  demand  the  equality 
of  British  ships  with  those  of  tbe  most 
Tavoured  nations  in  Spanish  porta,  it  was 
quite  clear  to  him  that  such  a  ' 
could  not  be  enforced  under  anf 
Treaty  with  Spain  ;  and  hi 
thought  the  instruciions  | 
noble  Lord  in  this  respect  were  most  ex 
Iraordinary  to  be  issued  by  a  Foreign  Sec 
relary,  who  must,  of  necessity,  hi 
that  there  were  differeni'  ' 
lished  in  England,  and 
levied  on  the vesaelsofSpain, and onall fo- 
reign vessels  which  did  not  enjoy  some  '  the  West  Indian  Colonies.  Now,  he  con- 
peculiar  exemption,  by  Treaty  or  other-  feased  that  he  was  not  prepared,  in  hit 
wise.  But  neither  the  demand  made  by  !  own  individual  judgment  lo  msiniain  Lord 
Mr.  Aston,  nor  that  put  forward  by  Mr.  !  Aberdeen's  position,  precisely  as  he  found 
Bulwer,  was  granted  by  the  Spanish  :  it  in  the  letier  to  the  Duke  of  Sotomayor. 
Court,  nor  hud  it  ever  been  conceded  The  noble  Lord  said — 
since  i  indeed,  he  mighl  say,  it  had  never  !  ,.  while,  therefore,  the  Treaty  of  1667  pave 
s.nce  been  repeated.  But,  because  the  generally  to  the  subjeoti  of  Gresl  Britain  and 
Biilish  Goveianienl  thought  proper  to  tbe    Spain,  re^peeiively,  the  privileges  of  the  most 


year  1837,  or  IS40,  to  deviate  from  ili 
own  invariable  line  of  conduct,  adhered 
to  during  a  period  of  nearly  900  yean, 
and  made  a  cl^im  which  ought  not  to 
have  been  made,  and  which  cuuld  not  be 
justified  under  the  existing  Treaiies — was 
thut  circumstance  lo  overrule  and  to  ren- 
der null  such  facis  and  such  arguments  as 
he  had  advanced  ?  Was  it,  he  asked,  to 
be  laid,  that  one  party  to  a  Treaiy  waa  lo 
be  permitted  to  refuse  everything  stipa- 
latfd  for  under  that  Treaty  up  to  the  year 
I84'5,  and  Chen  to  be  at  liberty  to  enforce 
those  stipulations  in  a  sense  quiie  opposed 
to  the  construction  which  they  had  always 
previously  held  ?  It  wai  true,  Mr.  Bulwer 
did  not  peremptorily  claim  to  have  hi*  de- 
mand iconised  ed.  Hesimply  madea  request 
10  have  British  ships  put  upon  the  ssme  foot- 
ing with  French  vessels;  but  what  he  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  contended  for  was,  that  what- 
ever his  recent  demand  mighl  have  been,and 
however  erroneously  made,  if  made  upoo 
the  supposed  ground  of  a  right  under 
Treaiy,  it  was  utterly  impossittle  lo  set 
aside  ilie  facta  to  which  he  had  referred  ; 
whereby  it  was  clearly  and  completely 
shown  that  both  parties  had  acted  upon 
the  same  construction  of  ihe  Treaties  in 
an  opposite  sense.  He  uow  came  to  his 
third  praposili"n,  thiit  the  produce  of  the 
Spanish  Colonies  could  not  fsll  wiibin 
the  scope  of  the  Treaiies  for  the  putpoaes 
of  this  Motion.  I'he  noble  Lord  had 
argued,  that  the  policy  of  Spain  had  beea 
10  secure  for  her  colonists  a  privilege,  or, 
at  least,  lo  exempt  ihem  from  a  prohibi- 
tion, affecting  the  subjects  of  Spam  in  the 
motiier  country  ;  that  the  Treaty  did  not 
prevent  the  subjecis  of  Spain  from  sailing 
from  Cuba  to  England.  [Viscount  Pai- 
t  existing  merslon  :  I  said  they  were  included  in  the 
it  say,  he  general  admission  of  the  Treaty  of  1667, 
by  the  i  and  not  excluded  by  that  of  )6'70.1  Now, 
j  if  the  noble  Lord  referred  lo  ihe  Eighth 
.  Article  of  the  Treaty,  he  would  6nd  that 
;  the  West  Indian  Colonies  were  excluded, 
\  duiJes  estab-  '  though  rather  in  an  indirect  way.  As  lo 
it  that  mameni  I  Ihe  Treaty  of  1670,  Ihe  noble  Lord  quilted 
Article  from  it   as  to  the  exclusion  of 
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fit'ouTcd  nation,  rhe  irade  belonging;  to  ihe 
Wesi  Indian  Colonic  of  the  twn  counlries  was 
expressly  excluded  from  Ihe  enjoyment  of  the 
privilnies  so  Gunferred.  Subaequenlly  lo  the 
condusloD  of  tbeTreaiy  ofieTO,  all  trade  with 
Ihe  We»t  Indian  Colonies  of  Great  Britain  was 
prohibited  10  llie  subjects  of  Spain,  nor  could 
ihe  produce  of  Cuba  and  P(>''o  Rico  have 
found  admieiion  into  English  pons,  inastnoch 
n  lh«  Navigation  Law  iheo  in  force  uould 
have  prevenled  its  imporlation  in  any  other 
than  Britiib  ihipa;  while   the  Treaty   of  1670 

Erevrnied  its  crnveyance  fiom  Cuba  by  Ihose 
ritiih  ships  which  alune  could  legally  import 
it.  ilencf  it  follows  that,  admitting  thai  the 
Treaty  of  1667  conferred  upon  ihe  suhjei 
Spain  Ihe  position  of  Ihe  moat  favoured  n 
ID  British  poris,  jet  that  privilege  could  not, 
■ubsequently  to  1670,  have  belonged  lo 
Spanish  West  India  trade,  because,  under  Ihe 
terms  of  the  Treaty  of  1670,  such  trade  could 
not  hive  been  carried  on  with  British  ports." 
He  confeHcd  thai,  when  Lord  Aberdeen 
argued  that  ihHt  was  conclusive,  it  did  tioi 
quite  satisfy  him;  berause,  suppoiinglhen 
was  no  dispute  as  to  ihe  question  of  *'  sub 
jrctor  pfoihice,"  and  supposing,  foratijU' 
■nent'  sake,  our  navigaiion  laws  wereabol- 
iihed  in  favour  of  Holland,  and  that  Ji 
sugar  can>e  to  us  fiotn  Amsterdam,  it  i 
mj  questionable  whether  Spain  would  not 
be  eniilled  to  aiL  that  her  Cuba  produce 
should  be  admissible  fiom  Cadiz.  Bui 
with  regard  id  the  noble  Lord's  inierpre- 
laiion,  It  filled  him  wiih  aiioniahment ; 
for  surely  nothing  could  he  more  distinct 
than  the  Eij^hlh  Article  of  the  Treaty  :  — 

"Tbe  subject*  and  inhabilanls,  captains, 
masters  of  dhips,  mariners  of  the  kingrloms, 
proviitco  and  dominions  of  each  confederal 
respeetiTely,  shall  abstain  and  forbear  to  sail 
and  trade  in  ihe  ports  and  havens  which  have 
fortifications,  castles,  magazines,  or  wa 
houses;  and  in  all  other  places  whatsoc 
possessed  by  the  oiher  party  in  the  West 
Indies,  to  wit,  the  King  of  (jreat  Briiain  shall 
not  sail  untn,  and  trade  in,  the  haieus  and 
places  which  the  Catholic  King  holdeih  in  the 
said  Indies ;  nor  in  like  manner  shall  the  sub- 
Jecif  of  the  King  of  Spain  t^i  untn,  or  trade 
in,  those  places  which  are  possessed  there  by 
tbe  King  of  Greal  Britain." 
The  noble  Lord's  aigument  was,  that  the 
inhabitanU  of  the  Spanish  Wesi  Indies 
had  the  power,  under  the  Treaty,  of  com- 
ing here.  Did  he  mean  to  contend  that 
the  inbabitaois  of  Cuba  should  enjoy  an 
advantage  not  possessed  by  the  uiother 
country?  But  his  argument  was,  that 
however  ihey  dis|>osed  of  the  questions  ol 
subjects  and  cuniiiieice,  and  whether  it 
wcia  due  or  not  thai  Spain  had  a  fair 


claim  to  ask  for  the  admission  of  Cuba 
sugar  through  Cadiz,  supposing  we  ad- 
mined  Java  sugar  through  Amsterdam, 
still  an  absolute  and  unlettered  control 
over  the  trade  and  commerce  between 
lingland  and  the  Spanish  West  Indies 
was  reserved  by  the  Treaty  of  i6/0,  virhlch 
the  noble  Lord  forgot  or  omitted  to  refer 
to.  By  the  Ninth  Article  of  the  Treaty 
of  1670  it  was  provided — 

"  That  if  at  any  time  thereafter,  either  Kin^ 
should  think  fit  to  grant  lo  the  subjects  of  the 
other  any  general  or  particuldr  license  or  pri- 
vileges of  navigating  to,  and  tradinn  in,  any 
places  under  hia  obedience,  the  said  naviga* 
tion  and  trade  should  be  exercised  and  main- 
tained according  lo  the  form,  tenour,  and 
effect  of  the  said  permissions  or  privileges  to 
be  allowed  and  given." 


of  "  subje. 
lo  involve 
to  deny  tl 


istruction  1 


the 


question 
I,"  and  allowing  "subjects" 
produce,"  it  was  impossible 
the  control  of  the  tratle  be- 
Cuba  and  England  included  that 
produce  of  Cuba  whiih  formed  the  whole 
Hubjeci-matier  of  the  trade.  Here  was 
an  ubsoluie  control  with  respect  to  the 
conditions  on  which  each  Power  might 
think  fit  to  grant  to  the  other  a  right  to 
trade  with  its  Colonies:  and  we  had  it  in 
our  discretion  alone  to  grant  to  Spain 
just  as  much  and  as  little  of  that  Colo- 
nial trade  as  we  pleased,  and  to  fix  any 
duties  we  pleased.  The  noble  Lord  must 
have  overlooked  this  Article;  otherwise  it 
Wds  so  material  that  he  would  have  seen 
it  was  not  perfectly  straightforward  to 
omit  it.  The  Eighth  Article  was  not  left 
to  stand  elone;  but,  to  obviate  mistake', 
it  was  followed  by  another  which  added, 
with  res|)ect  to  the  Colonial  trade — which 
was  interdicted  for  the  present— that  if 
at  any  lime  it  should  be  given,  it  should 
be  under  such  laws  as  each  Power  in  its 
free  discretion  should  think  fit  to  assign. 
The  sugars  brought  from  Cuba  lo  Eng- 
land could  not  be  separated  from  the 
trade  between  Cuba  and  England;  and 
the  power  to  regulate  the  trade  between 
them  must  enable  us  lo  determine  what 
duty  should  be  paid.    But  the  noble  Lord 


,  that  the 


I  prevented 


all  trade  with  Cuba  at  that  time:  ihal, 
however,  was  not  the  case;  the  prodoce 
might  have  come  in  British  ships.  The 
plain  language,  honever,  defied  miscon- 
struction, either  at  the  bands  of  a  prtli- 
'"gg'tig  village  attorney,  or  (which  waa 
much   more   formidable)  an    cx-Poieign 
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1814.  the 

I  came  in  conrici :  and 
ed  (u  England,  then  Iter  libf- 
ipreliended,  on  accooDl  of  ilie 
ative  position  of  the  two  coun- 
luAble  privile^re  nithaut  an 
She  underrool,  ihat  if  at  any 
Imerican  Cuionici  ihouM  be 
thereountriei,  England  should 
eat  brnelil  ther^rrom  as  ar\j 
r.  That  wat  pprreclly  a  one- 
gemenl.  And  here  be  must 
Id  not  coni-iir  in  the  oplimit- 
3(  I  he  noble  Lord  ai  to  Eng- 
'tj'>n  of  any  exclutive  advan- 
could  nol  lake  credit  Tor  ihe 
of  England,  "hen  he  ofien 
^roMed  great  advanLiigei.  Bui 
otsible  to  tliink  that  she  pre- 
quett  »bich,  according  to  the 
s  argument,  wai  mere  surplus- 
he  mainlained  (hal,  according 
ional  supposition,  and  acord- 
Treaty  of  1670,  Great  Britain 
lo  her  Golnnial  tr<ide,  put  on 
of  ibe  most  favoured  nalion 
;  and  ii  followed  ihat  Spain 
lim  lo  hare  her  Colonies  so 
.0  ihe  present  moment.  Now 
one  of  the  iasi  proofs  which 
dduce.  The  ooble  Lord  said, 
on  his  <i(le  lo  prove  ihai  Spain 
reaied  on  llie  footing  of  the 
ed  nations.  In  ilie  first  place, 
;e  as  10  Colonies  was  granted 
S24;  wp  did  not  give  similar 
iniil  1828.  Did  they  suppose 
r  years  lo  determine  wlieiher 
illow  Spanish  ships  to  trade  to 
v?  No;  we  granted  the  prj- 
as  an  obligation  imposed  by 
as  an  independent  act  of  our 
ion,  as  an  act  of  fairness  and 
f  the  Order  in  Council  it  wbi 
al  this  privilege  was  not  grant- 
alone,  but   to   ' 


;  for  in  the 


cilalit 


I  should  be  opened 
;ouniries  which  had  opened 
our  traders.  The  Order  in 
ted  April  the  2Sth,  1S2S,  ran 

!  the  conditions  mentioned  and 
I  Iha  said  Acis  orParliimeni  have 
peels  been  fi<llilie<)  by  the  UoTern' 
Moil  Caiholic  Majesty  the  Kinn 
inJ,  therefore,  Ibe  piirilenes  so 
oresaid  by  the  Law  of  Natigaiiou 
ipi  cannot  lawfoliy  be  exercised 


or  enjoyed  by  Ihe  ships  of  Spain,  unless  h 
Majesty,  by  his  Order  in  Council,  ihall  i^ra 
the  whole  or  any  of  such  privUeges  lo  su 
Spanish  ships.  And  whereas  His  Majeil 
by  and  with  ihe  adiice,  tec.,  doth  derm  it  c 
pedient  to  giant  the  privileges  aforesaid, 
ceriRin  cases,  to  ships  of  ihe  dominions 
His  Most  Catholic  Mnjesty  ihe  Kinji  of  Spai 
His  Majesty  dolh  therefore,  by  Ihe  ad*i 
aforesnid,  and  in  pursuance,  Ice,  declare  ai 
giant  Ihat  il  shall  and  may  be  lawful  for  Sfi 
nish  ships  lo  import  into  any  of  die  Briti 
possessions  abrcwd,  from  Ihe  Colonies  ai 
foreign  planlalions  of  His  Most  Catholic  M 
jelly,  goods,  the  produce  of  those  Coloni 
and  possessions,  and  to  export  goods  frt 
such  British  possessions  abroad,  to  fae  earri' 
lo  any  foreign  country  whatever." 
This  had  no  reference  to  obligation 
Treaties;  and  the  privilege  conceded  w 
nol  a  geneial  privilege  to  Spanish  ships 
sail  lo  British  Colonies,  but  only  from  il 
Colonies  and  foreign  possessions  of  Spai 
But  at  that  lime  there  were  in  exiiten 
Orders  in  Council,  granting  (o  other  E 
ropean  Powers  the  privilege  of  sailing  fro 
Europe  lo  the  Briiish  Colonies,  and  csrr 
ing  on  the  European  trade  wiih  thei 
There  was  such  an  order  in  the  case 
PruBsia,  issued  in  1826;  and  orders  hi 
been  issued  smce,  even  under  the  nob 
Lord's  Administration,  granting  to  oih 
countries  greaier  privileges  with  regard 
the  Colonial  trade  than  Spain  ever  ha 
or  now  possessed  :  for  instance,  lo  Hat 
burgh,  to  Denmark,  to  Sweden,  lo  Au 
tria,  was  graiiled  the  privilege  of  Iradii 
with  our  Colonies  from  Europe.  Up< 
'hnle,  here  was  a  mass  of  circumstai 


iale^ 


which  I 


rjighl  a 


ive  any  ^iria 
ipression  to  the  comrary,  whii 
'ise,  and  which,  he  was  free  to  coi 
his  mind  had  arisen  upon  hi(  Gc 
cursory  examination  of  the  Treatlea.  Tl 
obligAtiun  of  these  Treat  iea — and  be  wiabi 
that  obligation  to  be  eitimsied,  not  as 
might  stand  with  a  political  party,  for  i 
own  purposes,  but  as  it  would  stand  befo 
a  solemn  tribunal  of  jurists — could  i 
longer  he  deemed  so  fresh  and  so  entire 
to  juiiify  the  one  Power  in  making  absolu 
demands  upon  the  other,  in  respect  of  eai 
and  every  proviaioD  that  they  containe< 
and  though  demands  had  been  made  I 
ourtelvea  (and  he  thought  iraproperlj 
ihey  had  not  been  granted  by  Spain,  ni 
had  we  enforced  them.  But  even  if  ih< 
were  aa  much  alive  as  on  the  dsy  whi 
ihey  were  reduced  to  writing,  they  d  doi 
contain  what  the  noble  Lord  auppoaat 
ind  b<  had  ahown  bj  lawa  and  Treatiu 


every  form  and  oge,  tpreading  o»er  ihe 
whole  (tream  of  hiaiorj,  and  applicable  lo 
both  Powers,  ihat  ihe  noble  Loid'a  con- 
struct  ion  was  contradicted  b;  practice, 
wfiile  it  would  alao  have  been  irrational 
vrith  tefeience  to  tlie  course  of  legislation 
and  of  trade.  And,  Issily,  notwithstand- 
ing the  disHdrantage  occaiioned  hy  the 
demand  made  by  the  noble  Lord  (which 
the  acts  of  his  Government  were  all  the 
time  contradtcling),  lUe  stipulations  could 
DO!  be  aliown  to  have  the  gmallest  refer- 
ence lo  tlie  trade  nhich  might  be  curried 
on  between  Great  Britain  and  the  West 
lodian  poe^eisinns  of  the  Spanish  Crown, 
because  over  that  ir^de  en  eniire  discre. 
tion  was  preieived;  and  though  it  wa^  a 
good  rule  to  resolve  a>>ainst  ourselves  any 
doubt  which  might  arise,  and  if,  conse- 
quently the  foregoing  arE;Fimenla  should 
be  waved,  the  question  of  the  trade  with 
ihe  Colonies,  and  of  the  produce  when  it 
went  to  consiilute  that  trade,  was  clearly 
and  entirely  under  our  control.  He  had 
not  knowingly  passed  by  any  fact  bearing 
upon  the  case;  and  he  now  commended 
that  case  to  the  judgment  of  (he  House, 
«iih  contidence  that  whatever  might  be 
the  first  appearance  of  i  his  matter  to  those 
who  were  content  10  look  at  some  passage 
quoted  in  the  public-  jnurnals,  yet  if  he 
could  only  lecure  adeliberaLe  attention  lo 
all  the  particulars  which  entered  into  the 
material  of  a  jusi  judgmem,  there  was  not 
Ihe  alighlest  cause  to  fenr  the  issue  at 
which  the  judgment  of  the  British  House 
of  Commons  would  arrive;  and  that  na- 
tional faiih,  for  which  the  noble  Lord  was 
so  tenderly  considerate,  would  be  seen  to 
be  as  safe,  with  reference  to  the  question 
now  before  ihai  House,  in  the  hdnds  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  as  it  had  been 
at  any  former  period  nf  our  history. 

Mr.  Labouchere  :  When  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  promistd  to  speak  at  length 
on  such  a  subject  as  that,  it  was  inipnsji- 
ble,  from  his  known  character,  not  [o  an 
liripate  a  speech  of  ingenuity  and  ability 
hut  he  must  be  peimined  to  say,  that  if 
(he  right  hon.  Oentlenmn  had  h^d  greate 
confidence  in  the  strength  of  hn  case,  h 
would  have  considerably  tboriened  lii 
speech.  At  all  events,  he  should  illusirat 
ibeioundnesa  of  his  views,  by  making 
much  shorter  speech.  And  he  could  n( 
believe  that  to  come  lo  a  just  decision  on 
a  queition  of  this  kind,  it  was  necessary 
to  dwell  DD  the  nice  and  intricate  point* 
which  th*  right  hon.  QeDileman  had  dii- 
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cussed.  He  must  remind  the  right  lion. 
jeDlleman  of  the  declaration  which  he 
nade  toward*  the  close  of  hit  speech,  that 
my  plain  man  reading  the  lerma  of  those 
Treaties  (which  Lord  Aberdeen  and  hii 
Colleagues  admitted  to  be  valid  once,  and 
tgulaiing  the  commerce  of  Spain), 
say,  lhat  the  claim  of  Spam  was 
founded  in  justice.  [Mr.  Gladstone;  I 
laid  a  plain  man  might  in  ignorance  *o 
construe  it,]  It  certainly  look  you  a  long 
imc  to  combat  thu  "  plain  man's"  con- 
:lusion.  It  would,  indeed,  be  an  anfor- 
lunale  thing  for  nations  if  iheii  meaning 
70uld  not  he  interpreted  from  their  com- 
munications with  each  other,  unless  dis- 
tilled through  ihe  mass  of  historical  refer- 
ences through  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  waded.  But  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  if  tfaey  consulted  history, 
the  meaning  of  these  Treaties  would  be 
found  verydiflTerent  from  what  it  appeared. 
He  should  not  go  back  even  to  Mr.  Pnt'i 
time;  but  he  asked,  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  Treaties  approved  of  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  which  the  tight  hon.  Gentleman 
held  the  office,  of  Piesident  of  the  Board 
of  Trade?  He  referred  lo  the  demand 
made  tn  July,  1842,  hy  this  country, 
founded  on  the  Treaty  of  1667,  to  be  put 
on  the  fouling  of  ihe  mosi  favoured  nation 
in  the  pons  of  S^aiu.  He  would  reed  the 
leuer  of  Mr.  Asluo  to  the  Spanish  Minis- 
ter on  the  tubjcci,  and  the  eipression  of 
approval  by  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen,  and 
the  House  might  tlien  jmlge  what  con- 
siruciion  had  been  put  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  on  this  very  Treaty,  so  laie 
as  the  year  1842,  and  how  it  was  to  be 
reconciled  with  Ihe  interpretation  they  at 
present  advocated.  On  the  3rd  of  July, 
in  lhat  year,  Mr.  Aston  addressed  the 
following  despatch  lo  Count  Almodovar, 
ihe  Spanish  Minister: — 

"  Madrid,  Suly3,  1842. 
"Sir — Tn  putiuance  of  instructions  Trom 
my  Government,  I  addressed  two  represenlii- 
lloiistDilie  Spanish  Governmenl,  the  first  on 
Ihe  29ih  of  Ap'il,  1841,  the  Eecond  on  Uie 
2riil  of  J.<nuary,  1942,  respeciing  ihe  injurious 
effect  produced  upon  the  Briiish  linen  trade 
by  the  high  rate  of  duties  imposed  upon  lhat 
article  in  the  Spanish  Tariff,  which  amount 
almosi  lo  a  prohibition  of  the  impotiaiion  of 
British  linen  into  Spain.  To  these  repiesen- 
laiions  I  have  not,  hitherto,  received  a  defini- 

"  1  consider  it  the  more  necessary  to  call 
your  Excellency's  atiention  to  this  subject, 
since  it  appears  probable  lhat  the  Spanish  Go- 


n  from  the  Conet 
he  reviiion  of  llie 
1  duty  to  siaie  lo 
ly  teduciion  which 
r  iheacluBldulieE 
dajelty's  Goverti- 
BrilUh  linen  shall 
tlie  lame  article, 
■  country. — I  have, 

illtHUB  ASTOH." 

DOt  lay  thai  that 
the  Trealy,  but 
the  noble  Lord 
ion  the  Spanish 
nder  the  Treaty, 
ly  suppoied  the 
luld  reiuit  to  an 
'ben  the  British 
strurted  lo  pres« 
ith  Government, 
i  on  the  exiiling 
ita  the  two  Go- 
;n'i  letter  was  a* 

Avg.  15,  1842. 
>  your  detpalch  of 
laint  you  ihii  Her 
approved  the  note 
Spanish  Minister 
hat  if  Ibe  Spanish 
:he  duly  upon  any 


lucliOD  shall  apply 

"  Aberdeen." 
ihei  oflTerad  suf- 
jse  that  when  it 
]  Ihepurposea  or 
ountry,  to  put  a 
)n  these  Treaties, 
obeio  confused, 

of  rubbish,  that 
Flhing  of  Ihem  ; 

then)  a  distinct 

England  had  b 
reapect  lo  dmies 

of  the  most  fa- 
bt   hon.  Genile- 

1r.  Labouchere) 
imparlance,  that 
i  strict  ieiter  of 
articular  infiac- 
aken  pl< 


oftheconiraet- 

present  aiaie  ol 
d  to  defend  than 
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any  other  pflti  of  the  subjecl.  That  »ai 
exartly  what  he  conlrnded  for;  that  we 
ou^hi  to  look  Bl  ibose  Treaties,  not  in  % 
spirit  of  cavil,  but  with  a  view  lo  are  what 
was  iheir  true  spirit  and  inlentioa.  1( 
they  were  lo  be  carried  into  effect  at  the 
present  day  in  the  satne  spirit  in  which 
ihey  were  framed,  we  must  give  to  Spain 
those  advantages  which  we  concede  lo 
every  other  foreign  country,  aa  far  ai 
could  be  practically  eSecleri.  Doubtiesi 
these  Treaties  were  full  of  confusion  as 
applied  to  the  circumstances  of  the  day ; 
■  he  whole  trade  of  the  world  had  been 
changed  in  its  course — but  still  the  prin- 
ciple held  good.  There  were  some  facts, 
notorious  to  all  the  world,  which  the  right 
hon.  Genlleman  had  omitted  to  mention, 
which  showed  that  the  two  Governments 
had  been  inclined  to  carry  that  principle 
into  eSecl.  Spain  was  lung  anxious  to 
exclude  all  nations  from  her  Culoniea— it 
was  a  capital  principle  of  the  old  Spanish 
policy,  which  had  such  fatal  effects  on  her 
prosperity  and  greatness — but  there  waa 
one  exception,  that  of  ihe  Aaieoto  Cod- 
iraci,  which  opened  to  England  a  direct 
trade  in  slaves  to  the  Spanish  Colonies; 
and,  indirectly,  a  large  smuggling  trade. 
By  the  Treaty  of  Uirechl,  in  1711],  this 
Aisienlo,  which  before  had  only  been  en- 
joyed, he  believed,  by  the  subjects  of 
France,  was  granted  to  the  subjects  of 
England.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
fallen  into  the  fallacy  whid>  he  thought 
too  much  pervaded  the  letter  of  Loid 
Aberdeen,  of  treating  those  rights  loo 
much  as  if  they  were  specific  and  absolute 
'''ghls  given  to  the  subjerls  of  earh  coun- 
try, and  not  relative  rights  of  being  placed 
on  a  footing  of  equaliiy  wiib  any  other 
foreign  nation  whatever.  There  was  one 
part  of  the  subject,  to  his  mind,  inBoitely 
more  impoilani  thiin  the  whole  technical 
conslruciion  of  those  Treaties,  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Genlleman  had  deprecated 
the  ditcuasion,  but  which  the  House  would 
ill  discharge  its  duty  to  the  public,  ifthry 
were  not  to  consider  on  the  present  occa- 
sion ;  he  meant,  not  merely  the  strict 
technical  right  which  Government  might 
nr  m'ghl  not  have  had  to  refuse  the  clainii 
of  Spain,  on  which  he  sdmiited  there 
might  possibly  be  a  diff'i^renoe  of  opinion; 
but  that  on  which  he  thought  there  could 
be  no  difference  of  opiniun,  the  policy 
and  propttely  of  the  part  Government  had 
acted  in  this  matter.  On  ihn  view  of  the 
subject  he  muBt  saj  that  lie  bad  oevei 
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lisirned  to  an;  speerh  in  that  Houie  with 
■urh  painriil  feelings  ai  to  ihat  of  the 
right  hon.  Genileman.  The  (eelmg  which 
rule  in  his  mind  wai,  what  an  opportuniiy 
you  have  thrown  away.  There  wai  Spain, 
Dol  urging  you  at  the  poiol  of  the  sword, 
Bi  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  supposed, 
but  hy  diplomatic  and  friendly  metliods, 
lo  form  those  very  commercial  engage- 
menls  with  you  to  which  you  should  have 
beeo  anxious  to  ur^e  her.  Spain  ailced 
you  to  convert  those  commercial  stipula- 
tions which  ifou  complained  of  as  difficult 
and  untnielligjble,  into  ilear  and  advan- 
tageous commercial  compHds,  by  which 
both  couniriea  might  pro6l.  Then  as  lo 
the  sacrifices  we  were  making  to  carry 
out  this  policy  of  the  Government.  The 
right  boi).  Genileman  said,  do  not  discuss 
this  subj<>ci ;  bul  discussed  it  would  be  in 
that  House  so  long  a«  the  monslrous  policy 
of  the  Governmpfll  was  continued.  Self- 
imposed  saccifices  for  f!'''al  objects  were 
resppciable  thing*;  but  to  ninke  great 
sacrifices  for  no  object,  or  one  so  flimsy  that 
the  boldest  of  the  supporters  of  Ministeri, 
who  would  swell  their  majority  to-night, 
could  not  think  of  the  pretence  without  a 
■mile,  was  ridiculous.  Wiih  what  objeci 
were  we  to  make  the  sacrifice  consequent 
on  a  disturbed  stale  of  our  commercial 
relations  with  Spain  ?  As  bis  noble  Friend 
bad  remarked,  by  this  interpretation  they 
liad  completely  untied  the  hands  of  Spain. 
What  right  had  we  to  complain  if  she  to- 
morrow jmposed  diicriminaiing  duties  ad- 
verse to  cur  manuracluies,  and  favourable 
to  ihose  of  France  or  any  other  country  f 
Do  not  let  us  deceive  ourselves  with  liie 
idea  that  Spain  will  not  have  it  in  her 
power  to  inflict  a  «ery  heavy  blow.  He 
admitted  Ihat  foreign  trade  with  that 
country  «as  almost  entirely  a  smuggling; 
trade,  and  that  the  ilutirs  were  merely 
Dorotnal ;  but  Spain  might  adopt  a  system 
of  reasonable  duties,  and  if  liie  accom- 
panied that  by  dispriminaiing  duties  un- 
favourable to  us,  we  could  not  compluin 
of  the  retaliation.  He  would  not  dwell  on 
the  coosequencei  produced  by  a  similar 
policy  in  Brazil.  Nut  a  post  which  did 
not  bring  accounts  of  the  position  in  which 
our  meichants  weie  placed,  in  come- 
quence  of  the  all  but  stoppage  of  our 
commercial  relations  with  that  country, 
of  the  vexations  to  which  they  were  ex- 
posed, of  the  hostility  generaied  in  the 
Legislature  and  people  of  that  country  by 
our  conduct.    By  the  last  accounts  it  was 
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daily  especled  —  if  the  thing  had  not 
Hireudy  happened  —  that  the  Brizilian 
Cha'i>bers  would  adually  adopt  difTrren- 
tial  dulies  aguinsl  British  manufactures. 
We  were  told  that  ihese  sacrifices  were 
made  for  an  object  drar  to  the  Britith 
people — for  the  sake  of  discouraging  sla- 
very and  the  Slave  Trade,  He  would 
defy  any  man  who  had  looked  into  (he 
subject,  TO  say  that  tlie  consequence  of 
the  policy  Ministers  pursued,  was  to  pre- 
vent a  single  slave  the  less  from  being 
carried  across  the  Ailnniic,  or  to  discour- 
age, even  in  the  sliijhtest  degree,  slavery, 
as  contrasted  with  fiee  labour,  in  the  cuU 
livation  of  foreign  suiiar.  When  the 
Ministerial  measure  of  last  Session  was 
pioposed,  they  (Hie  Opposition)  had  fore- 
told that  it  would  be  vain  for  the  purpoie 
Ministers  profesaed  to  have  in  view  ;  and 
these  predictions  had  been  fulfilled.  They 
were  then  told,  that  as  the  price  of  free- 
labour  au|{ar  must  rise,  from  the  increased 
demand  for  ii,  the  sugars  of  Cuba  and 
Bfdzil  would  be  brought  concurrently  into 
the  Coniinenial  markets,  and  supply  the 
vacuum  caused  by  the  increaied  consump- 
tion of  free-libour  sugar,  Iftliey  had  at 
all  succeeded  in  their  object  of  encourag- 
ing free-labour  sugar,  of  course  this  would 
be  shown  by  the  price.  What  had  been 
the  fact.^  He  asserted  that  there  never 
had  been,  since  that  Act  passed,  any  ap- 
preciable difFitrence  between  the  prices  of 
certificated  foreign  and  free-labour  sugar 
in  bond  in  this  country:  and  the  price 
of  sugar,  the  produce  of  Brazil  or  Cuba, 
of  the  same  quality  equally  in  bond  in 
this  couniry.  If  (hat  were  so,  really  the 
bubble  had  hurst.  The  man  who  would 
contend,  that  by  their  present  policy  they 
were,  even  in  the  slightest  degree,  dis- 
couraging slavery,  or  encouragini;  free  la- 
bour, must  be  prepared  to  contend  that 
Euclid  was  a  book  replete  with  fallacies 
and  falsehoods.  It  was  most  morlifyiiig 
to  witness  the  spectacle  of  a  British  Min- 
istry, and  one,  too,  who  plumed  them- 
selves on  the  encouragement  of  com- 
merce, calling  on  the  nietchao(s  of  this 
country  (o submit  to  the  greatest  sacrifices; 
first,  fiom  the  suspensinn  and  loss  of  the 
Brazilian  trade  ;  next,  from  the  contingen- 
cies of  (he  commercial  warfare  into  which 
re  (vera  entering  with  Spain,  and  all  for 
lo  object  in  the  world.  He  said  for  no 
ibjeci ;  but  he  was  afraid  there  was  one: 
he  had  lately  met  with  a  paragraph  in  one 
of  the  leading  Colonial  journals,  the  Ja- . 
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\umal,  which  proved 
vere  beginning  lo  lee 
icent  deluiion.    It  wai 


(hicli,  although  it  afiecls 
:itioD  lo  Ibe  produce  of 

liters  the  destination  of 
□me  cases,  and  in  others 


irican  ilave-gronn  lugar 
et,  we  caa  perceive  no 
of  Spain  or  the  Braiili 

Indeed,  it  is  cpanireat 
principle  overboard,  Iha 
lude  these  sugars  for  the 
all  the  adrantages  they 
Uriel   in   a   commercial 

not  from  any  deiire  lo 
It  Brazilian  sugar  U  not 
aae  manoer  and  on  ibe 
r  of  Louisiaoa." 

otiTB  assign 
tlj  too  high  a  compli- 
I  of  Her  Mfljeity's  Go- 
th was,  that  all  ihose 
barraHinenta  were  the 
ed  upon  lo  pay  for  ihe 
esent  Minisien,  when 
I  it  convenient  lo  pur- 
their  owti  p^rty  ends. 
It  unfortunate  that  a 
had  ahonn  no  very 
r  purpose  with  respect 
id  discarded,  one  after 
t  iosirumeiits  they  h»d 
lin  Ihe  seals  of  power, 
>d  this  one,  the  most 
apont  Ihey  employed, 
lost  indefensible  in  ar- 
cournes  Ihey  had  par* 
ung  to  it  with  such 
Allhoiieh  agreeing  ge- 
obte  Friend,  ihai  the 
f  would  require  us  lo 
ndof  Ihe  Spanish  Go- 


thes 


,  he  had 


<  rest  hi 

mleriained  a  doubt  on 

>uld  still  think  that,  in 

affairs,  it  wsstheduly 
iterfeie;  and,  after  the 
id  had   of  (lie   conse- 

Ministerial  policy  had 
nmerce  with  Brazil  and 

tlie  necesiity  of  their 
more  ia  consonance 
.1  iiiteresis  of  this  coun- 
linciplei  of  justice  and 
e  could  Dot  help  think- 


ing highly  enough  of  the  palriolie  pri 
ciples  of  the  right  hon.  Oenilemen  opp 
Bite  to  believe  that  ihey  would  noi  be  u 
willing  to  have  a  littW  genile  cooipulsi 
put  upon  (hem  by  the  House,  and 
be  (olil  that  the  policy  the;  had  recoi 
mended  having  proved  a  complete  a 
palpable  failure  as  lo  ihe  dtscouragemt 
of  slavery  and  the  Slave  Trade,  it  < 
time  to  restore  us  lo  our  former  fooiinc; 
our  relations  with  Brazil,  and  espeeia 
to  embrace  ihe  opportunity  now  ihro' 
out  of  placing  our  commercial  relatic 
with  Spain    on  a  sound    and  ioielligil 

The  Attoma/  General  said,  when  1 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  : 
down,  had  risen  after  the  right  hon.  Me 
her  for  Newark,  he  supposed  he  waa  p 
ceeding  to  discuss  the  matter  under  cc 
sideration  of  the  House.  He  understc 
that  they  had  been  invited  by  the  nol 
Lord  who  opened  ibis  debate  to  consti 
the  inteipreution  of  the  Treaties  existi 
between  this  country  and  Spain,  on  whi 
it  was  said  this  claim  was  put  forwai 
The  right  hon.  Member  for  Newark  b 
discussed  the  questions  arining  out  of  I 
Treaty  point  by  point ;  but  the  right  he 
Gentleman  opposite  entirely  abandon 
this  ground,  and,  flyine  off  from  the  tr 
issue,  endeavoured  to  divert  the  attenti 
of  the  House  to  questions  of  policy  a 
expediency.  He  must  be  permitted  lo  i 
surne  that  the  arguments  of  the  right  hi 
Member  for  Newark  were  unanswerabi 
because  if  any  answer  could  have  be 
given,  it  would  have  been  afforded  by  I 
right  hoD.  Gentleman  who  bad  just  i 
dressed  the  House.  They  were  not  tb 
to  inquire  into  the  questions  opened  by  1 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  hut  to  : 
quire  as  lo  the  construction  of  Treat 
and  the  interpretation  of  compacts  betwi 
this  country  and  Spain,  The  latter  cni: 
irj,  it  bad  been  shown,  had  nut  regatf 
those  Treaties  in  the  light  contended  I 
on  the  other  side.  She  only  sought  no 
by  this  peculiar  mode  of  interpret  at  ion, 
secure  the  admission  of  sugar  from  1 
own  Colonies  of  Cuba  and  Porto  Rico, 
the  footing  of  the  most  favoured  natii 
He  should  con6ne  himself  strictly  to  I 
question  before  the  House,  whether  1 
Foreigt)  Office  had  put  the  correct  constr 
tion  on  the  Treaties  with  Spain.  Th 
were  no  rules  of  interpretation  applica 
lo  a  private  agreement  between  individui 
which  did  not  also  apply  to  the  cue  I 
fore  them.    The  only  difierenoe  wu,  tl 
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in  the  case  of  a  private  agreement,  ihey  ,  I  hat  construction  altogether;  andliewoDTd 
cWuld  not  pray  in  aid  any  other  agreement,  rely  on  the  Treaty  of  1740,  to  which  he 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  the  inter-  j  bad  just  alluded,  as  a  proof  that  ihete 
pretatiiiD,  but  mutt  construe  it  by  itself,  Powers,name1y,theNetheTlandaandSpain, 
With  re*pect  to  Treaties,  however,  which  |  regarded  the  Treaty  in  the  light  in  which 
were  matters  of  public  notoriety,  and  i  he  viewed  it,  aithnugh,  as  he  had  already 
were  frequently  made  the  basis  of  new  Con-  '  mentioned,  it  contained  the  very  terms  of 
ventiuns,  other  agreemema  might  be  re-  \  the  Treaty  of  1713.  If  the  argument  of 
ferred  to,  in  order  to  arrive  at  the  true  in-  i  the  noble  Lord  were  well  founded,  the 
terpretation.  In  explaining  the  Treaties  subjects  of  the  Netherlands  could  not  be 
of  1667  and  1713,  it  would  not  do  to  liable  to  pay  greater  duties  in  renpect  to 
look  only  to  the  words,  and  to  overlook  alt  their  gaods  imported  into  Spain,  than  the 
that  had  occurred  in  the  intervening  period.  :  Spanish  merchant  piud  for  the  goods  which 
He  admitted,  with  his  right  hon.  Friend,  |  he  imported ;  hut  that  would  evidently 
that  if  any  well-meaning  ij:norant  man  ,  imply  an  absurdity.  The  object  of  the 
3  to  look  only  at  the  words,  he  might  i  Treaty,  as  he  apprehetided,  was,  that  the 
subjects  of  both  these  States  should  not  be 
liable  to  pay  higher  duties  within  the  par- 


be  disposed  to  put  on  them  the  interpreta- 
tion contended  for  by  Gentlemen  opposite  ;  ,    ,      o 

but  they  mast  look  at  the  circumstances  j  ticular  countrioii,  than  the  subjects  of  those 
under  which  the  Treaties  were  made,  the  ~      . 

state  of  commerce  at  that  day,  the  conduct 
of  the  parties  attei  the  Treaty  was  made, 
in  order  to  be  in  a  proper  condition   to 
come  at  ajtrue  interpretation.     The  dis-    sul 
traction  between  persons  and  prodi 

clear  and  intelligible;   it  waa  mode  the    ed  that  tbe  duties  on  tobacco  imported  into 
ground  of  the  construction  for  which  he    Franca  shall  he  reduced  to  the  same  i 


But  he  would  show  them  that 

Treaty,  almost  contemporaneous  with 

one  which  they  were  called  upon  to 

,  a  distinction  was  made  between 

and  goods.     By  tbe  Tenth  Article 

of  the  Treaty  with  France,  it  was  provld- 


Gontended ;  it  was  founded  o 
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trade  and  comoierce  as  explained  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  ;  it  was  a  construction 
on  which  the  parties  themselves  had  acted. 
The  Second  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  Utrecht 
referred  to  persona,  lubjecta  of  any  of  the 
two  Slates,  resorting  or  trading  to  th 
ports  of  the  other,  not  to  persons  reiiding 
within  tbe  dominions  of  either  Power,  and 
being  producers  or  manufacturers  there. 
It  referred  to  the  persons,  nut  to  their 
produce.  He  said  this  was  not  a  narrow 
and  technical  construction,  but  a  legiti- 
mate one,  Bcctunmodated  to  the  circum- 
■lances  of  the  time,  and  borne  out  by 
Treaties  contemporaneous  or  sutwequent 
in  date.  Provisions  affecting  subjects,  but 
not  extending  to  produce,  bad  been  in- 
aerted,  for  example,  in  the  Treaty  of 
Munster  between  the  Netherlands  and 
Spain,  to  which  reference  was  made  in  the 
Treaty  of  1667.  He  would  beg  to  call  the 
altentlon  of  the  House  to  tbe  Treaty  be- 
tween the  Netherlands  and  Spain,  executed 
in  June  1740.  They  would  hnd  that  the 
words  of  that  Treaty  were  precisely  iden- 
tical with  the  terms  of  the  Treaty  of 
Utrecht,  made  in  1713,  on  which  the 
question  which  bad  been  broug;bt  before 
the  House  arose.  The  argument  of  ibe 
noble  I/ord  was,  that  that  Treaty  of  Utrecht 
referred  to  produce  as  well  at  to  subjects. 
Now,  he  begged  to  denj  the  accuracy  of 


of    derate  rate  as  the  duty  on  the  aaid  tobacco 


which  would  be  paid  on  importation  to 
any  other  country  in  America  or  Europe, 
He  alluded  to  this  f^ct  to  show,  that  even 
at  that  time  the  diiiciDction  between  per* 
sons  and  goods  or  merchandise  was  fully 
understood.  He  might  be  permitted  to 
add  to  these  instances  the  Treaty  with 
Portugal  or  1810,  which  had  b?en  quoted 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
by  the  Third  Article  of  which  the  same 
rights,  immunities,  and  privileges  were 
secured  to  the  subjects  of  each  nation,  that 
were  or  might  he  hereafter  granted  to  the 
subjects  of  the  most  favoured  nations. 
Any  one  comparing  that  Article  with  the 
corresponding  Treaty  of  Utrecht  would 
find  that  the  terms  were  just  as  large  in 
the  one  as  in  the  other;  and  yet,  in  the 
Treaty  of  1810,  were  the  worda  con- 
sidered to  be  sufficient  to  cover  produce 
of  these  States?  Certainly  not.  The 
House  tfould  find  that  by  the  Nine- 
teenth Article  of  the  Treaty,  express  provi- 
sion was  distinctly  made  with  respect  to 
the  duties  to  be  paid  on  the  produce  of  the 
two  countries  reciprocally,  irrespective  of 
tbe  provisions  of  tbe  Third  Article ;  whieh 
were  meant  to  refer  to  persons  only.  That 
Article  said — 

"  His  Britannic  Majesty  doei,  on  his  part, 
and  in  his  own  came,  and  in  that  of  hi*  heirs 
and  suocessoTs,  promiie  and  eagage  that  all 
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,  indusiry,  or  in-  I  lively,  ihan  luch  ai 
1  or  subjects  of  His  |  talion  of  ihe  '" 
Regenlof  Portufcil, 
Imitlcd  inia  ill  and 


ing  generally  and 
ite  paid  upon  similar 
Ibe  most  favoured 


sgitimate  inlerpre- 
of  Utrecht,   when 

considered  neces- 
!    produce   of   the 

strong  clause  had 
1  in  favour  of  the 
cts  weot  to  prove 
i;  to  his  judgment, 
ati notion  perfectly 
eu^nised  between 
le  interests  of  sub- 
ut  it  was  said  that 
in  their  conduct  as 
m  of  these  Treaties 
admitted  tlie  sUve- 
oited  States  and  of 
refused  to  odmil 
h  Colonies,  though 

to  be  placed   u 
!  most  favoured 
)  same  construction 
entirely  denied  iliat 
were  to  be  regarded 
ihoje  between  tliis 
d  Slates  and  Vene- 
!  Treaties  with  Co- 
rhese  four  Treaii 
he  same  terms,  and 
heir  provisions  from 
If  the  House  would 

wish  to  call  tbeic 
ties  between  Great 
[  Stales,  which  hud 
or  the  other  Ti 

alluded.  By  the 
Treaty  of  1815,  it 

jther  duties  sliall  be 
inn  into  llie  terrilo- 
ajesiy  Ja   Europe  of 

les,  and  no  biglirr  or 
oscd  00  the  importa- 
.ei  of  any  articles  the 
lufaclure  of  Hii  Bri- 
nes in  Europe,  than 
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shuh  any  higher  or 
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lie  exporisiion  of  any 
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United  Stales,  respcc- 
payahlc  on  the  expor- 
liKe  srlicJes  to  any  other  foreign 
shall  any  probibitiun  be  impoied 
ipon  the  eiporlaiion  or  imponalioo  of  any 
rlicles,  the  growth,  pn>duce,  or  tnanufactuie 
of  the  Uniled  Stales  or  of  His  Britannic  Ma. 
jesty's  lerriloriet  in  Europe,  to  or  from  ibe 
said  tertilDiiei  of  His  Britannic  Majesty  in 
Europe,  or  to  or  from  the  said  United  Stale*, 
which  shall  not  equally  extend  to  all  olher 

Now,  if  the  House  would  permit  hiio,  he 
would  take  leave  to  refer  huk  for  «  mo- 
ment to  the  terms  of  the  Treaty  of  UlrechL 
The  Article  of  that  Treaty  wu  u  fol- 
lows:— 

"  The  siibjeciB  of  their  Majesties,  trading 
respectively  in  the  dominions  of  their  said 
Majesties,  shall  not  be  bound  to  pay  greater 
duties,  or  olher  impoiti  whaisoerer,  for 
iheir  impurti  or  exports,  than  shall  be  ex- 
acted of,  and  paid  by,  the  subjects  of  the 
most  favoured  nation ;  and  if  it  shall  bappea 
ia  lime  to  come,  thai  any  diminution  of  duties 
or  Olher  advantaijes  shall  be  granted  by  either 
side  to  any  foreiftn  nation,  the  suhjecls  oF  each 
Crown  shall  reciprocally  and  fully  enjoy  the 
same.  And  it  has  been  agreed,  »<i  is  above- 
mentioned,  concerning  the  rales  of  duties,  so 
il  i)  ordained  as  a  general  rule  between  their 
Majesiies,  thai  all  and  every  one  of  Iheir  sub- 
jects shall,  in  all  lands  and  places  tubjeci  to 
the  i:omniand  of  iheir  respective  Hajnlies, 
use  and  enjoy  at  least  lbs  same  privileges, 
liberiies,  and  imrounitiei,  concerning  all  im- 
posts  or  duties  whatioever,  which  relate  to 
persons,  wares,  merchandise,  ships,  freighting, 
mariners,  navigation,  and  commerce,  and 
enjoy  the  same  favour  in  all  thio^a,  as  well  in 
the  couils  of  justice   as  in   all  those   things 

'hicb  relate  to  trade,  or  any  olher  trade  what- 
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enjoys,  or  may  use  and  enjoy  for  the  future, 
ai  is  explained  more  at  large  in  the  Thirty- 
eighth  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  1667,  which  is 
specially  inserled  in  Ibe  foregoing  Articte.'* 

He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying  that  if  he 
were  to  look  only  to  the  ctinstruclion  that 
was  to  be  put  upon  the  words  of  these 
two  Treaties,  be  would  come  to  preciielf 
the  same  conclusion  to  which  the  Fo- 
reign Oflice  had  arrived,  and  that,  too, 
wiihont  reference  to  the  conduct  of  the 
parties,  or  to  any  other  circumstances  what- 
ever. But  without  going  that  length,  ha 
would  maintain  that  having  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  the  parties,  it  was  not  at  any 
lime  understood  that  the  produce  of  those 
countries  was  to  be  put  upon  the  same  foot- 
ing as  that  of  the  most  favoured  nation 
under  thette  Treaiiei.  He  wished  inciden- 
tally to  allude  to  what  his  right  bon. 
Friend  had  itUed  of  the  TFcxtics  being 
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probably  not  now  on  the  wme  footin);  as 
tfaej  httd  fortnerly  been.  Whether  they 
regarded  the  conduct  of  the  countries,  the 
construction  thiit  might  have  been  put  upon 
the  Tieatie*,  or  nome  violation  of  iheir  in- 
tegrity, it  was  quite  posuble  th«t  the  Trea- 
ties might  not  now  be  considered  oa  sub- 
sisting in  their  full  force.  He  made  this 
allusion  out  of  deference  to  the  argument 
of  bit  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gladstone)  ; 
but  at  the  noie  time  he  did  not  think  it 
at  all  necetrary  to  rely  upon  that  point 
in  coming  to  a  decision  on  the  question 
before  the  House.  The  Treaties  of  1667 
and  1670  were  confirmed  by  the  IVeaty  of 
1713,  and  these  were  all  confirmed  hv  the 
Treaties  of  1763  and  1783.  In  the  Treaty 
of  1614  the  commercial  relations  between 
the  two  countries  were  to  he  estahtiNhed  ; 
and  in  reference  to  it,  the  previous  Treaties 
night  fairly,  he  thought,  be  considered  as 
sUll  existing,  and  might  be  properly  looted 
to  in  interpreting  the  nature  of  these 
tions.  He  would  endeavour  to  deal, 
shortly  indeed,  with  tbe  question  of  the 
Colonies ;  and  here  he  had  to  express  his 
regret,  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  not 
taEen  the  same  view  which  he  waa  diiiposed 
to  adopt.  In  his  opinion  the  Colonial  trade 
was  entirely  struck  out  of  the  Treaiy  of 
Utrecht.  He  considered  the  object  of  the 
Eighth  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  1 670  to  be  to 
prohibit  entirely  the  trade  with  the  Colonies. 
That  trade  waa  excluded,  not  only  by  the 
Eighth,  but  alto  by  the  Ninth  Article  of  the 
Treaiy,  and  wu,in  his  opinion,  thusiniended 
to  be  kept  entirely  in  the  hands  of  the  Sove- 
reigns of  the  two  States.  In  the  Treaiy 
of  Peace  of  1713  there  was  an  express 
prohibition  of  any  guarantee  to  France  (o 
trade  with  the  Colonies  Therefore,  taking 
all  tbeAnicletof  all  the  Treaties  together, 
tbe  conxtruction  which  he  was  disposed  to 
place  on  them  was,  that  the  Colonial  trade 
was,  as  it  were,  struck  out  of  tbe  Treaties, 
and  was  intended  to  remain  entirely  and 
exclusively  attached  to  the  mother  coun- 
try. Now,  by  the  Fourth  Article  of  thi 
Treatyof  1814,  it  was  provided  that  in  ihi 
event  of  the  commerce  of  the  Spanish  Ci> 
Ionics  being  opened,  the  subjects  of  Hia 
Britannic  Majesty  were  to  be  permitted  to 
trade  to  them  on  the  terms  of  the  most 
favoured  nation.  He  would  admit  that 
there  was  no  reciprocity  in  that 
ment,  as  it  conferred  a  beneRt  only  on  one 
side  ;  but  on  that  very  ground  he  considered 
it  as  strcngthenin"  his  construction  of  ihti 
prior  Treaties.  In  construing  Treaties, 
ihey  should  ban  regard  to  the  conduct  of 
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the  parties ;  and  in  this  view  also  his  argu- 
ment waa  borne  out  by  the  fact.     In  ths 
year  1824,  when  the  trade  with  the  Spanish 
Colonies  was  opened,   the  advantage  was 
jt  conferred  on  Great  Britain  slime,  but 
1  ail  nations  indiscrimloatety.  and  without 
^ference  to  any  particular  Treaty;  though, 
according  to  the  argument  of  tbe  noble 
Lord,  Great  Britain  would  have  bad  a  right 
to  challenge  the  opening  of  that  trade  to 
her  commerce  by  virtue  of  existing  Trea- 
ties.    He  had  endeavoured  to  compress  his 
arguments  within  the  nnrrowest  possible 
compass;  snd  he  trusted  he  had  not  tres- 
pasaed  loo  far  upon  the  indulgence  of  the 
'louse.     He  would  admit,  that  in  constru- 
ig  Treaties  with  other    countries,  they 
should  have  regard  to  good  faith, and  should 
observe  a  true  and  just  interpretation  of 
13 ;  hut  it  appeared  to  him 
that  they  would  violate  all  the  fair  rules  of 
construction,  if  they  came  to  the  decision 
for  which  the  noble  Lord  contended. 

Mr.  F.  T.  Baring  said,  be  felt  strongly 
the  inconvenience  of  trespassing  upon  the 
House  at  that  late  hour ;  but  he  could  not 
to  far  forget  his  charauter  as  to  appear  to 
be  influenced  in  the  vote  which  he  was 
about  to  give  by  mere  party  purposes.  He 
agreed  with  the  hon  and  learned  Gentle- 
man who  had  just  sat  down,  that  no  ques- 
tion of  policy  should  persuade  them  to  give 
up  the  real  and  juit  conttructinn  of  the 
Treaty.  But  he  bIk)  thought  that  when 
Spain  called  upon  them  to  adopt  her  con- 
struction of  the  Treaties,  it  was  worth  their 
while  to  consider  whether  that  construction 
was  a  fair  one  towards  thetnselves.  He 
thought  that  wheu  the  subject  became  a 
question  for  a  long  State  Paper,  it  should 
become  a  connideratiou  whether  Spain  was 
not  offering  to  them  what  they  should  be 
of  all  things  in  the  world  moat  anxious  to 
receive  from  ber.  He  admitted  the  talent 
of  tbe  speech  of  the  light  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  indeed  never  spoke  without  manifest- 
ing great  ability;  but  be  set  aside  entiiely 
the  whole  argument  of  Lord  Aberdeen. 
The  argument  of  the  right  hnn.  Gentle^ 
man  viu  altogether  contrary  to  tbe  argu- 
ment of  Lurd  Aberdeen.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  indeed  snid,  that  he  did  not 
adiipt  the  argument  ax  put  in  Lord  Aber- 
deen's letter;  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  Junt  sat  down  differed 
from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  be 
also  did  not  adopt  t!ie  argument  of  Lord 
Aberdeen.  The  right  hnn<  Gentleman 
wished  to  show  that  the  ancient  Treaties 
with  Spain  had  ceased  to  exist.     If  they 
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did  not  ncUt,  what  theu  wu  tbe  uw  of 
inquiry  about  tbem?  Now,  Lord  Aber- 
been  nid  tbat  the;  did  exiiL  Tlie  rigbt 
boo.  Geatleman  admitted  that  there  wai  a 
aevere  ttrain  on  hii  argument  hy  theie 
Treaties;  be  thererore  deninl  that  they 
now  existed.  He  lubiequentlf  added  that 
tbej  did  not  exikt  to  the  extent  of  the 
terois,  and  therefore  t)ie3r  were  entitled  to 
ihta  interpretation  of  them.  The  trnlj' 
limit  to  thu,  then,  vm  the  law  of  the 
itronff  man,  who  laid  that  he  would  fix 
hii  own  interpretation  on  them.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  when  he  came  to  the 
concluaion  of  bis  ipeech,  Mud  that  the 
Treatiei  did  not  exiit  entirely.  He  added 
that  he  did  not  know  what  had  been  done 
•waf  with,  and  what  had  not ;  it  therefore 
waa  hardly  poasible  to  meet  him  on  lh< 
point.  It  waa  very  well  for  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  wy  tbat  they  did  not  esint  j 
but  the  matter,  at  between  nationi,  muil 
be  determined  by  Lord  Aberdeen's  letter. 
Ijird  Aberdeen  admitted  that  the  Treaties 
exiited,  and  did  not  venture  lo  say  that 
they  bad  been  Hbrogated;  therefore  the 
whole  language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, on  thi*  point,  was  immaterial.  In 
the  main  question,  Lord  Aberdeen  said, 
that  there  were  two  grounds  involved  in 
the  question— the  Colonial  ground,  the  ar- 
gument  with  respect  to  which  was  well 
known  ;  and  the  nest  ground  was  the  dif- 
ference between  persons  and  produce.  And 
upon  this  point,  be  was  turpriied  to  find 
that  the  hon.  and  lenmed  Gentleman  who 
had  juat  apoken,  and  who  had  been  the 
organ  of  the  Goveroment  in  this  debate, 
bad  taken  a  different  ground  from  that 
adopted  by  Lord  Aberdeen.  Lord  Aber- 
deen made  the  admisnion,  that  the  Treaty 
of  1667,  was  a  general  Treaty;  this  the 
hon-  and  learned  Member  did  not  admit, 
or  that  it  involved  anything  respecting  the 
mott  favoured  nation  clauae.  He  would 
now  read  the  words  of  the  letter  :— 

"  Admitting  that  the  Tmtj  of  1667  con- 
ferred upon  the  lubjecliof  S|iain,  thi>  position 
ofihemoii  ra«oured  nation  in  Briiish  porli, 
yet  thai  privilege  could  not,  sabicqiienily  lo 
1670,  have  belonged  lo  Spiniih  Wen  India 
trade,  because,  under  the  lerms  oF  the  Treaiy 
of  t67D,  luch  trade  could  nol  have  been  car- 
ried OD  with  British  porta," 
Again,  Lord  Aberdeen  stated — 

"  While,  therefore,  the  Treaty  of  1667  gave 
generally  lo  the  lubjects  of  Ureal  Britain  and 
Spain  reapeclivcly  the  privileges  of  the  most 
favooted  naiioD,  ibe  trade  twlooging  to  the 
Watt  Indian  Colonies  of  tha  two  couDliiet 


Lard  Aberdeen,  therefore,  admitted  that 
the  Treaty  contained  a  full  and  general 
clause :  but  tbat  the  effect  of  the  Treaty  i£ 
1670  was  to  draw  both  countries  from 
mutual  Colonial  trade.  Therefore,  he 
started  with  the  piopoiition  that  all  d»- 
pended  on  the  legal  interpretation  of  the 
Treaties :  and  as  to  how  far  the  Treaty  of 
1670  affected  that  of  )667,  the  subse- 
quent passage  read— 

"  As  far  as  not  repugnant  with  the  Aniclat 
in  the  Utter  Treaty. 

The  prohibitory  clause  prevented  all  trade 
with  the  West  Indies,  and  gave  powers  for 
the  purpose  of  future  regulations,  This 
wu  perfectly  consistent  with  the  principle 
that  this  negotiation  should  be  subordinate 
to  the  principle  of  the  mo»t  favoured  nation. 
There  was  nothing  repugnant  in  giving 
this  power  to  Spain,  or  incontistent  with 
the  clause  in  the  former  Treaty.  By  the 
most  favoured  nation  clause  they  did  oat 
say  a  nation  must  create  a  trade ;  hut  if  it 
did,  the  trade  should  be  put  in  the  coo- 
atruction  of  the  clause.  It  was  connstent 
with  this  that  the  whole  of  the  Weat  In- 
diet  might  be  excluded.  So  far,  then,  as 
they  kept  up  the  prohibition  in  the  Colo- 
nies from  trading  with  all  foreign  ooun- 
tries,  they  persutted  in  adhering  to  th« 
moat  favoured  nation  clause.  It  gave  the 
power  to  EnoUnd  and  Spain  reciprocally 
to  regulate  tne  ttade,  always  subservient 
to  this  principle.  He  would  show,  how- 
ever, that  the  Government  admitted  the 
most  favoured  nation  clause.  They  did  m> 
by  the  Treaty  of  1814,  by  which  they  ad- 
mitted that-^ 

"  In  the  event  of  Ihe  commerce  of  the 
Spanish  American  po-iessinns  being  opened 
to  foreign  natiom,  iJis  Cntholic  Majesty  pro- 
mises thai  Great  Briuin  shall  he  ailroiited  to 
trade  with  those  posieuioos  as  iha  moat  fa- 
voured nation," 

Now,  wiibin  a  month  afterwards,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  old  Treaties  were  not  in 
force,  although  Lord  Aberdeen  seemed  to 
think  that  they  were.  Within  two  months 
of  the  former  Treaty,  additional  Articles 
were  agreed  to,  by  which  all  the  old  Trea- 
ties were  renewed,  by  which  Spain  ad- 
mitted that  we  should  be  put  on  the  same 
fooling  as  the  most  favoured  nation.  The 
hole  question  depended  upon  the  fact, 
I  to  whether  the  regulating  power  wai 
opposed  to,  and  inconsistent  with  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  most  favoured  nation  cUuie. 
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ThU  wu  the  a^ument,  snd  jet  tbey  had 
signed  a  Treaty  in  which  both  co-existed. 
I'he  right  bon.  Gentleman  said  that  [he 
Colonies  were  taken  out  of  the  operation 
of  the  Treaty.  But  lo  consider  this,  they 
■hould  look  to  the  practical  eSect  of  the 
trade  carried  on  in  (hat  time.  Fonoerly, 
there  waa  no  trade  there;  for,  aa  far  as  tbe 
West  Indies  were  concerned,  they  might 
be  considered  out  of  the  map.  They  re- 
newed tbe  old  Treaties  at  tbe  Peace  of  1314, 
and  when  the  right  hon<  Gentleman  ad- 
mitted that  they  were  in  force;  and  by 
this  Act,  at  that  time,  the  most  favoured 
nation  clause  was  renewed,  and  part  of 
that  Treaty  contemplated  that  at  some 
f;:iure  time  the  trade  to  tbe  whole  Spanish 
West  Indies  might  le  opened  to  this  coun- 
try. There  waa  no  doubt,  however,  that 
fruni  ISIO  to  the  lime  of  the  Treaty,  in 
the  return  of  the  Bourbons,  tbe  trade 
between  the  Si>ani3h  Colonies  and  Eng- 
land had  been  opened.  The  right  bon. 
Gentleman  could  hardly  doubt  this.  He 
held  in  bis  band  a  passage  from  a  despatch 
of  Mr.  Canning,  of  the  date  of  1823,  in 
nbicb  he  stated  that  the  trade  had  been 
opened,  and  the  prohibitory  clause  had  been 
practically  repealed.  This  had  occurred  in 
consequence  of  an  English  vessel  having 
been  seised  under  the  prohibitory  law.  In 
1814.  the  old  Treaties  had  been  renewed, 
containing  the  most  favoured  nation  clause, 
with  the  full  knowledge  that  tbe  Colonies 
must  be  opened;  and  they  could  not  now 
pretend  to  say  that  the  trade  was  not  to 
e  opened.  But  supposing  that  the  case 
"  -nment  waa  admitted,  and  the 
s  allowed  ;  suppose,  also,  that 
n  laws  continued  still  in  force, 
the  part  of  Spain  tbe  most 
ere  still  in  force,  still  it  was 
r  that  it  wos  in  the  power  of  a 
,  as  far  as  the  laws  of  this  coun- 
concerned,   to  import   Spanish 
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sugar  in  a  British  vessel.  He  therefore 
said,  that  at  the  time  of  the  attempt  to  dn 
what  they  now  did.  a  Spaniard  might  liavt 
introduced  sugar  through  Spain,  provided 
it  was  brought  in  a  British  vessel,  and  he 
might  call  upon  you  to  give  him  tbe  full 
benefit  of  tbe  most  favoured  nation  clause. 
But  what  was  Lord  Aberdeen's  argument? 
He  stated  that  some  things  existed  which 
were  inconsistent  with  this  trade,  and  he 
confessed  that  be  was  somewhat  puszUd 
at  tbe  argument  used.  The  Article  al- 
luded to  was  nut  signed  at  tbe  lime,  but 
WHS  an  additional  Article  to  tbe  Treaty  of 
1814.    The  right  hon.  GcntUmao  would 


find  that  the  abject  of  thi«  Traty  waa  • 
separate  Article,  and  not  a  secret  Article 
to  prevent  the  renewal  of  tbe  Family  Com- 
pact between  France  and  Spain.  Subse- 
quently they  renewed  all  tbe  former  Trea- 
ties, and  with  a  larger  construction.  The 
nest  argument  of  Lord  Aberdeen  wai^ 
that  in  1824,  when  a  reciprocity  power 
was  granted  to  other  nations,  and  when 
Spain  opened  her  Colonies  to  fureign  na- 
tions, it  was  in  1828  only  that  such  power 
was  given  to  Spain  in  return.  He  would 
not  attempt  lo  conceal  a  difficulty  be  bad 
always  felt  on  this  subject.  He  felt  tbe 
greatest  doubt  whether,  under  the  redpro- 
city  Treaties  with  the  most  favoured  na- 
tions, they  always  gave  the  reciprocity  to 
England.  He  knew  that  the  strongest 
doubts  remained  on  this  point ;  and  as  far 
as  tbe  argument  went  in  this  case,  the  Go- 
vernment did  not  admit  this  to  be  the 
case.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  upset 
Lord  Aberdeen's  argument  in  bis  letter, 
and  tbe  hon.  and  learned  Oentleman  upset 
the  law  of  the  right  bon.  Gentleman.  In 
tbe  earlier  part  of  our  commercial  negotia- 
tioDs,  we  did  through  persons  what  wa 
now  did  through  things,  and  certainly  the 
latter  was  much  more  effective  in  manner 
than  the  former.  According  to  the  strict 
Article  of  the  Treaty,  Spaoisb  subjects 
might  introduce  Cuba  sugar  into  this 
country  the  same  as  sugar  from  Venesuela, 
If  this  was  the  case,  tnere  was  little  diffi- 
culty in  tbe  objection.  Tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman  threw  overboard  entirely  tbe 
arguments  of  bit  noble  Friend  on  this  part 
of  tbe  subject,  aa  if  they  had  never  been 
uttered.  In  the  Treaty  of  1715,  tbe 
Treaty  of  1667  was  regarded,  not  merely 
as  a  Treaty  giving  personal  rights,  but  as  a 
Treaty  for  two  nations,  and  that  the  cem- 
mcrce  between  tbe  subjects  of  each  should 
be  carried  on  on  an  equal  footing,  lu  tbe 
6  th  Clause  it  stated— 

"  And  the  said  subjects  shall  be  used  in 
Spain  in  the  same  manner  as  the  most  fo- 
vQur«d  nation,  and  aonsequently  all  nalioos 
shall  pay  the  isme  duties  on  wool  and  other 
merchandise,  which  shall  be  brought  into  or 
carried  out  of  these  kingdomg  by  land,  as  the 
said  subjects  p»y  on  the  same  goods  which 
they  shall  import  or  export  by  sea.'* 
The  object  of  this  was  to  prevent  the  gtwds 
of  France  getting  into  Spain  at  a  lower 
duty  than  when  imported  by  sea.  He 
should  he  glad  to  hear  how  this  consequence 
of  the  Treaty  of  1667  followed,  unless  it 
had  in  view,  not  the  interest  of  parlies, 
but  of  tbe   geoenl   commerce    of  both 
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countrin.  He  would  not  trouble  the 
Huuse  further  than  to  observe,  that  tbe 
personal  question  as  regarded  a  Spaniard 
was  on  the  Nme  footing  ei  regarded  m 
Swede  or  aoy  other  foreigner.  Now,  bow 
did  the  case  work,  and  how  did  the  Go- 
verniuent  fulfil  the  Treaty  in  dealing  with 
Spain  ai  with  the  mist  favoured  nation? 
A  Venezuelan  could  bring  hii  slave-grown 
■ugar  into  England  in  a  VenE-suelan  ship. 
A  Spaniard  proposed  to  bring  his  slave- 
grown  sugar  into  England.  He  carried 
hia  Ktigar  to  Venezuela,  and  changed  it 
for  Venezuelan  sugur ;  nnd  brought  it  to 
England.  The  reply  then  va*.  that  this 
wamot  Spanish  sugar;  the  objection,  in 
the  Erst  place,  was  not  to  the  produce  but 
to  the  person ;  but  when  it  was  taken  to 
Venezuela,  the  objection  was  to  tbe  pro- 
duce and  not  to  the  person. 

Sir  O.  Clerk  rose  amidst  loud  cries  of 
"  Divide,'*  which  continued  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
luldress  to  the  House.  He  denied  that  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
wasjustified  in  charging  the  Government 
with  not  having  kept  faith  with  Spain 
What  construction  had  the  Parliament  of 
England  in  1668  put  upon  the  Treaty  of 
lt)67?  It  was  obvious  what  the  construc- 
tion was  which  they  put  upon  it,  from  the 
fact  that  they  imposed  a  differential  duty 
on  Spanish  wine.  Though  that  was  done 
BO  recently  after  the  Treaty,  Spain  made 
no  remonstrance.  In  IG86  again,  a  dider- 
ential  duty  of  50  per  cent,  wax  laid  upon 
Spanish  wine.  It  was  not  until  1828  that 
we  opened  our  Colonies  to  Spanish  vessels. 
Did  Spain,  during  all  that  time,  even 
think  of  the  Treaty  of  1713  P  Nn,  nor  did 
■he  act  upon  it  herself.  In  1814,  Spain 
levied  upon  American  ships  entering  the 
port  of  Havana,  a  duty  of  one  dollar; 
while  upon  British  vessels  she  imposed  a 
duty  of  a  dollar  and  a  half.  Mr.  Canning, 
on  our  part,  remonstrated,  and  threatened 
to  resort  to  retaliatory  measures.  The  an- 
swer of  Spain  was,  ihat  she  was  acting  on 
a  principle  of  reciprocity  with  Ameiica. 
She  made  no  allusion  lo  tbe  Treaty  of 
1713.  Nothing  could  be  so  absurd  as  the 
suppontion  that  Great  Britain  could  enter 
into  any  i<uch  Treaty  as  that  assumed  by 
the  noble  Lord  and  the  riglic  faon.  Gentle- 
man. There  were  abundant  authorities  in 
favour  of  the  court«  adopted  on  this  occa- 
sion bv  the  Government,  from  Mr.  Pitt 
down  lo  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  o)ipo- 
nte,  whoce  attempted  Commercial  Treaty 
with   France   was  a  distinct  proof  that 
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Spain  was  not  considered  as  one  of  Iba 
must  favoured  nations.  The  noble  Tjord 
and  his  Colleagues,  in  1841,  were  quite 
ready  to  conclude  that  Treaty  with  France 
on  tbu  basis.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
concluded  by  opposing  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Barclay  moved  the  adjournment  of 
tbe  debate. 

Tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Erckequer  thought 
the  subject  had  been  sufficiently  debated, 
and  that  adjournment  was  not  necessary. 
Q"  Divide,"  "  Go  on,"] 

Mr.  Barclay  resumed.  He  differed 
from  the  Attorney  General  in  his  view  of 
the  case.  It  presented  two  points.  One, 
the  conduct  of  the  Spanish  Government ; 
the  other,  the  policy  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment on  the  Sugar  question.  The 
noble  Lord  attacked  one  point  as  a  feint 
lo  cover  his  assault  on  the  other.  What- 
ever were  the  correct  interpretation  of  tbe 
Treaties  with  Spiiin,  it  was  clear  by  that 
of  1670  that  the  Colonies  of  that  country 
had  no  claim  on  Great  Britain,  At  the 
nime  time,  he  thought  it  would  be  better 
to  concede  the  same  ri^ht  to  Spain  as  was 
granted  to  other  countries.  It  was  absurd 
to  talk  of  the  honour  of  Spain,  a  country 
which  had  violated  all  her  obligations  to 
this  country  on  the  subject  of  the  Slave 
Trade — all  her  offiivrs  being  engaged  in 
that  traffic.  If  the  sugars  uf  Cu^  and 
Porto  Rico  were  to  be  admitted,  they 
should  be  admitted  on  the  ground  of  self- 
interest,  not  on  the  ground  of  right  or  of 
honour.  He  maintained  the  inexpediency  of 
allowing  slave-grown  sugar  in  the  British 
market,  on  tbe  ground  of  religiun  and  hu- 
manity, though  he  admitted  the  discrimi- 
nating clause  was  an  innovation  on  the 
commercial  code  of  this  country.  It  was 
no  argument  to  urge  that  coffee  and  cotton 
were  ilave-grown  in  favour  of  sugar;  but 
they  were  not  so  dcs'niciive  of  human  life. 
There  was  no  incoosisteucy  greater  than 
that  of  the  noble  Lord  in  the  cour>ie  of 
that  night  in  respect  to  the  Slave  Trade. 
It  would  he  imponsible  to  suppress  that 
trabe  while  the  demand  for  slave-grown 
sug!ir  was  promoted  by  suL^b  notions  as 
that  of  the  noble  Lord.  £Criet  of"  Di- 
vide."] He  did  not  attach  such  importance 
to  the  discriminatory  principle  as  regarded 
su;!ar,  as  did  the  West  Indian  interest; 
but  he  considered  that  it  checked  very 
much  the  cultivation  of  slave-grown 
sugar. 

Viscount  Palmertlon :  Sir,  after  the 
able  speeches  of  my  two  right  hon. 
Friends,  it  would  be  preiumptuous  on  my 
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part  to  attempt  to  add  anything  to  the  an-     an  absurditj.     ir,  bf  the  Treaties,  a  Spin- 
Bwers  which  they  had  given  to  the  speeches     i>h  subject  is  entitled  to  the  privileges  of 


nf  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  have  addressed 
the  House  on  thin  subject  on  the  other  side. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  late  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  as  he  has  al- 
ways done,  in  an  able  and  ingenious  speech, 
ahowing  deep  research  and  great  kuow- 
Icdge,  addreued  hicoself  to  the  question; 
but  I  must  say  that  it  is  not  always  the 
heat  symptom  of  the  goodness  of  a  cause, 
that  such  a  long  and  ingenious  defence  is 
required  to  support  it.  A  great  portion  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  I 
Huil  dispense  with  any  reference  to,  as  it 
went  to  show  that  the  old  Tretitie*  with 
Spain  were  no  longer  in  eaistence ;  for  I 
mil  take  niy  stand,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Portsmouth  has  done,  on 
the  allegation  of  Ltird  Aberdeen,  which 
shows  that  he  considers  them  distinctly  in 
force  at  the  present  moment.  The  point, 
then,  for  ua  to  consider,  is,  what  the  mean- 
ing  of  those  Treiities  is?  The  Treaties 
give  to  Spain  the  advantages,  with  regard 
to  imports  into  this  country,  which  would 
be  conceded  to  the  most  favoured  nation  ; 
it  is  said,  bowever,  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
oppusiie,  that  these  advantages  did  not 
apply  to  the  pr»durtions  of  tipain,  but  to 

C-nont.  The  right  hon.  Oentlemaii  the 
te  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  how- 
ever, gave  up  that  argument ;  and  I  must 
remark  that  what  between  his  admissions 
and  the  difierence  between  his  opinions 
and  those  of  the  Attorney  General,  if  (he 
pliit  and  minut  were  set  against  each  other, 
very  little  would  remain  in  favour  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  deny  that 
these  Treaties  give  to  Spain  the  privileges 
of  the  most  favoured  ttation.  If  it  is  said 
that  the  advantages  apply  to  persons,  I  ask 
what  does  that  mean  P  If  a  S|>ani3h  subject 
comes  from  Cutia  to  England  with  the 
produce  of  Cuba,  he  is  entitled  to  the  in- 
troduction of  that  produce  according  to 
the  terms  which  would  be  granted  to  the 
most  favoured  nation.  Tne  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  however,  states  that  such  a 
construction  would  lead  to  an  absurdity, 
as  that  a  Spanish  subject  might  bring  in 
Cubtt  sugar  at  a  low  duty ;  whereas  the 
same  sugar  brought  in  by  an  English  mer- 
chant, or  the  property  of  an  English  mer- 
chant, would  be  liable  to  the  higher  duty. 
If  that  be  the  interpretation,  then  can  you 
not  take  niea.tures  to  escape  the  absurdity 
of  your  own  Ian  ?  If  you  admit  that  such 
is  the  interpretation  of  the  Treaty,  you 
ought  to  alter  the  law  which  produces  such 
VOL.  LXXXll.     iii;^} 


— favoured  nation,  but  that  you  are 

!  not  bound  to  extend  it  to  others  bringinit 
in  the  same  produce,  and  that  you  woula 
thus  have  conflicting  duties,  then  alter 
those  conflicting  duties,  and  get  rid  of  the 
absurdity  by  changing  the  law.  With 
respect  to  the  Article  of  the  Treaty  with 
Spain  in  1814,  I  will  remind  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  opposite  of  wbat  he  seemed  to 
forget,  and  what  seemed  to  have  been  for- 
gotten by  the  writer  of  the  note  also^ 
namely,  that  at  the  time,  in  July,  when  the 
Article  was  signed,  the  ancient  Treaties 
had  not  been  re-established ;  and  it  was 
not  until  the  following  month  of  August 
that  the  ancient  Treaties  were  re-estab- 
lished. I  was  about  to  refer  to  the  argu- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(the  Attorney  General)  namely,  that  those 
who  had  taken  upon  themselves  the  defence 
of  the  Government  on  this  occaiion— none 
of  them,  however,  having  the  responsibility 
of  a  Cabinet  Minuter,  fjr  we  have  not 
heard  from  a  Cabmet  Minister  himself  any 
defence  of  this  measure — but  none  of  those 
who  have  spoken  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment, had  anything  at  all  to  do  with 
the  policy  of  the  question.  It  wassimplya 
question  of  Treaties.  I  must  beg  leave  to 
say  that,  even  if  the  point  as  to  the  con- 
struciioo  of  the  Treaties  were  given  upi 
and  if  it  were  admitted  that  there  was  « 
doubt  in  regard  to  these  Treaties,  I  still 
think  it  was  incumbent  on  the  Govern- 
ment to  show  that  in  point  of  policy  the 
measure  was  right.  I  do  not  admit  that 
the  defence  of  the  hon.  GeDlletnsn  wbo 
hus  Just  sat  down,  and  who  certainly  has 
shown  great  courage  and  perseverance  in 
advancing  his  opinions — I  do  not  adroit 
that  his  defence  of  th^  policy  ought  to 
satisfy  the  House.  He  spoke  with  strong 
feeling  in  defence  of  the  West  Indian  in- 
terest, and  naturally  enough  defended  the 
measure  as  being  one  beneficial  to  the 
West  Indians.  But  the  defence  nf  the 
measure  which  I  require  is  one  having  re- 
ference to  the  country  at  large,  t')  the 
whole  commercial  interests  of  this  united 
Empire  ;  and  I  contend  that  in  that  respect 
the  observations  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  able  they  may  have  been,  do  not 
apply  to  the  general  policy  of  the  measure  ; 
by  which  I  mean  the  policy  of  rejecting  the 
overture  made  on  the  part  of  a  Power  like 
Spain,  for  giving  you  a  great  mercantile 
advantage  which  you  have  not  possessed 
befure    in  relation    to  that    country,    by 
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Veiey,  hon.  T.  Wall,  C.  B. 

Vivian.  J.  E.  Grey,  Sir  G. 

Villien,  Lord  Byng,  G.  S. 

House     adjourned    at    balf-past    two 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  July  16,  1845. 

0    Biii.1.     PaMfc— Rnwmd;  — Tun^ 
miicai  t>iiD  SocMla: 
Btflsa  siuar 

PitiTiom 

HcniT  Wilker,  bI  t9  si.    John  Since,    Claknwtll. 
^tiiit  Lunuta  BUL 

The  House  assembled  at  tweWe  o'clock. 

LrxATica.]  On  the  Motion  that  the 
Speaker  leave  the  Chtiir  to  go  into  Com* 
mittee  on  the  Lunatics  Bill, 

Mr.  T.  Duncombe  protested  a^aintt 
proceeding  with  the  consideratinn  of  the 
Bill  in  the  absence  of  the  right  huu. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  for  the  Home  De- 
partment. The  hon.  Member  was  proceed- 
ing, when  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Se- 
cretary for  the  Home  Department  took  hii 
seat ;  and  the  hon.  Member  said  he  noutd 
not  further  oppose  the  Motion. 

House  in  Coramittee. 

On  Clause  5,  which  provides  for  the  re- 
tiring pensions  of  the  Commissioners, 

Mr.  Warhurloti  moved  to  otnit  nil  the 
ivords  after  "  thst,*'  for  the  purpose  of  in- 
serting the  following  words : — 

"  Any  superannuation  allowance  to  be 
granted  to  any  paid  Commissioner  appoint- 
ed, or  to  he  appointed,  under  this  Act,  shall 
be  granted  only  as  a  Compensation  for  ser. 
vice)  performed  under  this  Ac,  and  shall  he 
■ubjccl  to  the  provisions  of  an  Act  passed  in 
the  fourth  and  fifth  years  of  His  late  Majesty 
William  the  Fourth,  in  respect  of  such  oHiceri 
and  clprks  as  might  enter  the  public  service 
alter  the  4Ih  day  of  August,  1839." 

Mr,  S.  Crawford  objected  to  any  super- 
annuation allowance.  He  concurred  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  in  recom- 
mending the  postponement  of  the  Bill. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

On    the   Motion    that    the    clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill, 
X  2 


Iri*h  Great  {LORDS} 

T.   JhMcotnbe  objected  altogetlier 
iting  retiring  pensinns  to  the  Com- 
■era,  and  should  take  the  sense  of 
luse   on  the    point.     Whr   Ehould 
loramisMoners  be  placed  in  a  better 
m  *.hBD  ihe  Poor  Law  Com 
the  Inspectors  of  prisons  i 
were  performed  principally  for  the 
of  the  rich,  vho  ought  to 
ir  maintenance.     He  recon 
be    duration    of  the    Cororaisuon 
be  limited  for  the  present  to  three 
He  Bgein  urged  on  the  GoTern- 
be  policy  of  postponing  the  Bill  till 
ession,  when  tliej  would  be  enabled 
ig  in  a  satisfactorj  measure,  after 
liberation,  and  a  careful  considera- 
suggested  amendments.     As,  how- 
iorernment  seemed  resolved  to  force 
II  through  Parliament,  in  dexpite  of 
ion,   and   with  ati    attendi 
irs  absurillf  inadequate  to 
on  of  such  a  question,  he  should  feel 
luty  to  ofier  ever;  clause  his  most 
us  opposition. 

f.  Graham  referred  to  the  conduct 
F  having  charge  of  the  Bill,  with 
ce  to  the  Amendment  proposed  by 
I.  Member  for  Kendal,  in  proof  of 
iiness  with  which  they  were  willing 
iesce  in  any  reasonnble  suggestion. 
id  be  better  to  discuss  the  objections 
various  clauses  in  their  regular 
He  should,  however,  deceive  the 
[ember,  if  he  held  out  any  hope 
could  consent  to  limit  the  duration 


WakUg  moved  "That  no  person 
be  hereafter  appointed  to  the  Coin- 
who  was  above  the  age  of  furly- 

II d meat  negatived. 

Committee  divided  on  the  Motion, 

:  clause  Mand  part  of  the  Bill: — 

I ;  Noes  3 :  Majority  40. 

«s  up  to  Clause  9  inclusive  were 

to,  and  schedules  were  agreed  to. 

uuse  r  sumed.     Report  to  b«  re- 


ATiOK  (Irsl«kd)  B1LL.3  Sir  T. 
tie  moved  "  That  the  House  s  d 
laelf  into  Committee  on  this  hmil" 
'..  Fei'guson  objected  to  proceeding 
!  Bill  at  that  hour. 
)D.  Member  moved  that  the  House 
led,  and  twenty-three  Members 
ng  present,  the  House  adjourned 
>ait  four. 
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Thvrtday.  July  17,  ie45. 

HiRirru.]  BiLU.  AMr.— ■•-  Tunipiln  Aed  Csotiiw. 
unrt;  MiUUi  Billaci Su^a^on i  LsnSockrlsi  Hl(b- 
nj  RUHi  Bofough  hhI  WKA  lUtMi    An  Uakm: 

Unlawlul Ouhi  |lnluid)i  Qnumi^  Indanini  Apfn- 


inBlU- 
Ulili,  to  ccniitl  pTopriMon  at  RiUmri  ts  CotnpaD. 
CmUlon  (<  Tmoplka  Tniti. 


Irish  Gbhat  Western  Railwat.]  The 
Earl  of  Betborough  brought  up  the  Report 
of  the  Select  Comniitteeon  the  Iri>h  Great 
Western  (Dublin  and  Galway)  Bill,  to 
which  the  petition  had  been  referred.  The 
Report  (which  the  noble  Earl  read  in  a  low 
tone  at  the  Table)  was  understood  to  state, 
that  it  had  not  been  the  practice  of  thia 
Company  to  require  references  from  appli. 
cants  for  shares,  and  thai  allotments  had 
been  made  to  persons  under  feigned  and 
ictitiouB  names,  and  to  paupers  and  others 
vho  had  no  means  of  paying  the  requisite 
deposiis;  that  the  system  adopted  was  one 
which  tended  to  defeat  the  object  of  Par- 
ent in  its  rules  on  this  Kubject,  and 
that  the  reduction  made  last  Session  in  lh« 
required  amount  of  deposit  had  had  the 
effect  cf  facilitating  the  commission  of 
fraud.  The  noble  Earl  concluded  by  mov- 
ing that  ihe  'Report  should  be  printed, 
together  with  the  evidence  in  the  case,  and 
that  it  should  be  referred  to  the  Committee 
>  the  Bill. 

Lord  Brougham  expressed  his  belief  that 
it  would  be  better  not  lo  enter  then  into 
any  discus<inn  of  that  Report,  but  to  wait 
until  it  was  printed  with  the  evidence,  ac- 
cording to  the  Motion  of  h»  nobU  Friend. 


hyCoogle 
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After  a  few  wordi  from  the  Marquess 

of  Clanricarde  and  the  Earl  of  Wiekiam, 
Motiua  agreed  to. 


of  Commont. 
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Appbbrbnsion  or  Offbitdbrs.]  The 
Earl  of  Aberdeen  laid  on  the  Table  a  Bill 
for  fridlilating  the  Execution  of  the  Trea- 
ties nith  France  and  the  United  States  of 
America,  for  the  Apprehension  of  certain 
Oflenders.  We  had  received  from  France 
and  America  all  the  offenders  for  whom  we 
had  applied  ;  hut  in  consequeace  of  tech- 
Dical  difficulties,  it  had  heen  found  impos- 
■ible  to  surrender  to  France  any  one  of- 
fender, and  to  America  only  one  or  two. 
The  Bill  provided  only  that  the  warrant  of 
the  Secreiarj  of  State  should  in  all  cases  be 
directed  to  some  one  of  the  police  magistra** 
of  the  MeiropoUs,  instead  of  (be  magistrates 
generallj  throughout  the  country,  so  that 
uniformity  of  decision  should  be  secured. 

BiU  read  2*. 

House  adjourned. 
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Tkur$day.  July  17,  1845. 

HiXDTU]    Niw  MiHHii  SmiM.    For  Cumbddgi  B 

nR«h,  rid  Roy  Killy,  En). 
Biiu.    Pttbim—l'    DooumaitKTE<l<laH*i  MiliUiPi] 
RailwiTi  |«elUii(  toA  Losing) ;  Uniou  (IrriuidJ. 
I-    Hlgbnrii  DalhbT  A« 


Fund  SoclMit  Tnliii  UiMa,  Cwut  ot  Chueoy  (In- 
1ml). 

«  (Inlud)!    Dnliu|a 


Airhin  nod  Puqwt 

lc«ial  Siimr  I  UsdunHl  Slock  anil  Dividnulii 

■nlBil  JuilkllctkHi  of  AaUunL  Barrinoi  ([rIuhI)  i  Bui 
iBlmiri  Luullc  Airlumi  (Inluid). 


dcnuidCrD^rdaaRitlliniT  Bnlvfvinfnt  (re-o 
LoBdoa  ud  Crofdop  ftmjlTmy  (MuditDna.  A4 
Tonbrtdf*)!  South  EuIctd  Raltny  |Hiid> 
Amui)  I  South  EhIsd  RilInT  {AiMoid  to 


— Yukec  Riad  (No.  f; ;  Gr 


of  SL  Auph  And  BmDgor. — By  Mr.  DuDcan,  frcnn  Soyd, 
N(v  Soulta  WilH,  tot  Hipol  of  certain  Acta  Klalii«  lo 
fliiit  CMoDT.— By  Mi.  Hum.ftom  FKIory  Waikcn,uid 


dm,  foi  Ii>i(Ulty  Into  Ibe  Tnunuint  of  Luulio.— By 
Oonl  Muiui,  tnm  Mr.  UkHIUiio,  Id  Una  of 
Pkyric  ad  juicary  BItL— B j  Mr.  W.  WUliuu,  fron  S» 


UwSeluidof  DdriRs,  BanutMt  Hddh, 
fbc  laqutty  (School  of  Daignj.^iiy  Mr.  Mutsmu, 
tim  Sugar  Roliwn  of  Loadmi,  igaiou  Smoki:  Piuhitk- 
tioB  HUL— By  Hi.  Villlcn,  Aum  Capuia  Charts  Strmit. 
lau  of  fls  Il4eiiy>  Hth  IU|liiiia|  of  Infutij,  S»  la- 
quUylnU  hUCaK 

The  House  met  at  twelve  o'clock. 

Ihclosure  of  Cohvomb.]  The  Earl 
of  Lincoln  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day 
for  the  Third  Reading  of  the  Inclosure  of 
Coiiimons  Bill. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  had  from  the  first  op- 
posed this  Bill,  and  would  still  ojipose  it, 
because  be  thought  proper  time  had  not 
been  given  for  its  due  conaideration.  There 
might  be  sotjie  good  clauses  in  it ;  but  it 
was  of  BO  important  a  nature  that  he  should 
object  lo  the  Bill  altogether,  unless  it  were 
for  some  time  postponed. 

Mr.  EUot  Yarke  hoped  that  the  House 
would  at  once  proceed  with  the  consider- 
tion  of  the  Bill,  as  it  was  calculated  lo  be 
of  great  benefit  to  all  classes  of  the  commu- 
nity. 

Mr.  Sharman  Craniford  felt  it  to  be  his 
duty  again  to  state  his  objections  to  many 
parts  of  the  Bill,  as  tbey  had  not  heen  n- 
moved  in  its  former  stages.  The  Bill  waa 
(.-aJculaled  to  benefit  the  landlords  alone, 
and  would  not  be  advantageous  to  the 
working  classes,  who  ought  to  he  consid- 
ered. In  proof  of  what  he  staled,  he  would 
quote  the  evidence  of  Mr.  H.  Martin,  of 
Hadlon,  in  Kent,  who  had  stated  that  the 
rent  of  common  land,  which  was  formerly 
16s.  per  acre,  had  now  risen  to  21.  per  acre. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  would  not 
now  further  trouble  the  House;  hut  when 
the  question  shuutd  be  put  that  ihe 
do  pass  into  a  law,  he  would  divide  the 

Mr.  Beclcel  Deniton  regretted  deeply 
that  the  hnn.  Member  for  Kochdale,  whose 
character  for  benevolence  stood  very  high 
in  that  House  as  well  as  out  of  it.  should 
be  fiiUTid  to  oppose  the  Bill,  especially  as 
influence  and  importance  among  tbe 
labouring  poor  were  very  great.  He  was 
sure  that  if  that  hon.  Gentleman  should 
succeed  in  rejecting  the  Bi>l,  he  ivould 
sooner  or  later  regret  that  success;  for  he 
would  find  that  he  bad  been  doing  a  great 
injury  to  the  labouring  poor  residing  on 
the  borders  of  the  commona  whicb,  by  this 
Bill,  would  he  enclosed.  He  would  give 
bis  most  cordiJ  consent  to  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  said,  that  sufficient 
lime  had  been  given  for  discussion  on  this 
Bill,  since  it  bad  been  before  the  public 
nearly  three  years.    Tbe  measurei  h^  was 
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qf  Saitmtyt. 


rould  be  Tound  to  be  of  the  greatest 
age  to  the  labouring  poor,  ai  well  as 
landlords  and  landowners, 
er  of  [be  Day  read.     Bill  read  a 

tbe  Question  that  tbe  Bill  do  pats, 
Sharman  Craniford  coalenied  ngain 
be  mode  of  distribution  of  land,  an 
ed  by  this  Bill,  was  most  arbitrary 
just ;  and  as  his  nbjections  bad  failed 
Mnsidered,  he  should  feel  it  his  duty 
de  the  House  on  the  Question. 
:  House  divided :— Ayes  48 ;  Noes  0 : 
iiy  48. 

two  Tellers  for  tbe  Noea  were,  Mr. 
lan  Crawford  and  Colonel  Sibtborp. 

iiKAOB  OF    L4NDS.]      The  Karl  of 
R  moved  that  Mr.  Speaber  do  kave 
lair,  for  tbe  House  lo  go  into  Com- 
on  Iht:  Drainage  of  Lands  Bill. 
onel  Siblkorp  said,  though  his  objec- 

0  the  Bill  that  had  just  pasiied  were 
reat,  his  objections  la  ibe  present  were 
ironger;  for  its  object  seemed  lo  him 
the  proteciion  and  screening  of  those 
Had  benefited  themselves  at  tbe  es- 
of  others,  and  beeauae  it  gave  such 
power  to  the  Commissioners  to  inler- 
ntb  tbe  private  property  of  gentle- 

)  Earl  of  Lincoln  said,  that  none  of 
ommissinners,  or  Assistant  Comniis- 
B,  would  venture  to  proceed  anywhere 
ierlnke  surveys  or  operations  provided 
a  law,  without  being  first  applied  to 
[  owner  of  tbe  land. 
.  S/iarman  Cranford  hoped  that  the 
nd  gallant  Colonel  would  not  proceed 
his  opposition  to  this  Bill,  for  be 
ht  it  was  a  reasonable  Bill,  and  would 
iduGiive  of  great  good. 
use  went  into  Committee.     The  Bill 

1  thn>ugb  Coromitiee,  and  House  re- 
L    Keport  to  be  received. 


iBBRisa  (Ibeland).!  House  in 
■     "■        ■     (Ireland)  Bil 


Com. 
on  the  Fisheries '( 

Clause  3,  "  Power  of  Commissioners 
ar    com  plaints    and    remove    illegal 

»ein  Janet  thought  this  clause  ex. 
jy  objectionable.  It  gave  tbe  Com. 
mers  the  power  of  trying  questions  of 
rt^  probably  lo  a  large  amount.  It 
rue  there  was  an  appeal 
■able  that  parties  should  be  drawn  to 
in  appeal? 


o  the  cltuw. 


R.  Fergumm  objected  ( 
and  for  the  same  reasons. 

Sir  Thomat  FremantU  stated  that  the 

ject  of  the  clause  had  been    misuoder- 

stood.     It  was  not  intended  to  give  the 

Commissiuners  the  power  of  trying  quet- 

of  properly ;  but  it  was  intended  to 
prevent  parties  from  erecting  weirs,  after 
its  being  ascertained  by  law  that  they  had 
no  authority  to  dn  so. 

W.  SoMtrville  was  as  anxious  as  enjr 
one  to  prevent  the  erection  of  illegal  weirs  i 
but  it  would  be  extremely  hard  that  persona 
who  had  a  right  to  erect  veirs  should  have 
that  right  decided  by  tbe  Commissioners,  or 
have  ao  expensive  appeal  to  levene  bia 
decision. 

Captain  Joitet  was  of  opinion  that  tbe 
clause,  as  at  present  worded,  would  cer- 
tainly give  that  power  to  the  Commis- 
sioners. 

George  HamiUon  said,  after  the  ex- 


plar 


I  of  the  right  bon.  Baronet,  the 


whether  the  clause  c 

The  right  bon. 
Baronet  stated,  it  was  not  intended  to  give 
the  Commissioners  the  power  of  trying  K 
fiond  fide  claim,  but  only  lo  prevent  a  tres- 
pass. The  language  of  the  clause  appeared 
to  him  ambiguous;  perhaps  it  might  be 
explained  by  a  proviuon  at  the  end,  dmi- 
lar  to  that  in  the  Malicious  Trespass  Act, 
excluding  Jurisdiction  where  there  was  a 
bond  Jide  claim  of  right  or  tide. 

The  Attorney  General  quoted  some  cues 
to  show  tfaat  this  rule  held  good  at  Com- 
mon Law  in  all  summary  jurisdictions. 

Sir  Robert  Ferguton  thought  tfaat  sonie 
explanation  was  necessary. 

Mr.  George  HamiUon  urged  the  Intro- 
duction of  such  a  provisioii.  It  was  daair- 
aUe  that  the  intention  of  the  Legislature 
should  be  clearly  expressed. 

Sir  Tkomat  FremamlU  would  Meeds  to 
the  snggestion  of  bis  hon.  Friend, 

Bill  went  through  Cummittee. 

The  House  resumed.  Bill  to  be  re- 
ported. 

Ahaloahation  of  Railwats.^  Mr. 
miner  Gi6*an  begged  to  cell  tbe  attention 
of  the  right  bon.  the  Vice  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  lo  a  Clause  of  an  unpre- 
cedented nature  which  bad  been  Intrt^ 
duced  into  tbe  Manchester  and  Liverpocd 
Railroad  Bill,  which  gave  to  tbe  proprie- 
tors the  power  of  Bmalgamsling  with  mher 
companies  without  any  further  application 
to  Parliament.  A  similar  clause  bad  fuund 
its  way  into  certain  other  Bills.  Ha  wished 
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to  adc  wbetber  Her  HaJMty^  Oavwnmmt 
were  prepared  tu  intradure  a  Bill  for  the 
purpoae    of  repealing   that   and  simiUr 


JXtabiVtkt. 
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Sir  O.  Clerk  tud,  the  autqeeC  wai  ooe 
of  peat  impiinance,  aod  the  clauK  was  to- 
tally without  precedent.  It  wan  calculainl 
toeitablith  a  moDopoly  which  might  be  very 
inoonvenient  to  the  public.  It  would  be 
recollected  that  the  clauae  passed  tlirough 
the  Houie  without  resiuance;  and,  aa  it 
wat  not  touched  hy  any  of  the  Lords* 
AmendmentB,  he  could  not  get  rid  of  it 
without  throwing  ibe  Bill  out  altogether. 
The  Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  re- 
commended the  House  to  take  care  that 
no  Rvilway  Bill  should  give  any  such 
power  of  transfer.  The  oi;ly  way  to  meet 
the  case  vould  be  to  britig  in  a  Bill  to  de- 
dare,  thut  notwithstandioiE  the  inde6nite 
paw  en  granted  in  several  Railway  Bills 
to  leaie  or  transfer  tbeir  railwuys,  it  should 
not  be  lawful  to  do  so  unless  the  Bill  un- 
der which  the  parties  acted  contained  a 
clause  specifying  the  parties  authorized  to 
mate  Buch  transfer,  and  the  companies  to 
whom  it  was  to  be  made.  In  future,  the 
CuTDniitiee  should  haTe  the  propi'siiion  be- 
fore them,  staling  the  lines  that  were  in, 
tended  to  be  amalgamated.  If  it  met  with 
the  general  approval  of  the  Huiiie,  he  was 
prepared  to  bring  in  a  Bill  of  that  nature. 

Mr.  BmhertoH  thought  that  it  would 
hare  been  a  great  hardship  and  injustice 
to  throw  out  the  Bill  on  account  of  the  in- 
troduction of  the  objectionable  clause  ;  but 
he  was  glad  to  hear  tbnt  the  right  hon. 
Genileman  proposed  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
prevent  the  injurious  consequences  which 
might  result  from  that  clause;  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Standing  Ordert  would  be 
Mupended  to  allow  of  the  ipeedy  paiaing  of 
Boeh  a  Bill. 

Sabject  at  an  end, 

COMPBNSATION     TO     TbHANTB.}        Mr. 

Skarman  Crawford  inquired,  whether  it 
were  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
proceed  further  with  the  Tenant*'  Com- 
pensation Bill  i 

Sir  R.  Pett  said,  that  the  Bill  had  been 
commiited  to  a  Select  Committee  in  the 
Home  of  I«rds;  but  a*  there  was  no  pro- 
bal»lity,  owing  to  the  delay  which  had 
occuncd,  of  that  Bill  coming  down  to  I 
House  of  Commons  at  such  a  period 
would  adroit  of  its  proper  consideration 
during  the  present  Session,  the  Uuverii' 
ment  did  not  propoce  to  proceed  with  it 
But  another  Bill,  granbg  out  of  the  Re- 


port, would  be  taken  into  iionridenliaB 
during  the  recess,  and  brought  into  Parlia* 
ent  at  an  early  period  next  Session. 
Mr.  S.  Crawfotd  *aid.  that  in  1648,  ha 
itroduced  a  BUI  haviog  reference  to  the 
ibjeot,  and  it  was  his  intentiim  to  move 
fur  leave,  before  the  termination  of  the 
prewnt  Setnion,  to  re-intioduce  it,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  under  the  consid- 
on  of  the  Government  and  the  public 
during  the  recess.  He  trusted  that,  under 
these  circurottances,  no  oppoaition  would 
be  iiBered  to  the  introduction  of  the 
Bill. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  he  should  be  very 
unwilling  to  throw  any  opposition  in  the 
way  of  the  introduction  of  the  Bill. 

Health  of  Towns.^  In  answer  to  a 
question  from   Mr.  Bouverie, 

The  Earl  uf  Lincoln  said,  that  it  wbb 
his  intention  tu  bring  in  and  print  a  Bill 
relating  to  the  Health  of  Towns,  in  order 
that  it  might  be  circulated  during  the  n- 


Jewish  Disabilities.]  SitR.Pett, 
in  liting  to  move  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Jewish  Disabililiei  Removal  Bill,  said 
— Mr.  Speaker,  I  am  now  about  to  call 
the  attention  of  tbe  Home  to  a  Bill 
which  hat  been  sent  down  to  this  House 
from  the  other  branch  of  the  legislature. 
and  which  has  for  its  object  the  removal 
of  all  obstacles  to  tbe  aduiission  of  mem< 
bers  of  the  Jewish  persuasion  to  municipal 
oflicrs.  Tbe  Bill  h»*  received  the  almost 
unanioious  support  of  the  other  branch  of 
tlie  Legislature ;  and  1  do  trust  that  I  shall 
be  enablrd  lo  give  such  an  etplanaiion 
of  the  objects  of  tbe  Bill,  and  the  reasons 
upon  which  il  is  founded,  as  will  induce 
the  House  to  receive  with  equal  favour  the 
measure  which  has  been  gent  for  our  cooa 
currence  by  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
The  object  of  the  Bill  is  to  remove  every 
iinpedimeDt  whatever,  of  every  kind,  to  the 
admission  of  Jews  to  municipal  ofiicet— 
10  any  office  of  magistrate,  of  truii,  and 
of  emolument,  connected  wiih  municip«l 
corporations.  I  will  first  stale  what  is  the 
great  impediment  which  at  present  exists 
10  the  admission  of  Jews  to  these  corpo- 
rate  offices.  It  exists  in  consequence  of 
the  enactment  which  was  passed  through 
Parliament  in  1 828,  for  the  purpose  of  re- 
pealing the  Acii  called  the  Test  bnil  Cot- 
poration  Acts,  and  of  subitiiuting  in  (heir 
room  a  declaration  in  lieu  of  a  Sacramatttal 
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Teil,  and  oth«r  declarationi  previoaily 
nquirrd.  With  respect  to  appoinimcnt* 
geiieiallj,  that  declanlion  is  to  be  made 
•Dbte^ueot  to  the  appointment  lo  office; 
and  conaequently  the  pauing  of  the  An- 
nual Indeiiinity  Act  enable*  thoae  who 
might  have  been  previonsly  diaqaalifird, 
hy  their  compliance  wiih  a  crnain  con. 
dttion,  to  become  eligible  to  611  iheie  CDr> 
porate  offices.  The  enactment  nhich  was 
paiaed  in  1838,  wai  then  a  lubiiilute  For 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts,  and  was 
this — that  rhe  declaration  which  was  sub- 
■liluied  Tor  the  Sacramental  Teat  was  to 
be  taken  in  respect  to  municipal  offices 
either  within  a  month  before  the  admis- 
iion  or  upon  the  admlision  of  persons  to 
office.  Seriona  doubts  have  from  time  to 
lime  ariirn  at  id  the  proper  consiriiciion 
of  these  words,  ft  was  held  hj  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench,  that  there  was  nothing 
in  iha  lew  which  prevented  a  Jew  from 
taking  the  oaths  of  office  previoasly  to  or 
upon  his  admission,  atid  that  the  law 
would  be  satisfied  if  the  declaration  were 
■uberquenl.  That  was  ruled  by  the  Court 
of  Queen's  Bench  ;  but  upon  sn  appeal  to 
the  Judges  m  the  Exchequer  Chamber,  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench 
in  tiiei  respect  was  reversed,  and  the  law 
wai  laid  down  that  the  declaration  to  be 
ma'le  in  the  lase  of  a  municipal  office 
must  be  made  either  previously  lo  or  upon 
•dmissioD  lo  office.  Coniequently  it  reitt 
with  the  authoriiies  in  a  municipal  corpo- 
falion,  if  they  think  fit,  to  require  the  Jew 
lo  make  the  declaration  tither  previously 
to  orat  the  lime  of  his  acceptance  of  office. 
Now  the  practice  of  requiring  the  decla- 
ration baa  not  been  universal  ihroughoul 
this  country.  In  the  Cdse  of  several  cor- 
poratioot,  the  law,  as  laid  down  by  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench,  though  reversed 
by  the  Judges  silting  in  the  Court  ofAppeal, 
bas  breu  practically  acted  upon.  In  the 
borough  of  Porlsmoulh  there  is  now  a  Jew  a 
member  of  that  body,  became  the  corpora- 
lion  have  not  felt  ihemaelvet  precluded 
fiom  contenting  ihemielves  with  ihe  omii- 
■ion  of  ibtf  oaihs  of  office,  on  admission  to 
office,  leavinf;  the  party  to  make  thedecla- 
raliuD  at  a  subsequent  period.  The  party 
hat  not  made  the  declaration  at  a  subse* 
queut  period;  but  the  annual  Indemnity 
Act  has  covered  the  omisiioo.  I  n  the  case 
of  Birmingham  and  orSouihnmplon,  ihere 
is  also  a  Jew  a  member  of  the  cotporation. 
The  practice,  thereTore.  having  varied,  the 
objector  the  present  Bill  is  to  leoder  it 


uniform,  and  to  remove  tmpedincntt 
which,  at  the  discretion  or  the  municipal 
body,  may  be  opposed  to  the  admitsioD  of 
Jewa.  How  ataod  the  Jews  at  the  pivaent 
moment  with  respect  to  oiber  offices,  with 
functiont  not  dissimilar  lo  those  of  mnni- 
cipal  offices?  Id  respect  to  the  count j 
magistracy,  there  is  no  legal  impediment 
lo  the  admission  of  Jewt.  In  respect  lo 
the  ilill  higher  office  of  deputy  lieutenant 
of  a  county,  there  it  at  the  present  moment 
no  prai'tical  difficulty  ;  and  within  the  last 
three  or  four  yean  teveral  most  respectable 
Gentlemen  of  the  Jewish  perauasion  have 
actually  been  appointed  deputy  lieutenant!. 
One  of  the  Messrs.  Roihscbild  is  a  deputy 
lieutenant.  Sir  Mosei  Monte&ore  ia  a 
deputy  lieutenant.  He  was  appointed  bj 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  to  he  a  magistrate 
of  the  Cinque  Pons.  In  Devon  Ihere  ia  a 
magistrate  of  ihe  Jewish  giersuasion.  In 
Surrey  Mr,  Cohen  it  a  magisiraie.  How 
stands  Hie  case  as  to  the  aheiiffs  of  the 
county,  the  immediate  representativea  of 
the  Sovereign  ?  To  that  high  office,  nest 
to  that  of  Loid  Lieutenant,  Ihe  .lew  is  eli- 
gible by  law  ;  nay,  more,  the  Jew  is  com- 
pelled to  serve  the  office  of  sheriff.  The 
Jew  is  not  enabled  to  make  an  excuse  to 
relieve  himself  from  the  duty  of  perform- 
ing the  onerous  and  sometimes  eipeostve 
functions  of  the  office  of  sheriff.  The 
Judges  going  ibe  circuit  return  the  name 
of  the  Jen  to  the  Privy  Council;  ibe 
Privy  Council  certify  the  return  to  Her 
Majesty,  and  Her  Majesty  approves, speak- 
ing generally,  iheappointmeut  of  the  gen- 
tleman who  stands  fint  upon  tbe  list  to 
the  office  of  sheriff;  and  within  the  tatt 
two  or  three  years  Her  Majesly'a  preroga- 
tive has  been  exercised  in  favour  of  the 
appointment  of  a  Jew  to  be  sheriff  of  a 
county;  and  not  only  bat  ihe  Jew  been 
appointed,  but  his  attempt  to  excuse  him- 
self on  account  of  private  avocations  has 
been  refused.  You  impose,  therefore,  upon 
the  Jew  the  burden  of  the  acceptance  of 
that  office.  Thpre  was  a  doubt  whether 
a  Jew  would  be  eligible  for  the  office  of 
sheriff  of  a  county,  of  a  city,  or  borough. 
What  courae  did  Parliament  take?  Mr. 
Salomons  was  elected  by  the  free  choice 
of  the  citizens  of  London  to  ihe  office  of 
sheriff  of  Middlesex.  The  doubt  arose  in 
that  case  wheiher  the  declaration  must  not 
be  made,  as  it  mu«t  be  considered  a  muni- 
cipal office,  either  previously  to  or  upon 
the  acceptance  of  offiie  ;  and  in  the  year 
1635  Parlidment  altered  the  law  in  l>-' 
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tnpact,  expreitly  nempted  the  office  of 
■bvnff'  froai  tKe  operation  of  (he  Act  of 
1828,  anil  made  the  *heriff  lo  perrorm  the 
dMiiesof  sherifT  of  a  county  wiibout  le- 
quiring  that  he  ihould  lake  the  declara- 
tion upon  the  acceptanre  ot  office.  Par- 
liameoi  gave  lo  the  sheriff  of  a  county  a 
period  of  aix  momhs  for  the  purpoie  of 
making  the  declaration.  Mr.  Saloniona, 
therefore,  did  pvrrorm  thedutiea  □faheriff. 
Having  peiformed  those  dutiea  in  a  man- 
ner which  entitled  him  to  the  reipect  and 
confidence  of  hii  fellow  citizen*,  he  was 
■iibaeqaently  elected  to  the  office  of  alder- 
man; and  then  this  imp<>dtn)ent  ariiing 
out  of  the  Statute  look  cfiecl,  and  he  who 
had  aerved  the  office  of  nherilT,  and  had 
entitled  himself  to  general  respect  and 
confidence,  was  precluded  from  holding 
the  office  of  alderman,  because  he  wa*  re- 
quired to  make  this  declaration  pteviously 
10  or  upon  the  acceptance  of  office.  I 
submit  lo  ihe  House  that  the  staiementof 
that  fact  alone  ia  almost  sufficient  to  justi- 
fy (be  interposition  of  Pdrliament.  Bui  I 
mtist  itfer,  in  order  to  reraofe  any  doubt 
upon  the  i-ubject,  to  the  history  of  this 
declaration.  In  the  year  1828,  ihe  noble 
Lofd  brought  in  a  Bill  for  the  Repeal  of 
Ihe  Test  and  Corporation  Acts,  and  hav- 
ing failed,  at  the  outset,  in  retiiiing  the 
measure,  I  lent  him  my  co-operation  in 
carrying  the  Bill  through  the  House.  I 
ingncsied  a  form  of  declaration  lo  be  in- 
serted in  the  Bill,  and  to  be  substituted 
for  the  Sacramental  Test,  and  that  form  of 
declaration  which  1  suggesied  and  which 
the  noble  Lord  adopted  was  this  :— 

"Every  person  elected  to  the  offlca  of 
mayor,  alderman,  or  any  office  of  magislTaey 
or  trust  in  any  mnnieipal  corporation,  is  re- 
quired within  one  calendar  raonth  next 
before  hii  sdmistian  to  make  and  sub- 
scribe the  following  declAratiun  : — 'I,  A.B., 
do  lolemnly  decliire  ibnt  I  nill  never  exercise 
any  power,  authority,  or  influence  which  I 
may  poiiens  by  virtue  of  the  office to  in- 
jure or  weaken  the  Proteilant  Church,  as  it  is 
by  law  etiabliihcd  within  this  realm,  or  to 
distnrb  it  in  the  possession  <>f  any  rights  or 
privileges  to  which  ii  is  by  law  em  it  led." 
That  was  Ihe  declaration  which  1  sug- 
gested, and  which  the  noble  Lord  saw  no 
difficulty  in  inserting,  and  so  the  Bill  went 
to  th^  Hon<e  of  Lords.  The  declaration 
was  required  to  be  made  within  one  month 
before  admisaion  lo  office,  but  then  it  was 
a  declaration  to  which  the  Jew  would  not 
have  objected.  In  the  House  of  Lords, 
worda  were  inserted  which  constiiDie  the 


whole  impediment  in  th«  way  of  the 
admission  or  ihe  Jew.  In  lieu  of  a  sim- 
ple declaration,  the  words  were  :  "1,  A.B., 
do  solemnly  and  aincerely,  in  the  presence 
of  God,  profess,  testify,  and  declare,  on 
the  true  faith  of  a  Chrisiian."  The  in< 
serlionof  those  words  "  onthe  truefailbof 
a  Christian,"  constitute  the  impediment  to 
Ihe  acceptance  of  office  by  the  Jew.  The 
House  of  Lords,  the  auiboriiy  which  in- 
serted these  words,  now  sends  ua  down  a 
Bill  which  removes  the  difficulty,  and  per- 
mits the  acceptance  of  office  by  the  Jew.  I 
submit  to  Ihe  House,  that  we  who  had  not 
insisted  on  the  insertion  of  those  words  can 
hardly  reject  the  proposition  now  volun- 
tarily made  by  Ihe  House  of  Lords,  that 
ibe  words  which  constitute  the  difficulty 
should  be  omitted.  No  one  objected  ia 
the  House  of  Commons  to  the  declaration 
as  originally  proponed  by  me,  on  account 
of  its  permitting  the  Jew  to  accept  office. 
The  noble  Lord  thought  it  unwiie  to  re- 
ject the  Bill  on  account  of  the  insertion  of 
those  words;  but  I  very  much  doubt  whe- 
ther the  words  were  inserted  with  a  view 
to  disqualify  the  Jew.  The  House  of 
Lords  now  make  the  proposal  to  us  to  re- 
store (be  Bill  to  the  state  in  which  it  was 
originally  tent  from  the  House  of  Com- 
moos;  and  I  do  hope  that  the  House  of 
Commons  will  receive  the  proposition 
which  has  been  made.  Observe  what  was 
the  effect  of  the  Act  of  1828.  It  cteaily 
was  intended  to  relieve  tbe  Dissenters 
from  Ihe  Church  of  England.  It  repealed 
the  Test  and  Corporation  Acts,  partly  be- 
cause it  was  thought  a  sacramenial  lest 
was  a  bad  teat— that  there  was  a  tendency 
to  degrade  a  most  important  religious 
ceremony,  and  partly  because  it  went  to 
exclude  Dissenters.  Parliament,  there- 
fore, passed  an  Act,  the  manifest  object 
and  intention  of  which  was  to  relieve  the 
Dissenter  from  the  disability  under  which 
he  previously  laboured  ;  but,  as  far  as  the 
Jew  is  concerned,  unless  we  alter  the  law, 
be  wdl  be  in  a  worse  state  than  be  would 
have  been  in  if  the  Test  and  Corporation 
Acts  had  not  been  repealed.  Before  that 
time  there  was  nothing  to  disqualify  a  Jew 
from  serving  in  a  municipal  o Hi cr, because 
the  sacramental  and  other  tests  were  to  be 
taken  lubiequent  (o  the  acceptance  of 
office,  and  an  annual  Indemnity  Act  was 
passed;  whereas  the  impediment  to  ihe 
admission  of  the  Jew  now  ariMS  solely 
fiom  the  obligation  to  takeibe  new  declara- 
tion previously  to  or  upon  the  acceptance 
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of  office.  Wc  have  taken  the  nine  codtw 
as  lo  otbcr  daMH  of  our  fellow  onb- 
j«cia  Kbo  diHefii  rrom  the  Charcb.  The 
H  ora  vi  sniifSepiraiiiiB,aRdQ'isket*,could 
Bot  reconcile  it  to  their  conicieniioui  con- 
nciion*  lo  make  ike  declaration,  and  ihejr 
have  been  admiiled  lo  monicipal  offices 
witboDt  pnbtcilbing  the  declaration.  The 
Bill  propoiea  to  take  the  •■me  eonne  with 
nipect  10  the  Jew,  and  enable  him  to 
make  ibe  aame  dccfiraiiaa  in  aubiiance, 
onlj  relieTing  him  fron  the  neeeiiiiy  of 
declaring  that  he  makes  it  on  ibe  tree 
failh  of  a  Christian.  Yi*a  wilt  have  from 
him  ths  sama  aecuritj  yon  ha«e  from 
eihers,  thsl  he  will  not  exercise  any  priri- 
lege  that  be  may  possess  to  the  detrtmenl 
of  ibe  Cborch  of  England.  Under  these 
ci  ream  stances,  I  submit,  it  is  bnl  just  and 
reasonsble  lo  pass  this  Bill.  I  am  aware 
that  it  is  a  meamre  of  a  limited  character; 
■I  the  same  time  it  is  one  which  will  be 
acceptable  to  the  feelings  of  a  very  large 
poriion  of  the  Jvws  ihemsrlves.  I  think 
I  have  proved  that  lufRcienily,  by  the  peti- 
tion which  I  have  pranemed  in  the  course 
of  this  evening,  signed  by  a  considerable 
body  of  the  most  resprclsble  members  of 
the  Jewish  periaasion,  who  are  willing  lo 
accept  tbia  measore,  not  a*  entirely  saiis- 
facioiy,  but  ai  gratifying  to  their  feelings. 
I  have  great  gratification  in  proposing  that 
which  is  acceptable  tu  the  feelings  of  a 
large  and  powerful  body,  the  members  of 
which  are  entitled  to  our  reBper-i.  I  need 
only  mention  the  namea  ol  Rothschild, 
Salomons,  and  Monlefiore,  to  induce  the 
Honse  to  look  favourably  at  a  measore 
which  they,  aa  the  representatives  of  a 
great  body  of  the  Jews,  say  will  be  ac- 
ceptable. When  I  consider  what  is  ibe 
benevolence  of  that  people— ttiat  it  is  not 
restricted  by  any  sectarian  news— when 
I  look  at  ibe  patronage  they  gtsc'— when 
I  look  at  the  rewardsand  disiinet  ions  they 
have  raceived  when  thev  have  entered  inio 
the  honourable  career  of  academical  com- 
petition— when  I  see  the  prises  gained  at 
the  University  of  London  by  membera  of 
the  Jewish  peisuasiun,  1  must  say  it  is  a 
matter  of  personal  graii&caiion  to  m«  to 
propoae  a  mea>ure  which  shall  give  to 
them  unrestricted  admiasion  to  municipal 
offices,  and  aball,  at  iha  same  time,  be  ac- 
ceptable to  Ibe  feelings  of  so  great  and 
powerful  a  portion  of  my  rell»w  couoiry- 
men,  I  therefore  move  "  That  ibia  Bill 
be  DOW  read  a  second  time." 
Sr  it. /iifiu  nid,  that  the  apwd  of  his 
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right  hon.  Friend— able  and  clear  as  all  hit 
speeches  were — was  nut  more  conclusive  ta 
his  mind  tban  similar  arguments  addressed 
from  the  oppnaite  side  of  the  Houw ;  and 
if  he  were  unconvinced  by  the  argunMoia 
and  eloquence  of  bis  ncA)le  Friend  iba 
Member  for  the  city  of  London,  his  right 
-hoii.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  city  of 
Edinburgh,  and  by  him  whom  all  would 
admit  to  be  most  worthily  ranlud  with 
them  10  any  competitioa  of  talent  in  the 
House — via.,  his  late  lameoted  Frienil  Sir 
Robert  Grant,  to  whom  the  advocacy  of 
this  measure  was  fiist  entrusted,  he  hopd 
his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  would  not  consider  it  disre- 
spectful if  he  owned  that  he  was  not  con. 
vinced  by  the  address  which  he  had  Just 
heard.  In  the  first  place,  his  right  bon. 
Friend  had  fallen  inIo  a  greet  historical 
and  legal  error  in  leading  the  Houae  to  be* 
lieve,  as  it  was  his  object  to  do,  that  lbs 
disabilities  of  which  the  Jews  complained, 
and  of  which  it  was  the  purpose  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  in  a  certain  degree,  to  relieve 
them,  were  crested  by  the  Act  of  1828,  and 
by  the  declaration,  as  modified  in  the 
House  of  Lords,  inserted  in  that  Act.  He 
apprehended  that  nothing  was  more  dear 
than  that  at  no  period  in  the  history  of 
England,  up  to  the  year  1828,  wax  any  Jew 
ever  admitted  to  any  municipal  office  what- 
ever in  any  city  or  borough  in  England. 
Tlie  reason  was  this: — In  no  instance 
could  any  individual  be  admitted  except 
upon  oath  ;  nnd  tbe  oath  wan  always  ad- 
ministered upon  some  Christian  f^mbol, 
such  aa  the  Cross,  or  on  the  Book  of  tlie 
Gospel,  or  on  some  relic  which  was  holy 
and  revered  in  the  sight  i^  a  Christian; 
but  conveyed  no  sanctity  lo  the  taind  of  a 
Jew.  He  therefore  held  that  it  was  not 
eortect,  legally  or  historically,  to  allege,  that 
that  disability  was  created  against  the  Jew 
by  tbe  Act  to  reliere  any  other  member  of 
the  community  dissenting  from  the  Church 
of  England.  His  right  hon.  Friend  then 
proceeded  to  state  thst  tbe  law  was  uncer- 
tain. He  could  understand  that  when  a 
decision  upon  privilege  or  any  other  point 
had  proceeded  frum  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench,  any  gentleman  was  at  liberty  to 
argue  that  the  law  was  uncertain,  becauae 
the  eatrcme  resnurces  of  the  law  bad  not 
been  finally  exhausted  by  an  appeal  to  a 
higher  court;  but  he  defied  tbe  Attorney 
General  to  say  that  the  law  was  at  this  mo- 
ment uncertain,  when  you  had  the  decision 
of  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  on  one  aide, 
and  that  decinoa  levetacd  by  a  writ  of 
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nror;  From  tli«  right  boo.  Banmefi 
•nteneiit  of  the  mnj  in  which  the  declan- 
tion  had  been  dnurn  up,  end  throvn  over 
the  Table,  any  one  would  conclude  that  the 
alteration  made  by  the  Houie  of  Lordi  in 
introducing  the  nord^  the  "true  faith  of 

•  Chriiiian,"  wu  made  almort  per  taUttm, 
and  without  ratuide ration,  and  not  ad- 
visedly and  with  special  reference  to  a  par- 
ticular purpose.  His  impreMiun  was 
directly  the  reTttisa.  Whether  the  House 
of  Lonls  did  right  or  wrung,  they  advisedly 
made  the  tlteration  for  the  very  purpose  to 
whieh  it  had  been  applied — viz  ,  to  exclude 
Her  Majesty's  Jewish  subjects  from  tauni- 
cipal  offices:  the  taw  up  to  1828  not  hav- 
ing permitted  Jews  to  htAA  municipal 
offices.  The  phrase,  "  Jewish  sul^ecis  of 
Her  Majesty,"  reminded  him  of  the  singu- 
lar espanuon  whioh  this  Bill  bad  gradually 
attained.  When  it  was  first  introduced  by 
Sir  R.  Grant  in  1830,  it  was  a  Bill  "to 
relieve  Brilish-bom  subjeeti  of  His  Ma- 
jesty ,-"  it  wisafterwards  changed  to  "  sub- 
jects of  His  Majesty  profeaung  the  Jewish 
religion ;"  but  now  the  terms  of  the  Bill 
were  extended,  not  to  Sir  Moses  Monte- 
fiore  or  Mr.  SalomouB,  and  other  gentle- 
men, vhose  petition  had  been  presented  to- 
night, but  to  every  portion  of  the  professorH 
of  the  Jewish  religion.  The  Bill  was,  in 
fact,  a  measure  for  naturalizing  a  whole 
nation.  Let  the  House  pass  it,  and  there 
would  be  nothing  in  the  lavr  to  prevent  any 
German  Jew  from  arriving  at  any  dignity 
in  the  city  of  London  without  t^ing  any 
oath  whatever,  either  of  loyalty  to  the 
Queen,  or  giving  any  security  that  he 
would  be  a  good  subject  in  all  the  relations 
of  life.  He  did  not  think  there  was  any- 
thing in  the  circumstances  of  the  Jews  to 
entiUe  them  to  the  special  exemptiun  in 
their  favour  which  was  proposed  by  the 
present  Bill.  He  would  not  lefuie  to  any 
man  what  was  hitt  right,  and  what  was  due 
to  him,  however  week ;  hut  he  was  not 
disposed  to  make  concessions  in  favour  of 
any,  however  high  and  powerful,  when 
those  concessions  might  he  opposed  to  duty; 
and  in  the  present  case  they  should  take 
care  that  tbey  were  not  hasarding.  in  favour 
of  such  persons,  those  high  considerations 
on  which  the  integrity  of  the  Christian  cun- 
atitution  hitherto  depended.  Up  to  the  last 
sixteen  yean  no  person  would  have  thought 
of  making  such  coocestiong.  TheJewscould 
never  he  spoken  of  as  a  merely  religious  sect ; 
in  aver^  sense  of  the  word  they  were  a 
nation  ;  it  ivas  as  a  nation  thej  stood  out  as 

•  tutMiloQB  ipactaoie  to  the  world ;  and  if 


tbey  were  relieved  they  would  be  relieV' 
ed  as  a  nation.  Tbey  could  not  put  for. 
ward  any  claim  of  right  either  under  the 
Common  or  under  the  Statute  law  ;  they 
came  to  England  for  their  own  purposes, 
and  it  was  tbetr  duty  to  conform  to  the  taw 
of  the  country  ioto  which  they  introduced 
themselves.  Dr.  Arnold  drew  a  strong 
distioction  between  the  Christian,  and  him 
who  was  not  a  Christian ;  in  fact  between 
the  Christian  and  the  Jew.  Hesaid,  "Tb« 
Jewi  are  strangers  in  Bngland ;  and  tbey 
have  no  more  claim  to  lexislate  for  usthan 
a  lodger  has  to  interfere  to  the  concerns  of 
his  landlord.  Tbey  are  voluntary  stranger* 
here,  and  hare  no  right  to  legis^te,  unlesa 
they  acquietoe  in  our  moral  law,  which  ii 
the  Gospel."  Such  was  the  view  taken  by 
Dr.  Arnold  of  this  subjeot,  from  whom,  in> 
deed,  he  differed  in  his  views  of  ehureh 
government  ;  but  with  whom  the  toajonty 
of  the  supporters  of  the  present  measure 
as  oerlainly  agreed.  He  did  not  think  that 
for  the  sake  of  a  handful  of  men  they  should 
declare  that  they  no  longer  regarded  Chris- 
tianity as  an  element  in  tlie  administration 
oftbeaffairsofEngUnd.  He  believed  that 
for  the  sake  of  those  Jews  they  were  going 
to  destroy  that  identificstioD  of  the  institu- 
tions of  England  with  Christianity  which 
heretuTure  subsisted,  and  which  constituted 
her  glnry,  and,  he  might  say,  her  defence. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  stated  that  in  South- 
ampton, Biimingbam,  and  other  towns, 
Jews  had  been  admitted  to  municipal 
officer  If,  in  pnint  of  fact,  such  appuinU 
ments  were  contrary  to  the  exiating  taw; 
he  thought  it  was  a  bad  recommendation 
to  the  present  Bill  to  state  that  the  Jews 
having  successfully  violated  the  law,  we 
should  give  them  perfect  indemnity  for 
the  past,  and  impunity  for  the  future. 
It  was  said  that  in  other  countries  Jaws 
were  admitted  to  all  dvil  rishts— that  it 
was  so  in  Prance,  America,  Holland,  and 
Belgium.  Now,  upon  inquiry,  he  found  that 
Jews  in  those  countries  were  admissibte,  but 
they  were  not  admitted.  In  France  a  Jew 
might  be  a  deputy,  a  member)^ the  Admin^ 
istration,  or  a  judge ;  but  the  fact  was,  that 
there  was  no  instance  of  a  Jew  ever 
having  held  either  office.  Even  if  it  were 
otherwise,  not  one  of  the  offices  in  the 
oountries  be  referred  to,  was  of  the  nme 
importance,  for  instancoi  as  that  of  the 
Lud  Mayor  of  the  ci^  of  Londan.  It 
was  quite  clear  that  the  object  of  this 
Bill  was  to  allow  Mr.  Salomons  and  Sir  M. 
MonteBora  to  hold  the  olfice  of  Lord  Mayor. 
But  even  if  the  preoadents  <^  ottwc  ooo»> 
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^  analogous  with  respect  to  the 
be  tilled,  they  were  nut  anHloguua 
circutDBtaDces  and  character  ot*the 
who  were  called  on  to  fill  such 
Those  persons  were  in  many  cases 
espntic  Governments,  and  were 
eligible  because  they  exhibited  a 
in  which  bis  right  hon.  Friend,  he 
!,  would  be  the  last  to  encourage, 
instances  where  the  Jens  had  been 
to  civil  rights,  thej  had  pursued 
f  conduct  which  could  not  be  ac> 
to  a  Christian  people.  He  referred 
ise  where  Governor  Hammond,  of 
on,  bad  felt  it  necessary  to  call 
:  people  to  exhibit  public  gratitude 
Imighty.  He  did  so  in  s  procla- 
in  which  he  recommended  the 
)  meet  in  their  houses  of  worship 
r  up  thanksgiving  to  the  Divine 
of  the  world.  He  believed  no  hon. 
lan  in  that  House  would  object  to 
proclamation  ;  but  the  Jews  of 
on  thought  proper  to  do  so.  Thej 
d  at  a  public  meeting,  at  which 
Lazarus  was  in  the  chair,  and  de- 
tbe  proclamation.  They  said  that 
s  of  all  nations  ought  to  be  ad 
ed  without  discrimination  or  pre 
Governor  Hammond  properlj 
y  replied,  that  he  issued  the  pro- 
a  upon  the  broad  grounds  that  he 
.inistering  the  law*  of  a  Christian 
ity;  and  be  asked  triumphantly, 
their  laws  prohibit  labour  on  the 
?  He  mentioned  this  circumstance 
that  the  Jews  would  not  be  satis- 
1  admission  to  municipal  offices. 
)uld  push  their  views  much  farther. 
1  in  a  situation  to  do  so  with  effect, 
;bt  complain  of  our  laws  for  the  ob- 
uftheLonl'jiDay.  Withrespect  to 
nt  Bill,  he  conceived  it  to  be  morally 
le  that  Jews  could  exercise  theju- 
inctions  to  the  performanL-e  of 
would  render  them  eligible,  even 
own  sal  is  fact  ion.  Suppose  the 
e  passed,  and  that  many  Jews  were 
u  municipal  office,  and  eventually 
rferred  to  the  heads  of  corporations, 
here  be  no  danger  in  respect  of 
trading  ?  Or,  suppose  a  man 
before  a  Jew  magistrate  for  blas- 
ihe  name  of  the  Holy  Redeemer, 
Id  a  Jt:w  consistently  administer 
against  one  whom  he  was  bound 
der  so  far  a  co-religionist?  He 
to  this  measure,  especially,  because 
ndoubtedly  intended  lo  introduce 
argcc  measure  at  *  future  period ; 


for  to  be  consistent,  the  Legislature,  i 
passed  this  Bill,  ought  to  go  much  fun? 
and  admit  persons  of  all  denominati 
whatever.  Admitting  the  benevolenct 
the  Jews  in  this  country  as  m  body, : 
admitting  that  tbeir  charity  was  not  c 
fined  to  their  own  people,  aiill  be  cc 
not  allow  hit  admiration  for  those  quali 
to  induce  him  to  do  that  which  he  belie 
would  be  injurious  to  the  welfare  of 
kingdom,  and  incompatible  with  ourdu 
as  a  Christian  people.  He  would  » 
consent  to  introduce  into  our  Constitut 
an  element  which  would  render  the  wc 
in;;  of  a  Christian  Constitution  impossil 
Believing  that  the  law  of  the  land  ws 
Christian  lew,  intended  to  be  adrainistc 
by  Christian  men,  be  could  not  conieni 
the  measure,  much  less  to  any  ulte: 
measure,  for  bringing  the  Jews,  not  o 
into  the  seat  of  justice  where  the  law  < 
adminstered,  but  for  givingtbem  the  po' 
of  making  the  law.  He,  therefore,  mo 
that  the  Sill  be  read  a  second  tima  t 
day  six  months. 

Mr.  Plumptre  seconded  the  Amet 
ment.  If  the  Members  of  thnt  Ho< 
were  not  Christian  men,  it  si|;ni(ied  lii 
wiih  whom  tliey  were  assoE;iated  in  il 
legislation  ;  but   if  the;   profesaed   lo 
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t  behoved  ibem  t 


idinis^ion  of  any  principle  which  was  i 
P'sed  to  the  interests  of  Chnsiiaoity. 
was  persuaded  that  this  inediure  would 
be  approved  of  by  the  great  mass  of 
people  of  ibis  country,  and  he  regret 
10  find  that  nut  only  in  this  measure,  I 
alto  in  others  which  bad  b«en  passed 
the  course  of  this  Session,  the  Gove 
inent  had  proposed,  and  the  House  sai 
lioned,  a  course  which  was  inconsiil 
with  the  honour  and  glory  of  God,  i 
opposed  lo  the  true  principles  of  teligi 
Any  msQ  who  had  a  sense,  or  at  leai 
lively  sense,  of  what  we  nil  owe  the  J 
vine  Author  of  Chrislianily,  would 
cautious  how  he  gave  his  support  to  ■ 
measure  not  in  strict  accordance  with 
dictates  ;  and  he  Teared  that  if  the  Ho 
ciiunienanced  (hit  propusiiion,  they  wo 
be  rutfeiiingthe  favour  of  Almighty  G 
Ifwe  incurred  that  fatal  penally,  wb 
would  be  tbe  strength,  the  security,  or 
lasting  prosperity  of  this  Ddtioii?  1 
House  WHS  now  called  upon  to  tski 
step  which  in  his  conscience  ha  beliei 
wuuld  provoke  the  Divine  displeasure ;  i 
if  they  acceded  to  it,  they  would  be  i 
terting  the  duty  which  it  became  them 
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reatonable  men,  but  much  more  a>  Chrls- 
tiaci  men,  to  difchurge.  Tlie  ri-;ht  hon. 
the  Home  Secielarj    had   •aii),  lliat  theo- 

duced  in  apulitical  asAsmbly ;  but  he  could 
DOl  admit  that  when  iheological  Kuhjects 
werebioughi  before  (he  Houae  in  its  legis- 
lative capacity,  ihey  oughi  to  be  discussed 
on  anv  but  their  pra^ier  grounds ;  and  he 
«ai  eure  ihut  if  the  Houae  aiiempled  to 
diacusi  them  upon  any  other  ground*, 
they  would  not  decide  them  properly,  la- 
tiafaclorily,  or  concluiivel*  to  the  minds 
of  the  Chrisiian  people  of  thii  country. 
He  had  not  made  these  remarks  out  of 
any  invidious  Teeling  to  the  Member*  of 
the  Jewiah  persuasion.  He  knew  that 
many  of  them  were  highly  estimable.  The 
Individual  who  filled  the  office  ofsbetiS* 
in  hi*  own  county  was  a  Jew,  and  he 
could  trstiry  that  he  was  a  gentleman 
most  respectable  in  all  the  relaliona  of 
life.  He  was,  iherefore,  actuated  by  og 
feeling  of  hoitility  to  the  Jewish  people; 
but  feeling  strongly  that  this  measure  was 
calculated  to  lead  lo  the  pernicious  con. 
sequences  which  he  had  endeavoured, 
though  very  inadequately,  to  depict,  he 
felt  bound  10  second  the  Amendment. 

Loril  John  Riiuetl:  Sir,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  has  just  sat  down  has  put  the 
question  before  the  House  on  groundi 
which  I  6nd  it  impossible  to  avoid  notic- 
iog.  The  hon.  Member  informs  ui  that 
it  ia  his  opinion  that  it  is  inconsistent  with 
our  duties  as  Chnitians  to  assent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill  before  us,  and 
ibereby  incur  the  displeaiure  of  the  Most 
High.  Those  are,  no  doubt,  hia  sincere 
■rntiments;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman 
considers  the  subject  a  lilltp,  he  will  see 
tbiit  he  ought  not  to  be  satisfied  with  the 
rejection  of  this  Bill  alone.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  moved  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  showed  that  various  offices 
were  filled  in  this  country  by  Jews — that 
Jews  bold  the  office  of  magistrate — an 
office  which  I  consider  of  very  great  im- 
portance, as  partaltiDg  of  the  administra- 
tion of  justice,  and  approaching  thereby 
to  the  sovereign  power.  That  office  is 
held  by  Jews;  and  the  bon.  Gentleman 
himself  referred  to  an  instance  in  his  own 
county  of  a  Jew  having  been  high  sheriff. 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  that,  by 
pemitiing  that,  we  incur  the  displeasure 
of  the  Most  Hi|>h,  end  that  we  are  acting 
inconsittenily  with  our  duly  as  Christians, 
he  should  not  have  suffered   years   lo 
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elapse,  during  which  these  things  have 
been  in  existence,  but  should  have  pro- 
posed a  Bill  by  whith  Ji^ws  should  have 
been  excluded  from  ihete  offices.  If 
his  principle  be  at  all  a  correct  one,  that 
■houid  have  been  the  conduct  of  the  boo. 
Gentleman,  But  I  am  afraid  thai,  even 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  hdd  introduced 
such  a  Bill  and  carried  it,  he  would  not 
have  been  latiified  wjib  that.  In  fact,  the 
principle  upon  which  he  proceeds  is  this 
— that  political  power  should  be  conSued 
(0  those  who  hold  the  same  opinions  as 
are  held  bv  the  majority  of  (be  two  Houses 
of  Parliament.  The  hon.  Gentleman  him- 
self, as  regards  measures  passed  during 
the  present  Session,  measures  not  in  favour 
of  the  Jews,  not  in  favour  of  those  who 
deny  the  divine  aulhoriiy  of  Christ,  but 
in  favour  of  other  Christians  who  differ 
from  the  Church  of  England,  clearly 
showed  that,  in  his  opinion,  all  pnlnical 
power  should  be  narrowed  and  confined 
to  the  msmb-n  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land. In  so  doine;,  he  has  takeo  the  nar- 
rowest ground  of  intolerance — a  ground  to 
which  1  never  can  assent  :  and,  therefore, 
in  recordioi;  my  vote  for  this  Bill,  I  do  so 
upon  a  principle  directly  (he  opposite  of 
that  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.  And  whea 
he  tells  me  that,  bv  asseniine  to  measures 
of  this  kind,  we  incur  the  Divine  displea- 
iure, I  really  cannot  deny  that  such  is  hia 
conccientious  opinion,  but  can  only  oppose 
lo  him  mvown  conviction — asdeepas  is  his 
—that  by  communicating  all  the  privileges 
and  powers  of  the  Constitution  lo  other 
subjects  of  Her  Majesty  than  our  Chris- 
tian selves,  by  communicating  these  rights 
and  privileges  aa  widtly  as  possible,  by 
extending  the  charity  and  doing  away  with 
the  rancours  and  animosities  of  religions 
sects,  as  far  as  lies  in  onr  power,  we 
thereby  do  something  to  bring  down  upon 
this  House,  upon  this  country  and  its  Le- 
gislature, the  blessings  of  die  Most  High. 
The  hon.  Gentleman's  conviction  is,  1  have 
no  doubt,  a  sincere  one;  but  I  likewise 
claim  to  myself  the  right,  as  a  Member  of 
this  House,  to  a  thorough  conviction,  on 
the  other  side,  as  to  what  our  religious  du- 
ties should  be.  I  do  not  deny  that  we 
should  invoke  the  blessing  of  Almighty 
God  upon  all  our  proceedings,  and  that, 
in  all  our  proceedings,  we  should  endea- 
vour to  conform  ourselves  to  that  which 
we  have  reason  to  believe  is  m  accordance 
with  his  will  My  hen.  Friend  the 
Membei  for  Oxford  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  has 
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■gain  ilated  hit  objection!  to  this  Bill. 
In  listing  ihem,  he  attempted  to  meet 
the  case  made  by  the  righi  hon.  Ba- 
ronet  opposite;  but  1  do  not  think  that 
he  has  in  any  degree  weakened  the  case 
which  the  right  hon.  Daronet  made.  My 
hon.  Friend  stated  thai  it  was  the  inten- 
tion of  the  House  of  Lords,  in  1838,  to 
insert  certain  nords  into  the  Bill  for  the 
removal  of  the  Test  and  Corporation  Act ; 
and  that  it  waa  the  intention  of  the  Houte 
of  Lords,  in  inserting  those  words,  to  ex- 
clude Jews.  But  10  ihat  the  answer,  by 
anticipation,  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  was 
quite  conclusive.  The  House  of  Lords 
themselves  propose  to  do  away  with  that 
exclusion.  They  themselves  are  now  of 
the  opinion  that  no  such  exclusion  should 
exist.  Therefore,  it  matters  not  what 
was  their  opinion  in  1828,  when  we  have, 
in  1845,  the  solemn  decision  of  the  House 
of  Lotd«  that  Jews  may  be  adinilted  to 
these  offices.  My  hon.  Friend  staled  that 
we  should  not,  merely  out  of  respect  for  the 
Jews,  on  account  of  acts  of  benevolence 
and  charily  done  by  them,  act  in  a  manner 
contrary  to  the  welfare  of  the  nation,  and 
inconsistent  with  our  duty  as  Christians. 
I  quite  admit  that;  but  think,  with  re- 
spect to  the  privileges  proposed  to  be 
gianled  by  this  Bill,  and  all  other  pri- 
vileges and  powers,  that  the  Jews  have  s 
riglit  to  claim  them.  When  they  aie  born 
in  this  country,  and  perform  all  the  duties 
of  subjects  of  the  Queen,  and  as  loyal  ua 
any  other  class  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  — 
when  they  contribute  to  the  wealth  of  the 
country  — when  they  are  neiiherdisaflecied 
nor  in  any  way  disnbedient  to  tlie  laws — 
when,  on  the  contrary,  as  is  admitted  by 
(he  statement  of  my  hon,  Friend,  they  are 
liberal  and  charitable  beyond  most  classes 
of  Christians,  in  their  contributions  for 
the  relief  of  the  needy  and  llic  indigent 
who  are  not  of  iheir  own  persuasion. — 1 
say,  when  such  is  the  case,  they  have  a 
right  to  claim  all  the  privileges  of  thi-ir 
fellow  subjecrs  at  our  hands,  and  it  is  an 
injustice  in  us  to  withhold  them.  My  hon. 
Friend  ssys  that  the  Bill  is  so  drawn  that 
aliens  might  enjoy  the  privileges  which  It 
designs  to  confer.  But  as  to  aliens,  the 
matter  is  left,  and  properly  left,  lo  the  ge- 
neral law  of  the  country.  This  Bill  will 
give  no  more  fight  to  a  German  Jew  than 
to  a  German  Cluislian,  and  the  law  of  the 
country,  ivhich  excludes  these  Jews  from 
offices  of  trust  aitd  profit,  will  be  equally 
cogent  and  efficaciout  after  the  passing  of 


Bill.  Bat  Jews,  the  tubjecli  of  Her 
Majesty,  may  fairly  claim  the  rights  and 
privileges  of  British  subjecti.  The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Oxford,  sayi, 
that  the  Jews  are  a  nation,  and  that  they 

e  themselves  upon  being  a  nation. 
at  the  same  time,  whether  ihey  are 

lion  or  not,  do  they  not  perform  alt 
their  duties  at  individuals  in  this  country  ? 
and,  if  so,  it  matters  not  whether  they  are 
or  are  not  called  a  nation, or  whether  the; 
are  so  or  not,  so  long  as  ihey  are  found 
living  under  obedience  to  the  laws.  What 
had  it  to  do  with  this  matter  whether  the 
gentleman  who  held  the  office  of  high 
sheriff  of  Kent  called  the  people  to  nhom 
he  belonged  a  nation,  a  sect,  or  a  persua- 
sion ?  Do  they  not  constitute  a  pan  of 
the  uealth  and  of  the  power  of  ihi<  coun- 
try, as  much  as  do  the  people  of  Wales  or 
of  Scotland  ?  And  suppose  thai  any  one  of 
these  Jews  came  under  the  provisiooi  of 
any  of  the  laws,  suppose  that  he  was  sub- 
jected to  any  civil  action  or  criminal  in- 
dictment, it  would  not  benefit  him  to  aay 
that  he  was  not  one  of  the  Enttlish  nation; 
and  as  he  would  fail,  like  others  in  auch 
circumstances,  under  the  penalties  of  (he 
law,  you  should,  therefore,  extend  to  him 
their  privileges  and  their  benefits.  On 
this  occasion,  as  happened,  if  I  recollect 
rightly,  before,  my  hon.  Friend  remind* 
me  of  a  comparison,  somewhat  relevant, 
which  Dugald  Stewart  makes  of  the  Uni- 
versity which  my  hon.  Friend  has  the 
honour  lo  represent,  to  a  ship  or  harge 
moored  in  the  stream,  and  which  serves  to 
measure  the  rapidity  of  the  current. 
Dugald  Stewart  sxid  that  the  University 
of  Oxford,  not  making  any  great  progress 
in  science  and  knowledge,  as  science  and 
knowledge  progressed,  reminded  him  of 
a  ship,  which  being  moored  in  the  stream, 
one  could  always  measure  by  it  the  ra- 
pidity of  the  current.  So  am  I  happy  to 
Bud  thai,  not  unfreqiienily,  while  my  hon. 
Friend  remains  moored  in  the  stream, 
we  belong  rather  to  the  current,  and  are 
passing  rapidly  by  him  as  he  remains  fixed 
in  his  position.  I  believe  that  when  (his 
question  was  last  discussed  it  had  not  the 
same  chance  of  passing  into  a  law  as  it 
now  has.  Ii  was  iinally  defeated  by  a 
majoiiiy  oF  the  other  House  of  Parliaroeol; 
and  my  hon.  Friend  had  then  an  assistance 
in  his  opposition,  which  I  am  glad  In  think 
he  is  not  likely  in  the  present  instance  to 
obtain.  Knowledge  upon  this  lubjecl  has 
since  greatly  iocreaieii,  and  it  ii  now  fast 
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ontitripplng  my  hon.  Frieod  in  iti  conrie. 
I  am  glad  of  ihif,  because  there  wia  a 
pfeat  admission  made  during  the  lime 
when  the  B'll  to  which  X  have  referred  was 
nndef  discussion  in  Parliament.  The 
Bishop  of  London  is  reported  Id  havesaid 
on  that  occasion,  in  (he  other  House,  that 
he  did  Dol  object  lo  Ihe  Bill,  because  it 
led  to  the  admission  of  Jews  to  offices  of 
Irnst  in  the  State,  and  to  seals  in  Parlia- 
ment. He  objected  to  it  because  it  took 
anuy  from  the  Constitution  of  this  coun- 
try its  distinctive  character  of  Christi- 
anity. Of  a  similar  kind  were  the  ob- 
jeciions  made  to  the  B'll  in  this  House. 
The  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  who  favoured 
us  the  other  night  with  a  most  able  speech 
on  another  subject,  but  whom  I  do  not 
now  see  in  his  place  assisting  my  hon. 
Ffiend— I  mean  tbe  right  hon.  Genlle- 
man  the  Member  for  Newark  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone)— made  this  statement : — 

"  If  it  was  possible  to  draw  a  broad  line  of 
principle  between  a  Bill  lo  admit  Jews  lo  mn- 
nicipal  oftices,  and  one  to  permit  them  to  holJ 
oilier  offices,  including  seHti  in  Parliament,  the 
subject  wouiJ  be  diiTereiil  from  that  wliich 
the;  had  now  to  discus^ :  but  he  was  saliafied 
,thal  tuch  a  line  could  not  be  drawn  ;  and  ihe 
adiocales  of  this  measure  mud,  lo  be  con- 
sisieni,  follow  it  up  with  another,  throwing 
open  (0  Jews  seats  in  ?arliiiment,  and  all 
oibsr  offices  which  miifht  be  held  byChriitians. 

His  ress'in  for  opposing  the  Bill  was 

ibis — that  tlie  piofession  of  the  Jew*  was  of 
itself  in  the  nature  of  a  diiquabficaiioo  far  le- 
giilative  office  in  a  country  where  Christi- 
anity  was  interworen  with  the  institutions  of 
the  State." 

Such  was  the  statement  of  the  fight  hon. 
Gentleman.  I  know  bow  well  qaalified  he 
is  10  maintain  his  opinion,  and  1  conclude, 
from  his  absence  to-day,  that  he  no  longer 
s  that  opinion;  and  I  am  happy 
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admission  of  Jews  to  municipal  offices 
lead  to  their  admission  to  officea  of  trust 
in  the  State,  and  lo  seatj  in  Parliament. 
He  was  not  the  only  Gentleman  who  held 
that  opinion.  The  right  hon.  Genileman 
—a  far  gr^aier  authoriiy.  as  holding  high 
office  in  Her  Majesty's  Council* — I  mean 
tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Eiciieqiier— made  the  same  objec- 
tion. In  answering  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Macaulay), 
be  said,  that — 

"  The  right  hon.'  Gentleman  complained  that 
Ibis  particular  mea.'^ure  was  opposed,  as  ir  it 
involved  the  admission  of  Jews  to  all  privileges 


whatevar.  But  did  the  right  hon.  OsHtlemaa 
reallj  mean  to  deny  that  this  measure  was  not 
viewed  as  a  aieppinjc  stone  lo  ulterior  object)  i 
Did  the  cigUt  hon.  Geolleman  expect  thai  any 
Member  of  the  House  who  bad  witnessed  an- 
tecedent proceedir)gs  would  he  so  credulous  as 
to  suppose  that  those  who  urged  the  present 
measure  aimed  at  nothing  beyond  throwing 
open  corporate  privileges  ?" 
So  spoke  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
1841.  Now,  Sir,  I  am  not  one  of  those 
who  are  so  credulous  as  to  suppose  that 
the  Jews  will  not  aim  at  greater  privilege* 
than  those  contemplated  to  be  conferred 
upon  them  by  this  Bill.  I  myself,  some 
lime  ago,  presented  a  petition,  in  which 
many  Jews,  belonging  to  London,  and  to 
other  places  in  this  country,  stated  very 
frankly,  that,  while  they  would  be  glad  to 
have  this  measure  passed,  they  did  not 
abale  one  jot  of  their  claim  to  higher  and 
greater  privileges.  Why,  Sir,  I  agree  with 
them— 1  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Genile- 
man the  Member  for  Newark,  and  with 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  that  the  only  principle 
upon  which  1  can  agree  lo  this  Bill  is, 
tiiai  it  will  lead  to  the  admission  of  Jews 
to  hi<iher  privileges.  I  did  not  conceal, 
in  1841,  that  if  they  came  and  asked  for 
these  privileges,  I  should  be  ready  to  grant 
them.  Although  there  may  be  times  wheD 
religiou*  questions  may  interfere  wiih  the 
performance  of  duties  of  this  kind,  yet,  in 
the  great  majotiiyof  instances,  1  should 
be  perfectly  ready  to  trust  a  Jeiv,  having 
a  firm  confidence  ia  his  own  belief,  with 
all  tbe  functions  which,  as  holding  a.  fo- 
liticat  office,  he  would  have  lo  discharge. 
His  religious  belief  would  not,  in  my  opi- 
nion, in  the  slightest  degree  interfere  with 
the  faithful  and  sufficient  discharge  of  his 
political  functions.  My  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
R.  H.  Iniilis)  mainlains  the  opposite  doc- 
trine, and  brings  rather  a  singular  autho- 
rity— not  sinfjular  for  me,  or  for  any  other 
Gentleman  on  this  side  of  the  House  to 
quote;  but  certainly  so,  as  quoted  by  my 
lion.  Friend— 1  me»n  the  late  Dr.  Arnold. 
Every  one  knows  that  Dr.  Arnold  enter- 
tained the  opinion,  which  1  think  was  a 
benevolent  but  a  visionary  theory,  that,  by 
uniting  in  one  the  religious  and  political 
communities,  you  could  have  a  State  with 
a  large  comprehension  of  religious  dif< 
ferences,  which  would  be  animated  by 
one  general  religious  belief,  and  one 
religious  hope.  But  for  this  purpose 
he  proposed  that  all  Chrtaliaoa,  Ro- 
,  niBQ  Catholics  and   Disienleis  of  every 
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kiad,  ihogld  be  admited  inlo  hii  nolion  of 
the  commuDilj,  pulitical  and  religioua, 
which  he  propoMd  ahould  luperiede  our 
prevent  imperfeci  iniiitutions.  li  ttint  the 
notion  of  taj  hon.  Friend?  I  can  con- 
ceive a  penon,  who  ha*  id  Urge  and  com- 
preheniive  a  tchenie  aa  ihat,  holding  that 
it  would  not  auit  with  (hat  scheme  lo  ad- 
mit Jewi'into  it,  I  can  conceive  the  au. 
tbor  of  auch  a  tcheine  tliinking  that  he 
could  eatabliih  noiympalh;  between  Jewa 
and  Cbnalians,  and  ihat,  aa  a  religioui 
maa,  be  mutt  hold  himaeir  aeparate  Troni 
the  Jews,  whom  he  could  ooi  admit  imo 
hia  republic.  But  mj  hon.  Friend  holdi 
DO  auch  enlarged  or  comprehenaive  opi- 
nioni.  He  ia  not  tvilting  tn  ealend  the 
bound* uf  the  political  coDomLnity.  He  hat, 
the  e'ore.  no  right  to  this  exriuiion.  He 
haa  no  tight  to  aay  that  he  would  forbid 
Chriitiana  who  differ  Trom  the  Church  of 
England  to  hold  certain  office*  — the  office 
of  Lord  Chancellor,  for  ioiiance — and,  at 
the  laine  lime,  coa]||  take  the  beoefit  of 
Dr.  Arnold's  opinion*  as  to  the  Jeirt, 
Either  let  him  take  the  whole  of  Dr. 
Arnold'*  theory,  which  I  conceive  an  un- 
■nbiteniial  theory,  or  let  him  not  quote 
Dr.  Arnold.  1  am  aure  that  nothing 
coiild  be  more  tepugoant  to  Dr-  Amold't 
opiniona  than  to  have  these  opinions  quot- 
ed aolely  in  behalf  of  the  eacluiion  of  the 
Jews,  while,  at  the  lame  time,  all  that 
liberal  and  coraprehenaive  in  iheae  opinio 
ia either  withheld  or  unacknowledged.  For 
lhe*e  reatoni  I  ahall  give  my  hearty  aa- 
aeoi  to  the  preaent  Bill.  1  do  not  even 
find  fault  with  it  on  the  acore  that 
not  so  comprehensive  aa  I  could  wish  it  to 
be.  It  ia  in  strict  conrutmity  with  the  pri. 
Tilegea  already  granted  (o  the  Jews,  and  I 
hail  it  a*  a  arep  io  further  measures,  think 
ing  it  will  lend  to  eiiend  ihe  charitabli 
feeling  by  which  the  member*  of  thia  com- 
munity ihould  become  united  together; 
and  I  not  only  heariily  give  my  vole  tt 
Ibi*  measure,  but  promise  it  to  thai  fuithei 
measure  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  fix- 
chequer  expect*,  by  which  Jews  will  be 
admitted  to  all  the  office*  in  ihe  Slate. 

Mr.  TreUtteity  said,  that  he  muit  appeal 
to  the  patience  uf  the  Huuiie,  under  the 
circumstances  in  which  fae  nu  placed, 
although  there  was  evidently  a  desire  to 
divide  as  soon  aa  possible.  He  h  id  put  a 
Notice  of  Motion  on  the  Books  last  year  on 
the  subject  before  the  Hunae,  and  had 
(hen  eiven  way  in  deference  to  a  wish  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the  bead 


the  Government,  who  denred  the  discus- 
sion, on  that  occaaiou,  of  another  meaaute. 
He  would  at  different  time*  have  travelled 
a  thousand  miles  tn  support  the  claims  of 
the  Jews,  and  this  was  his  claim  to  be 
beard.  He  considered  this  Bill  as  an  in- 
stalment; a*  luch  it  xhould  be  received,  and 
he  would  not  throw  impediments  in  the 
way  of  reforms,  by  aneering  at  the  incon- 
sistency of  thuae  who,  for  the  first  time. 
gave  them  lupport.  It  was  said  Jews 
were  a  nation  tui  generir,  that  their  habi- 
tual feeling  incapaci  ated  them  from  tak- 
ing auch  an  interest  in  the  welfare  and 
happiness  nf  countries  in  which  ihey  lived, 
as  could  be  alone  said  to  confer  a  good 
title  to  a  full  participation  of  political 
rights.  This  the  Jews  deny.  They  refer 
to  the  Report  of  the  Sanhedrim  called 
bv  Napoleon  in  1806,  a  Sanhedrim  which 
cominted  of  eighty  of  the  most  intelligent 
JewB  of  Prance  and  Italy,  of  whom  it  was 
required  that  they  should  slate  what  were 
the  principles  of  the  Hebrew  religion  in 
relation  to  aocial  and  political  afiiura. 
They  stated  that  it  was  the  duty  of  Jews 
to  love  and  regard  as  their  brethren  and 
CO- religionist*  all  who  afiurded  them,  nut 
merely  the  advantage*  of  civil  lociel/,  but 
even  hospitality  and  protection.  It  might 
be  aaid,  however,  that  Jewa  did  not  de- 
serve belief  when  laying  claim  to  the 
higheat  privilegea  attainable  by  human 
beings.  This  <va*  most  unfair  and  un- 
worthy of  Christian  charity,  when  it  was 
recollected  that  nothing  but  a  few  words 
namely— "on  the  true  faith  of  a  Chris- 
tian"—excluded  Jews  from  that  House. 
He  would  ask  whether  conicientious 
scruples  were  so  cheap,  that  the  Houio 
could  afford  to  deipise  them  ?  Thoae  who 
muntained  the  doctrine  that  promiae*  werw 
literally  binding,  and  thereby  denied 
Lheraselvei  gre;it  advantages  accessible  t<^ 
others,  were  especially  worthy  of  credit. 
Why  not  then  be  content  with  a  promise 
from  Jew*  on  taking  office,  that  they 
would  never,  in  the  exercise  nf  their  du- 
ties, come  tn  any  decision  at  variance  with, 
the  interests  nf  the  community  at  large  f 
The  House  might  aa  well  trust  tbem. 
making  that  prumite,  a*  trust  them  as  it 
nnw  dues,  that  they  will  not  get  within 
ita  walla  by  using  the  necessary  form  of 
oath  for  admisttun,  whilst  they  remain,  in 
fact,  in  their  secret  souls  Jews-  The  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  hail  said  Chris- 
tianity was  part  of  the  common  law  of  the  - 
land.  Now,  be  would  ask,  what  was 
Christianity  f  Was  a  beli^  in  the  Trinity 
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emential  to  tlie  idea  ?  Then,  if  bo,  Socin- 1 
ians  were  not  Christians,  and  they  ought 
to  be  excluded  from  all  offices  which  tbev 
rosy  now  hold,  but  which  are  not  accessible 
to  Jews.  The  opinions  of  Dr.  Arnold  had 
been  mentioned.  His  principle  was  em- 
bodied in  the  dictum,  "comprehension 
without  compromise."  But  all  the  argu- 
ments by  which  he  advocated  the  inclu- 
sion of  all  Christians  within  the  pale  of  the 
law,  would  go  equally  to  tlie  inclusion  of 
all  reJIj^ioniets  whatever.  Tlie  Jews  had 
been  shamefully  treated.  In  times  past  it 
bad  been  criminal  to  ruckle  or  nurse  a 
Jew's  child.  Proclamations  had  been  offered 
by  Sovereigns  of  this  country,  conferring 
treacherous  favour  on  this  persecuted  sect, 
that  it  might  be  pampered  for  future  ex- 
tortion. One  Jew  was  com|ielled  to  give 
up  bis  gold  by  suffering  the  loss  of  a  tooth 
daily  till  be  discovered  where  he  kept  it. 
They  had  been  called  usurers.  ^Vbat 
nonder  that  they  eought  the  acquisition  of 
gold,  when  they  couldn't  hold  land  by 
law,  and  were  daily  liable  to  expatriation  f 
Then  it  was  said  it  would  be  impious  to 
emancipate  Jews,  because  the  will  of  tbe 
Deity  was  expressed  in  Scripture  that  they 
should  never  hnld  offices  in  tbe  countries 
in  which  they  lived.  He  would askwhich 
was  most  impious,  to  affirm  that  something 
prophesied  had  not  come  to  pass,  or  to  at- 
tempt to  bring  about  an  effect  apparently 
contrary  to  prophecy  ?  The  latter  might 
result  from  mere  misconception  of  lan- 
guage. The  former  deliberately  affirmed 
that  what  was  prophesied  had  not  come  to 
pass.  For  he  could  prove  that  in  some 
instances  Jews  bad  held  all  offires  in  the 
-State  as  well  as  other  citizens.  Then  the 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  maintained 
that  if  Jews  were  admitted,  Iliudoos, 
Parsees,  and  so  forth,  might  claim  admis- 
sion. Well,  if  any  large  number  of  the 
people  turned  Mahomedans  (not  a  very 
probable  hypothesis),  it  would  be  but  right 
they  should  be  represented.  The  electors 
ought  to  decide  on  the  qualificationB  of  a 
candidale.  Nor  let  it  be  said  that  bis 
choice  was  alreadv  restricted  bv  the  requi- 
sition of  an  income  of  300/.  a  year.  That 
was  not  their  question.  The  question  was, 
ought  a  roan  (being  a  Jew)  to  be  rejected 
if  he  had  300^.  a  year?  Considering,  then, 
that  there  were  no  good  reasons  for  depriv- 
ing Jews  of  the  benefit  of  the  general  prin- 
ciple, that  religiouB  opinions  ought  to  be 
no  bar  to  office,  considering  their  high  in- 
telligence and  great  general  integrity  as 
citizens,  he  thought  Hie  time  was  come 
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when    their   disabilities  should  be   with- 
drawn, and  when  they  should  be  placed  in 
favourable  a   position  as  regards  civil 
rights  as  persons  of  other  persuasions. 

Mr.  Monckltm  Milnes  said  he  should 
support  the  measure,  and  regretted  that 
any  prejudice  against  admitting  tbe  Jews 
to  civil  privileges  should  exist.  He  had 
lately  witnessed  in  tbe  Government  of 
Prussia  a  most  dangerous  and  immoral 
effect,  arising  from  the  encouragement 
given  to  those  prejudices  against  the  Jewish 
nation.  He  had  there  seen,  in  the  midst 
of  a  highly  civilized  community,  an  ani- 
mosity against  this  race  hardly  surpassed 
in  the  United  States  by  that  existing  be- 
tween tbeblaclc  and  white  races.  He  was 
sure  this  measure,  and  every  other  the 
House  could  pass  of  a  similar  tendency, 
would  be  productive  of  useful  and  benefi- 
cial effects,  not  only  to  the  Jews  of  this 
country,  hut  to  those  of  every  other  nation 
where  they  were  at  present  so  cruelly  per- 
secuted. He  was  sure  that  the  disabilities 
to  which  the  Jews  were  subjected  were 
injurious  to  those  who  imposed  them; 
while  the  pride  thus  fostered,  and  the 
principles  encouraged,  were  totally  oppo- 
site to  tbe  spirit  of  Christian  charity.  He 
was  convinced  that  civil  rights  and  privi- 
leges should  be  extended  as  far  as  was  con- 
sistent with  tbe  safety  and  security  of  the 
Christian  religion.  He  congratulated  tbe 
Jews  on  their  present  position.  On  a 
former  occasion,  only  two  Members  sup- 
ported a  similar  attempt  to  remove  their 
disabilities,  and  he  himself  was  then  held 
up  to  obloquy  for  so  doing.  He  was  gra- 
tified to  find  that  in  supporting  their  claims 
now,  be  was  only  going  with  the  stream. 
He  did  not  question  the  motives  which 
induced  hon.  Members  who  formerly  op- 
posed the  claimsof  the  Jews  now  to  support 
them ;  but  he  should  look  with  great  cu- 
riosity at  their  names  in  the  division. 

An  hon.  Member,  whose  name  we  could 
not   ascertain,  briefly  supported  the  Bill. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question,  that 
the  word  "  now"  stand  part  of  tbe  Ques- 
tion : — Ayes  91 ;  Noea  U  :  Majority  80. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 
Aglionby,  H.  A.  Barnard,  E.  G, 

Ainsworlh,  P.  Benbow,  J, 

Arundel   and   Surrey,    Bowles,  Adm. 

Earl  of  Bright,  J, 

BaJllie,  Col.  Broadwood,  H. 

Baine,  W.  Brothenon,  J. 

Baring,  rl.  hn.  F.  T.      Cardnell,  E. 
Bating,  T.  Chrisiie,  W.  D. 

Barine,  il.  hon,  W.  B,    Cockburn,il.hn.Sirti. 


Colebrooke,SirT.  E. 

Morrison.  O, 

Corry,  right  hon.H. 

Munlz,  G.  F. 

Murphy,  F.  S. 

DifMl.  E. 

Nicholl.rt.  hon.J. 

Duncan,  Viict. 

O-Coonell.M.J. 

Duncan,  G. 

Ogle.  S.  C.  EL 

Duncombe,  T. 

Paulson,  J. 

Dund»,  F. 

Peohell,  Capl. 

Fklden,  J. 

Peel,  n.  hn.  Sir  R. 

Forster,  M. 

Peel,  J. 

Fremanlle,rl.hn,SiiT. 

Plnmridge,  Capt. 

French,  F. 

Polhili,  P. 

Oaskell,  J.  M. 

Proiheroe,  E. 

Gibwn,  T.  M. 

Koche,  E.  B. 

Gill,  T. 

Rou*,  hon.  Capt. 

Gordon,  honJ  Capt. 

Rusiell,  Lord  J. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 

Sandoo,  Visei. 

Graham,  rl.hoo.  Sir  J. 

Seymour,  Lord 

Greenp,  T. 

Smith,  J.  A. 

Halford,  Sir  H. 

Smith,  rt.  ho.  T.  B.  C 

Ilamllion,  C.  J.  B. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C. 

Stewart,  P.  M. 

Haroourt.G.G. 

Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 

HawM,B. 

Tbeiiger,  Sir  P. 

Hetberl,  n.  hon.  S. 

Thoroely.  T. 

Hope,  lion.  C. 

TrelawDy,J.S. 

Hope,  G.  W. 
Irving,  J. 

Vane,  Lord  n. 

VilllBrs,hon.C. 

Jetmyn,  Earl 

Warburlon,  11. 

Jones,  Capt. 

Ward,  H.  G. 

Lenoox,  Lord  A, 

Wawn,  3.  T. 

IJDcoln,  Earl  of 

Wellesley,  Lord  0. 

LowtheT,SirJ.  H. 

WillJams,  W. 

MacktDiie,  W.  F. 

Wood,  Col.  T. 

M'Neill,  D. 

Yotke,  n.  R. 

Mangle*,  R.D. 

Milnea,  R.  M. 

Moffatt,  G. 

Young,  J. 

Morris,  D. 

Baring,  H. 

Lut  of  the  NoEi. 

Ca«w,  W.  H.  P. 

Newdegale,  C.  N. 

Dickinson,  F.  H. 

Pringte,  A. 

EilcoMrt,T.(J.  B. 

Richardi,  R. 

Goring.  C. 

Spooner,  R. 

Hope,  A. 

Lefroy,  A. 

iDgli*,  Sit  R.  H. 

Jrfckharl,  W. 

Plumptre,  J.  P. 

BiB  read  a  wcona 

time. 

PooB  Law  (Scotland).]  The  Lord 
Advocate  having  moved  the  Order  of  the 
Dav  for  a  Committee  of  the  whole  House 
on  the  Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland) 
Bill, 

Mr.  Lockharl  said,  the  Bill  as  it  now 
stood  was  in  many  important  poiticukrs 
difTerent  from  the  original  measure,  and 
he  thought  it  was  only  fair  that  the  people 
of  Scotland  should  have  an  opportunity  of 
conHideriDg  it  in  iti  amended  form  ;  but  he 
should    not  peiiist  in   his  Motion  for  its 
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On  Clause  73,  providing  for  the  removal 
of  Iruh  paupers. 

Sir  J.  Graham,  in  reply  to  the  observa- 
tions of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lanark,  said, 
that  when  the  Bill  was  first  introduced,  it 
was  intimated  by  the  Government  that  it 
was  impossible  to  malce  such  a  measure 
perfect  in  the  first  instance,  and  that 
Amendments  would  necessarily  be  intro- 
duced in  Committee,  founded  on  the  infor- 
mation and  the  arf^ments  advanced  by 
those  who  were  locally  acquainted  with  the 
country.  For  the  change  introduced  in 
this  particular  clause  lie  was  himself  re- 
sponsible, as,  upon  mature  coniideratioii,  h« 
did  not  think  the  clause,  as  originally 
brought  in,  was  sufficient. 

Mr.  P.  M.  Stewart  said,  all  that  had 
transpired  in  K^rd  to  this  Bill  showed 
the  propriety  of  postponing  this  measure 
till  a  future  Session.  He  had  exhaustei) 
all  fair  means  to  effect  the  object,  and  he 
trusted  that  ho  should  resort  to  none  that 
were  unfair.  He  must  say  that  the  Scot- 
tish Members  hod  not  been  fairly  treated 
in  regard  to  these  alterations,  which  had 
been  introduced  by  the  Government  with- 
out any  intimation  whatever. 

Sir  J.  GroAom  observed,  that  whatever 
might  be  the  law  of  settlement  in  England, 
and  whatever  might  be  its  defects,  he  ad* 
mitted  that  Scotchmen  and  Irishmen  were 
entitled  to  the  full  benefit  of  it  on  a  perfect 
equality  with  Englishmen. 

Sic  C.  Clerk  contended,  that  at  to  set- 
tlement no  difference  should  be  made  be- 
tween (he  natives  nf  Scotland,  England, 
and  Ireland.  He  cordially  supported  the 
clause,  and  denied  that  there  was  any  ge- 
neral  feeling  against  the  Bill  in  Scotland ; 
on  the  contrary  its  principle  was  approved 
of,  and  the  petitions  against  it  principally 
referred  to  matters  of  detail. 

Mr.  Duncan  approved  of  the  provision 
of  the  clause,  requiring  a  five  years'  indus- 
trial residence  to  obtain  a  settlement.  He 
contended  that  its  application  was  uni- 
versal. 

Mr.  DaHnf  thought  that  Englishmen. 
Scotchmen,  and  Irishmen,  should  be  put  on 
the  same  footing  respectively  in  the  three 
countries.  He  approved  of  the  clause  aa 
effecting  this  object. 

Mr.  F.  M.  Stewart  objected  to  the  hur- 
ried mode  in  which  alterations  had  been 
introduced  into  the  clause.  He  approved 
of  the  provision  requiring  live  years'  Indus- 
trial  residence. 

Sir  IV.  Somervilte  hoped  that  the  poor 
Scotch  in  Ireland  would  be  treated  at  the 
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I  ireat  the  poor  Iriiti  iu 


clauie  proposed 
Scotland- 

Ciatue  agreed  to  nith  verbal  Amend- 
ments. 

RemainiDg  dauses  agreed  to. 

House  returned. 

Report  to  be  received. 

B11.1.S  OF  ExcHAKOB,]  On  the  Mo- 
tion of  .Sir/.  Graham,  the  Bills  of  Ex- 
change Bill  was  lead  a  Third  Time. 

Mr.  M.  Gibson  moved  to  add  tlie  foU 
lowing  proviso  to  the  1st  Clause  : — 

"  That  the  Proviso  in  the  rvcitei)  Act,  that 
nothing  therein  contained  shall  extend  to  the 
loan  or  forbearance  of  any  Money  upon  se- 
curity of  any  lands,  tenements,  or  lieredjta- 
menis,  or  any  estate  therein,  shall  not  be 
continued  by  Ihi^  Act." 

The  House  vould  observe  that  this  Bill 
was  for  the  continuance  of  an  Act  vrliich 
passed  in  I8D9,  abolishing  the  usuTjIawg, 
us  lo  Bills  of  Exchange,  and  loans  above 
the  value  of  10/.  The  Tornier  aud  present 
Bills  contained  each  a  proviso  exempting 
from  their  operation  "lands,  tenements, 
and  heredilamenl."  Money  could  not  be 
raised  on  these,  except  at  5  per  cent.  Notv, 
bis  proviso  was  for  the  purpose  oFabolishing 
this  exemption.  His  object  was  to  give 
a  more  fiee  scope  to  the  system  of  legisla- 
tion which  had  now  continued  for  several 
years.  He  believed  tbey  were  indebted 
lo  the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal,  for  the 
first  inroad  on  the  usury  laws.  A  period 
of  twcnly-two  years  had  elapsed  since 
(bat  attempt  was  made,  and  be  thought 
the  most  timid  and  apprehensive  person 
could  not  object  lo  see  the  principle  car- 
ried further.  Indeed,  it  was  most  diffi- 
cult to  understand  why  one  portion  of  the 
community  should  be  at  lilieriy  to  make 
■heir  own  money  bargains,  and  another 
deprived  of  any  snch  power.  He  could 
perfectly  understand  that  one  rale  of  in- 
leiesi  should  be  fixed  by  law  for  the 
whole  community ;  but  could  not  under- 
stand (hat  tome  should  be  allowed  to 
raise  money  on  personal  security,  at  any 
rale  of  interest  they  thonght  fil.'and  that 
oihrrs  should  not  be  able  to  do  so  on 
their  title-deeds  or  other  landed  security. 
He  believed  this  rcslticlicn  was  exiremely 
injurious  lo  ihe  landed  interest ;  and  that 
was. not  his  o|>iiiion  solely,  but  that  of  the 
Committee,  composrd  of  most  able  men, 
who  sat  on   the   subject  of  our  usury 
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lawi,  in   1818.    Their  First  Retoluiion 
wu:— 

"  That  it  is  the  opinion  of  this  Committee, 
that  the  laws  regulalmg  or  restraining  the  rate 
of  interest  have  been  extensively  evaded,  and 
have  failed  of  the  effect  of  impoiingamaximain 
upon  such  rale;  and  that  of  late  years,  from  the 
constant  excess  nf  the  market  rate  of  interest 
above  the  rate  limited  by  law,  they  have  add- 
ed lo  ihe  expense  incurred  by  the  boirowers 
on  real  security,  and  that  such  borrowers  have 
been  compelled  to  resort  to  the  mode  of  grant- 
ing annuities  on  lives,  a  mode  which  has  been 
made  a  cover  for  obtaining  higher  interest 
Ihan  the  rate  limited  by  law,  and  has  furlher 
subjected  the  borrowers  to  enarmous  charges, 
□r  forced  them  to  make  very  disadvantageous 
sales  of  their  et tales ." 
The  Third  Resolution  was:— 

"That  it  is  Ihe  opinion  of  thit  Committee 
that  the  present  period,  when  the  market  rate 
of  interest  is  below  the  legal  rate,  affords  an 


Now,  the  present  moment  was  jast  such 
as  the  Committee  referred  to,  when  there 
were  advertisements  every  day  offering 
money  at  3i  and  4  per  cent,  on  good 
landed  security,  their  law  was  inoperative. 
But  it  might  happen  that  the  market  rata 
would  rise  above  the  legal ;  and  should 
that  be  the  case,  the  landholder  could  not 
raise  money  at  5  per  cent.,  but  must  bav« 
recourse  to  annttilies,  or  to  the  sale  of  bia 
estate  at  a  great  sacrifice.  It  was  well 
known  that  in  building  Iransactiont,  men 
were  now  greatly  jeopardized  by  the 
uncertainty  attending  the  usury  laws. 
Amongst  the  witnesses  examined  before 
the  Committee  to  which  he  referred,  were 
Sir  S.  Romilly,  and  Sir  E.  Sugden.  The 
testimony  of  the  former  was — 

"  Has  your  experience  enabled  you  to 
Form  an  opinion  as  to  the  operation  of  the 
usury  laws  upon  the  landed  interest?'' — 
As  far  as  ray  cxperienca  goes,  I  should 
say,  thai  tlie  laws  aaaiust  usury  are  very  in- 
jurious to  the  landed  interest.  'Ilie  effect  of 
them,  I  Ihink,  is,  that  when  tbe  proprietors  of 
estates  are  under  the  necessity  of  raising  mo- 
ney at  times  when  money  is  extremely  scarce, 
they  are  obliged  lo  raise  it  by  the  granting  of 
annuities  or  in  oiher  modes  extremely  disad- 
vantageous lo  themselves." 
Sir  E.  Sugden,  the  ablest  real  property 
lawyer  of  this  couniry,  wsa  also  ex- 
amined.   He  was  asked — 

"Have  the  usury  laws  been  beneRcial, or 
otherwise,  10  the  landed  proprietor P— They 
have  heen  decidedly  inimical  to  the  interatt 
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of  the  landed  proprietor.  Eferj  landed 
proprietor  will  have  money  when  he  wants 
it,  and  there  are  always  two  rate*  of  inter- 
est; one  the  matliet  rate,  the  other  the 
legal  rate.  If  the  market  rale  rises  above 
the  legal  rate,  the  landed  proprielor  must 
necessaiity  resort  to  some  shift  to  evade 
the  usury  laws;  this  is  done  under  the  co- 
lour of  granting  life  animiiies.  In  all  such 
dealings,  the  transaction  is,  in  truth,  a  loan; 
the  parly  advancing  the  money  always  fixes 
upon  a  rale  per  cent,  at  which  he  is  wilhng 
to  lend  the  money,  lo  which  he  adds  the  cost! 
of  the  insurance,  The  higher  the  terms  are 
tlie  more  the  transaction  assumes  ihe  shape 
of  a  loan,  because  the  very  exorbitancy  of  the 
terms  renders  it  an  act  of  duly  on  the  part  of 
the  borrower  towards  himself  to  repurchase 
the  aanuKy  as  noon  as  he  possibly  can  ;  for  in 
all  these  cases,  wiliiout  any  exception,  a  power 
to  repurchase  is  inserted  in  the  grant  of  the 
aanuily.  And,  in  speaking  of  such  transac- 
tions, I  have  invariably  observed,  that  Ihe 
patties  treat  them  as  loans,  and  not  as  a 
purchase  out  and  out   of  an   annuity. 

"  Are  you  aware  of  anj  inconvenience  ihal 
would  result  from  the  repeal  of  those  laws  ?— 
I  have  latterly  turned  that  over  frequently  in 
my  mind,  and  I  enlertain  a  confident  opin- 
ion  Ihal  the  repeal  of  those  laws  would  not  in 
any  manner  prejudice  ihe  landed  interest." 
The  fact  wai,  these  laws  were  the  lait 
Temnant  of  a  barbarous  syslein  of  legisla- 
tion, and  should  not  id  any  way  be  coun- 
tenanced by  the  Legislature,  after  the  ex- 
perience ne  had  bad  of  the  working  of  a 
contrary  principle. 

Clause   brought  up  and   read   a  first 
time. 

On  Ihe  Question,  ihat  ihe  clauie  be 
read  a  Second  Time. 

Mr.  W.  Witliams  said,  that  if  ihe  Bill 
were  allowed  to  pass,  he  should  suppoit 
the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr. 
M.  Gibson).  He  (Mr.  Williams)  couk 
■ee  no  reason  why  land  ahould  be  ex- 
cepted from  the  general  rule  in  ihe  trans- 
actions  to  which  this  measure  referred. 
He  considered,  however,  that  the  Bill 
ought  not  to  pass  for  t!ie  period  proposed. 
He  considered  five  years  far  too  long  for 
its  duration.  He  considered  thi 
dency  would  be  to  inflict  a  great  evil  upon 
the  smaller  class  of  shopkeepers  and  pi 
sons  of  Ihe  same  rank  in  life.  He  did  not 
lay  that  the  rate  of  interest  ahould  be 
stricied  to  five  percent.,  but  he  thought 
that  some  Mmiis  should  be  fined.  Wher- 
ever  usury  bad  prevailed,  the  mosl  inju- 
rious consequences  had  ensued.  In  a  great 
number  of  bankruptcies  it  would  be  found 
that  the  parties  had  failed  in  consequence 
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of  ihe  exorbitant  rates  at  nhich  they 
borrowed  capital.  He  knew  himselfone 
instance  where  a  man,  formerly  in  affluent 
rircumstaocet.had  become  reduced  to  deep 
indigence.  The  cause  of  this  was  discovered 
to  be  the  usurious  terms  at  which  he  had 
borrowed  money.  He  obtained  a  loan  at 
as  high  a  rale  of  interest  as  60  per  cent. 
He  (Mr.  Williams)  could  remember  that 
at  the  period  from  1839  to  the  beginning 
of  184],  ns  much  as  15,20,  and  35  per 
cent,  was  paid  upon  advances  of  money 
'  ivestmeat  in  trade.  He  could  not 
assent  to  the  argument  that  had  been  used 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Manchester,  ihat 
money  should  be  had  at  freely  as  possible. 
He  {Mr.  Williams)  thought  that  while  the 
precious  metals  did  not  form  the  only  cir- 
culating medium,  but  forty-five  to  fifty 
in  bank  notes  were  in  exist- 
ence, it  was  highly  inexpedient  to  lean 
the  rale  of  interest  without  defined  limits. 
ight  refer  to  the  whole  current  of 
ancient  and  modern  history  for  confirma- 
ion  of  bis  assertion,  that  the  sanction  of 
usury  had  constantly  injured  nations,  Be- 
lides,  there  were  the  denunciations  of 
Scripture  against  the  crime,  ["  Hear."] 
Hon.  Members  might  disregard  that  as  an 
authority  ;  but  if  it  were  to  have  its  proper 
weight,  then  the  denunciations  against 
the  vice  of  usury  should  be  atlvnded  to  as 
'  res  from  the  policy  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman recommended.  The  clau  of  per- 
son* most  liable  to  be  injured  by  the  abo- 
of  the  usury  laws  would  be  the  most 
weak  and  needy  class  of  the  community  ; 
and  those  who  would  prey  upon  their  ne. 
cessities  would  be  the  most  grasping  aud 
rapacious.  It  was  to  protect  the  former 
that  be  should  consider  it  his  duty,  if  the 
Bill  were  proposed  to  be  passed  for  more 
than  one  year,  to  move  that  it  pass  that 
day  three  months. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  felt 
himself  relieved  from  going  deeply  into  the 
question  by  the  great  discrepancy  between 
the  position  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Man- 
chester, and  that  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Coventry  (Mr.  Williams).  Seeing  the 
lateness  of  the  Session,  he  had  abstained 
from  raising  a  discussion  upon  a  topic 
tvhrch  he  knew,  if  entered  upon,  would 
have  had  theeffeclof  postponing  the  pass- 
ing a  measure  which  lie  believed  had 
proved  useful  to  the  community.  The 
Bill,  in  fact,  was  only  a  renewal  of  the 
Acts  which  had  passed  in  1837,  1839. 
1840,  1341,1843,  and  1845.    The  hon. 
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Member  for  Manchester  had  complained 
tliat  the  effect  of  ihe  clauae  he  [iroposed 
10  ei elude,  h lid  been  to  prevrnt  tlie  exten- 
sion of  building  speculations.  He  would 
rerer  to  the  rapid  progress  of  buiidiog;  In 
Ihe  metropolis  and  its  vicioily,  to  show 
how  tittle  this  effect  had  followed.  Tliere 
was  a  good  reason  why  they  should  not 
suddenly  abrogate  the  provision.  If  they 
were  to  start  de  novo,  no  doubt  the  free- 
dom of  money  would  bs  beneScial  to  the 
landed  interest ;  but  circumstances  had 
occQired  which  prevcnled  the  landed  pro- 
prietors from  acting  upon  the  same  terms 
with  the  lender  as  others  who  had  bor- 
rowed money.  The  lender  had  frec]uenily 
the  power  of  compelling  the  landed  bor- 
rower to  pay  money  at  a  rate  above  the 
average  value  in  the  market.  No  doubt 
the  landed  proprietor  might  originally  have 
made  arrangements  for  his  own  proieccion ; 
but  it  would  be  unfair  to  alter  the  exist- 
ing system  without  giving  time  to  the 
landed  interest  to  make  such  arrange- 
ments as  would  relieve  them  from  ibe 
chance  of  exaction.  Without  then  de- 
ciding the  question  whether  the  dislinc- 
lion  ought  for  ever  to  continue  between 
money  borrowed  upon  land  and  upon 
Other  security,  he  thought  that  the  House 
would  do  well  to  continue  the  existing 
law  for  the  limited  period  proposed  by  the 
present  Bill.  He  did  not  think  it  neces- 
sary to  enter  into  a  discussion  with  the 
hon.  Member  foi  Coventry  as  to  the  be- 
nefit of  the  usury  laws.  That  question 
had  been  already  decided.  He  would 
only  say  that  he  believed  many  traders  in 
this  city  had  been  saved  from  ruin  by  be- 
ing able  to  borrow,  at  short  periods,  the 
sum  necessary  for  preserving  their  credit. 
Mr.  Frattcii  T.  Baring  collected,  from 
what  had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
that  he  was  not  nnfavonrable  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  clause.  He  would  sug^cest 
that  if  the  Government,  in  a  future  Ses- 
sion, would  consent  to  the  appointment  of 
a  Committee  to  examine  into  the  eSect  of 
Ihe  usury  laws  on  the  landed  interest, 
and  have  an  inquiry  into  their  operation, 
it  would  be  better  to  pass  the  Bill  in  its 
present  shape  without  Ibis  clause.  Such 
an  inquiry,  he  had  no  doubt,  would  have 
the  effect  of  convincing  every  man  (he  only 
wondered  that  a  sensible  man  could  have 
any  difficulty  as  to  the  point)  that  they 
were,  in  point  of  fact,  by  being  exempted 
under  this  Bill,  suffering  great 


nience.  With  respect  to  the  limitation  of 
the  period,  the  late  Government,  he  must 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  had  aU 
ways  proposed  that  the  Bill  should  be  per- 
manent ;  it  was  the  House  of  Lords  which 
limited  the  term  to  one  or  two  years.  Not 
only  were  former  Bills,  as  they  had  been 
introduced,  permanent,  but  they  were  also 
general,  not  exempiing  the  landed  interest. 
In  the  present  state  of  our  legislation,  the 
usury  laws  did  not  apply  to  Bills  running 
for  three  months.  What  sense  there  was 
111  freeing  Bills  for  three  months,  and  not 
also  Bills  for  twelve  months,  he  could  not 
see.  Nothing  was  more  apparent,  from 
the  evidence  before  the  Committee,  than 
that  a  repeal  of  the  usury  laws  would 
be  beneficial.  He  regrelled  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  thought  it 
necessary  to  make  his  measure  a  mere 
continuation  of  the  former  Bill,  for  there 
had  been  trial  enough  of  the  principle,  and 
[he  Bill  might  have  been  made  a  perma- 
nent one,  without  exhibiting  that  appear- 
ance of  insecurity  which  a  temporary 
measure  presented.  He  hoped,  at  all 
events,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
allow  a  Committee  next  year. 

Sir  R.  Feel  said,  that  when  it  had  first 
been  proposed  to  relax  the  usury  laws, 
great  opposition  had  been  made  by  many 
patties  connected  with  commerce.  They 
had  argued  that  the  relaxation  would  sub- 
ject them  to  the  greatest  inconvenience, 
and  the  greatest  danger,  inasmuch  as 
it  would  enable  persons  to  exact  an  interest 
of  mora  than  live  per  cent  upon  money. 
But  experience  had  proved  that  the  relaxa- 
tion was  of  the  greatest  possible  advantage 
to  commerce,  and  that  the  prohibition  to 
advance  money  upon  good  security  for 
what  that  money  was  worth,  really  ope- 
rated most  injuriously  on  commerce.  He 
did  not  believe  that  the  present  restriction 
respecting  the  advancement  of  money 
upon  land,  was  for  the  benefit  of  the 
landed  interest.  But  he  was  aware  that 
great  apprehension  was  entertained  upon 
that  subject;  and  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  advisable,  by  any  immediate  and 
violent  change,  to  create  great  and  unne- 
cessary alarm.  He  could,  under  these 
circumstances,  see  no  objection  to  the  ap- 
pointment, during  the  next  Session,  of  a 
Select  Committee,  which  might  by  Its  la- 
bours throw  new  light  upon  Ihe  subject, 

Mr.  WartiiirloH  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
might  be  perfectly  sutisbed  with  the  result 
of  the  discussioO)  as  he  had  obtained  the 
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admiMion  (hat  the  trad*  in  money  ought  to 
be  as  fiee  es  the  tradi!  in  any  other  com- 
modity. There  had  heen  ample  eiperience 
of  the  good  working  of  the  Bill,  both 
when  there  waa  a  great  preaaure  upoa  the 
money  market,  and  nhen  there  wai  an 
■bdndaoce  of  money.  He  recommended 
hiahoD.  Friend  to  take  the  Five  Yeari'  Bill, 
which  wae  a  further  eiteniion  of  the  prin- 
ciple than  bad  yet  been  obtained,  and  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  next  year  lo  do  away  with 
the  ttttiry  lawa  as  applicable  to  the  landed 
intereit. 

Mr.  Vernon  Smith  recommended  hii 
hen.  Friend  not  lo  preaa  hia  Motion  lo  s 
difiiion. 

Motion  negatived.     Bill  paaied. 

Houie  adjourned  at  a  quarter  pait  one. 


HOUSE    OF   LORDS, 
Friday,  July  18,  1845. 

Mijiim*.}    BiLU.  PiMI: 


Lututic  Aiylum*  ud  l^pcr  Lmatia;   Liuulk  Arf 

lurnt  {InUnd). 
r-  WaUcUndilAullnliiili  Apprdwuion  efOflbodBi. 

Field  Gvdenii  Loui  SodHlni  Hlgbny  nalo. 
.^■'    ind  puKd:— FdreifULoItaiEai  High  CddiDiMb. 
prhati^l-  Gmnwid  mi  Roshotai  HUlmyi  Yoke 

Bond  (No.  :ji  South  EutenRiUni  (GrRavlcb  Ei 


>)  GMUa  I  BilghtoD  mi 


hod.  udNrUiUrnlMnet  tUllwijr. 
Rifirlid — WM  UmdoB  luiLnT  ExU 
WotmliuteT  ImprdraDciilt  Hinh'i  (( 


!'•  EiUte :  Dulu  of  Brldfemur^ 


DisTUBBAKCE)  IV  Lkitrim.]  The 
Marquei*  of  Clanrtcarde  presented  a  peti- 
tion fVom  magiatratea,  resident  gantry,  and 
inhabitants  of  the  county  of  Leiirim,  let- 
ting forth  the  disturbed  condition  of  the 
county,  and  praying  for  the  adoption  of 
measures  for  the  protection  of  life  and 
property.  The  petition  suggMted  that 
the  law  which  granted  compensation  to 
be  levied  on  the  county  or  barony,  in  cast 
of  malicious  injury  being  done  to  a  parti- 
cular description  of  property,  «honid  be 
extended  lo  all  kinds  of  property,  and 
alsoto  injury  Inflicted  on  the  person.  Itap- 
peured  from  the  newspapers  that  500/.  had 
been  awarded  as  compensation  to  tite  wi- 
dow of  Mr.Booih  by  tliegtand  jury.  Hebad 
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not  beeo  nwaro  Ibat  that  could  be  doae: 
but,  if  not,  the  law  ought  to  be  altered;  it 
would  impose  a  considerable  check  as 
such  outrages,  and  be  an  inducement  Is 
the  respectable  neighbours  to  premi 
crime  or  apprehend  the  murderer.  The 
noble  Marquess  iben  said,  that  be  woold 
proceed  to  ask  the  Government,  pursuisl 
10  notice,  what  course  they  meant  lo  poi- 
suo  with  regard  lo  Mr.  Watson,  a  ms^i- 
Irate  and  deputy-lieutenant  of  the  counij 
of  Antrim?  It  had  been  thought  proper 
not  10  renew  the  I'arly  Processions  Act, 
which  expired  a  few  weeks  ago;  and  on 
the  23rd  of  June  a  meeiing  was  held  is 
Liiburne,  attended  b;  300  masters  of 
Orange  lodges,  and  presided  over  by  Mr. 
Watson— a  niost  respectable  genilcman. 
and  extremely  popular  in  Itis  neighbour- 
hood, but  whose  conduct  in  his  public  and 
official  capacity,  must  not  therefore  go 
unnoticed.  Resolutions  were  passed  at 
that  meeting,  and  signed  by  him,  lo  re- 
organize the  Oraoge  institutions  in  ihe 
county,  and  to  meet  on  one  of  the  Jul; 
anoitersaries,  and  march  in  procession  to 
the  pirish  church,  where  a  sermon  wsi 
lo  be  preached  on  the  occasion.  Now, 
msgisfrates  were  dismiised  very  uucere- 
moniuualy  in  1843  fur  ailending  RrpesI 
meetings  or  siibtcribiog  to  the  Repeal  A>- 
sociution.  At  no  one  Repeal  meetmg  hsd 
there  been  any  serious  sfl ray,  still  less  any 
loss  of  life ;  but  this  had  not  been  the 
case  with  the  Orani^e  meetings,  with  re- 
spect  to  which  there  had  been  over  and 
over  again  caves  in  which  magistrates  bad 
been  called  upon  to  act.  He  did  not  ap- 
prove of  the  dismissal  of  the  Repeal  ma- 
gistrates t  lie  deemed  it  unconstitutional 
and  unjust,  and  he  believed  at  the  lime  it 
would  be  one-sidod  ;  but,  at  any  rate,  it 
showed  the  wish  of  Goveroment  to  dii- 
counienance  Repeal  and  Repeal  meeliDgt. 
It  was  said  that  this  was  done  became 
Parliament  had  disapproved  the  object  oF 
the  Repeal  meetings  j  but  what  did  ibc 
Act  which  had  just  expired  show,  except 
that  both  Houses  of  Parliament  and  the 
Crown  had  serious  objections  lo  the 
Orange  proceisions  t  The  meetings  to  the 
one  case  also  were  held  for  tha  purpose  of 
petitioning  Parliament,  but  in  the  other 
case  there  was  no  snch  object.  He  bad, 
however,  deemed  it  unwise  to  dismiss  the 
Repeal  magisliates,  because,  in  the  lirK 
place,  it  gave  countenance  to  I  he  opinion 
that  men  acting  as  magislraiea  were  liable 
to  be  influenced  in  their  judical  daties  by 
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their  political  opinion*;  aud  in  tlia  next 
pincf,  it  removed  froii)  ihe  BeDcli  thoie 
who  held  opinioimin  uiiiioii  wiih  the  mats 
of  the  population,  and  was  calctilnred  to 
throw  suipicion  on  tlie  adraioistration  of 
juitice.  He  feared  that  the  Government 
had  overlooked  thU  gentleman,  whose  case 
wai  more  flagrant  iliaii  ihe  others,  and 
had  taken  no  step  on  tlie  information  he 
had  given  that  he  was  about  lu  reorganixe 
ibe  Orange  societies  and  the  Orange  pro- 
cessions. In  a  leiter  addressed  to  ihia 
gentleman  by  a  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Londonderry),  he  in  the  stiongest 
way  deprecated  ihe  opinions  advanced  in 
Ihe  resolutions,  and  had  given  his  reasons 
against  the  course  proposed.  What  he 
now  wanted  lo  know  was,  whether  the 
Government,  after  they  had  taken  upon 
themselves  the  respontibilily  of  doing 
away  with  the  Act,  which  applied  only  to 
one  parly,  had  made  any  arrangemenli  in 
its  Btend — whether  ihey  had  paid  the  same 
attention  as  the  noble  Marquess  to  this 
matter — whether  they  had  taken  any  steps 
to  rebuke  this  gentleman  for  what  he  had 
done  in  reference  to  these  proceedings, 
and  had  dismissed  him  from  the  commis- 
■iou  of  the  peace  ?  His  formal  question 
was,  whether  there  had  been  any  corre- 
spotidence  with  Mr.  Watson,  or  any  steps 
taken  to  remove  him  from  the  commission 
of  the  peace,  in  consequence  of  what  took 
place  at  Lisburne  on  the  23rd  of  June 
last? 

Lord  Stanley  was  soiry  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  thought  it  necessary  to  enter 
into  any  discaision  of  various  events  which 
had  no  material  bearing  on  the  present 
case.  He  regretted  that  the  noble  Mar- 
quest  should  have  brought  under  the  con- 
sideration of  their  Lordships  (he  conduct 
of  the  Government  with  regard  lo  those 
who  had  promoted  or  attended  Repeal 
meetings  ;  and  he  hoped  it  would  not  be 
thought  disrespectful  if  he  declined  to 
follow  him  into  preceding  events,  or  into 
the  question  of  the  repeal  of  an  Act  which 
ibe  noble  Marquess  admitted  lo  have  been 
one-sided.  He  would  nol,  however,  con- 
ceal from  the  noble  Marquess,  or  from  the 
House,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  aeen  wilb  the  deepest  regret,  and, 
he  would  add,  wilb  do  io^oniiderablt 
disappointment,  the  manner  in  which 
the  Orange  societies  had,  with  ill-judg- 
ment, so  imprudently  and  so  recklessly 
acted  :  neglecting  altogether  due  caution, 
and  forgetful  of  the  friendly  spirit  in  which 
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Her  Majesty's  Government  had  withdrawn 
the  prohibition  of  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
and  disregarding  also  the  admonitions  ad- 
dressed to  them  in  every  direction  by 
those  among  themselves  who  were  entitled 
lo  the  greatest  confidence  and  respect. 
It  was  a  melancholy  picture  of  the  state 
of  Ireland,  that  so  large  a  portion  of  the 
population  of  both  parties,  or  rather  fac- 
tions, should  be  bent  to  much  on  exas- 
perating and  aggravating  those  animosi- 
ties which  it  had  been  the  object  of  that 
and  of  the  preceding  Governments  lo 
allay.  So  long  aa  both  patties  in  Ireland 
persisted  in  their  determination  to  treat 
with  hostility  their  opponents,  it  was  a 
hopeless  effort  for  the  Government  or  the 
State  to  improve  the  condition  of  a  country 
torn  by  this  unhappy  violence.  Her  Majes- 
ty's Government,  he  repeated, had  seen  with 
the  deepest  regret  what  had  recentlytaken 
place.  He  would  not  vindicate  or  palliate 
the  course  which  bad  been  pursued ;  but  he 
ventured  to  remind  the  noble  Marquess,  that 
the  fact  of  procetsioos  of  one  description 
being  unattended  with  any  violence,  and 
that  processions  of  another  description  led 
to  affrays,  did  not  show  that  any  greater 
amount  of  blame  was  attributable  to  the 
latter  party,  because  for  an  affray  to  take 
place  there  must  be  two  parties.  The  pro- 
cessions of  the  Repealers,  however  aggra- 
vating and  annoying  the  provocatioo 
might  be,  had  been  borne  in  sileuce,  while 
the  Orange  processions  had  not  met  with 
similar  forbearance  on  the  part  of  their 
political  opponents ;  so  that  the  blame  was 
not  wholly  on  one  psrty  because  the  pro- 
cessions of  that  party  led  to  affrays  which 
the  others  did  not.  He  would  not  now 
discuss  the  merits  of  the  particular  case 
which  was  now  in  a  course  of  judicial  in- 
vestigation:  he  only  wished  he  nitight  ex- 
press a  hope  that  in  the  course  of  this  in- 
vesligatiou  all  matters  would  receive  an 
impartial,  as  well  as  a  judicial  inquiry 
With  respect  to  this  gentlemaD — if  the 
facts  were  as  reported  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government — ihey  would  deeply  regret 
that  a  gentleman,  in  other  respects  of  high 
worth  and  respectability,  should  have  been 
so  misguided  as  to  lend  his  name  and  his 
character — and  the  higher  the  name  Ihe 
greater  was  the  evil — to  this  display  of 
party  feeling  and  animosity.  The  noble 
Marquess,  however,  was  wrong  in  suppos- 
ing that  no  steps  had  been  taken  by  Her 
Majesty's  Uovernnieni  with  respucl  to  this 
gentleman.      He  woiild  not  say  that  he 
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would  be  removed  from  the  commission  of 
the  peace  ;  but  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  for  Iietaod  had  directed  the 
attention  ur  the  Lord  Lieutenant  to  the 
proceeding  ;  subsequently  there  had  been 
communications  between  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  Stale  for  the  Home 
Departmenl  and  the  Lord  Chancellor  of 
Ireland  on  the  subject,  and  be  hud  reason 
to  believe,  though  he  was  not  certain  of 
the  Tact,  that  the  gentleman  had  been 
called  upon  to  eiplain,  and  that  upon 
cooeideration  the  matter  would  be  dealt 
with  as  should  be  deemed  best.  He 
trusted  thai  the  noble  Marquess  would  not 
call  for  a  premature  declaration  of  the 
course  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  pursue.  The  subject  had  not 
escaped  their  attention;  they  had  viewed 
the  occurrences  with  the  deepest  regret, 
and  he  hoped  the  noble  Marquess  did  not 
express  hia  own  supposition  when  he 
doubted  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  act  nilb  anything  except  im- 
partiality with  respect  to  similar  offences 
committed  by  different  bodies. 

The  Marquess  of  ionrfonderry  said,  that 
with  respect  to  the  character  of  this  indi- 
vidual, for  a  number  of  years  he  had  occu- 
pied the  highest  position  in  the  county, 
and  that  he  possessed  great  popularity, 
end  that  up  to  this  period,  though  he  was 
a  parly  man,  his  conduct  as  a  magistrate 
had  been  most  proper.  He  confessed  that 
he  had  Been  the  resolutions  passed  at  the 
meeting  in  question  with  regret,  and  had 
written  his  strong  impressions  against 
them.  His  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of 
Roden)  and  others  had  also  urged  the 
Orange  societies  lo  take  heed,  as  it  was 
very  easy  for  Parliament  to  re-enact  the 
law  against  them;  and  he  must  say  he 
did  not  believe  that  the  great  majority  of 
the  Orangemen,  or  the  Protestants  of  Ire- 
land, had  taken  part  in  these  proceedings. 
The  excuse  of  this  gentleman  was,  that 
15,000  men  had  marched  in  peace  and 
Iranquitliiy,  and  there  had  been  no  dis- 
turbance. This  was  in  his  own  neigh- 
bourhood. With  regard  to  the  occur- 
rences at  Armagh,  it  was  a  lamentable 
Blory,  and  he  was  strongly  of  opinion  that 
there  were  errors  on  both  tides.  He  asked 
the  Government  to  consider  whether  it 
would  be  wise  and  just  to  punish  this 
venerable  gentleman;  he  hud  been  mis.- 
taken,  but  it  would  do  niischii'f  in  thai 
part  of  the  coutiTiy  if  anything  were  done 
against  him.   He  believed  that  the  Bpeecii 


Syria.  656 

of  the  noble  Lord  would  do  more  good 
than  any  dismissal  of  magistrates,  or  than 
any  resort  to  violent  measures.  For  an 
individual  so  respectable  great  allowance 
should  be  made,  though  he  had  been  mis* 
guided.  In  his  opinion,  if  they  wnold 
leave  Ireland  lo  hemelf  slie  would  right 
herself  better  than  if  they  ripped  op  every 
occurrence,  irritating  one  person,  without 
conciliating  the  good  will  of  the  other. 
He  had  been  the  consistent  friend  of  Ire- 
land throughout;  he  trusted  that  he 
would  always  remain  so;  and  he  bad 
given  to  these  societies  his  best  counsel 
and  advice. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Syria. ^  Lord  Beaumont  rose  lo  move, 
in  compliance  with  the  Notice  he  had  given, 
en  bumble  Address  to  Her  Majesty,  that 
she  would  be  graciously  pleased  to  allow  to 
be  laid  before  their  Lordships  certaia  Pa- 
pers and  Correspondence  regarding  the  re- 
cent events  in  Syria.  Hia  object  in  moving 
fur  these  Papers  was,  that  tbeit  Lordships 
might  have  a  continuation  of  the  Papers 
and  Cnrresponde nee  furnished  to  the  House 
in  1841,  EO  that  the  whole  subject  might 
be  laid  before  them  in  so  complete  a  form 
as  to  enable  them  to  draw  a  correct  judg- 
ment of  the  great  question  in  the  Levant, 
which  for  some  time  threatened  to  involve 
Europe  in  war,  and  which,  he  feared,  still 
contained  the  germs  of  future  disturbance 
to  the  peace  of  Europe,  and  was  the  constant 
cause  of  jealousy  and  recrimination  between 
England  and  France.  He  did  not  tbink 
that  he  should  be  wasting  their  Lordships' 
time  if  he  dwelt  for  a  few  minutes  on  the 
actual  state  of  affairs  in  Syria,  as  that  ques- 
tion had  been  the  subject  of  debate  on  two 
distinct  occasions  in  the  Chamber  of  De- 
puties in  Paris ;  and  such  opinions  had 
been  espreaaed  in  the  course  of  those  de- 
bates as  would,  if  acted  upon,  tend  to  lu- 
terruptanygoodunderstanding  which  might 
still  exist  between  England  and  France  on 
the  subject ;  nor  did  he  think  the  noble 
Earl  would  regret  the  opportunity  being 
offered  him  of  giving  some  explanation  on 
this  questiun,  as  the  most  injurious  accusa- 
tions had  been  brought  against  English 
agents  in  the  East,  and  no  attempt  had 
been  made  to  contradict  them  in  the  Cham- 
bers in  Paris.  The  Papers  furnished  in 
1841  to  the  House  brought  the  history  of 
this  question  down  to  the  period  when  the 
Porte,  aided  by  all  the  great  European 
Powers,  except  France,  had  succeeded  in 
recovering  from  the  uaurpaliun  of  Mahomet 
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All  the  province  of  Syria,  together  with 
the  other  dependencies  in  Asia  which  had 
been  overrun  by  the  arms  ofita  powerful 
vassal;  and  it  was  at  that  period,  or  im- 
mediately subsequent  to  it,  that  the  Great 
FowerB  signed  the  Protocol  of  the  10th  of 
July,  and  invited  France  to  reunite  herself 
to  the  European  Cooipect.  France  accept- 
ed the  invitation,  and  signed  the  Protocol 
of  the  10th  of  July  on  the  13th  of  the 
same  month.  From  that  time,  France  was 
considered  as  having  abandoned  hei  isolated 
position,  and  agreed  to  act  in  concert  with 
the  other  Powers.  If  ihey  followed  her  sub- 
sequent conduct,  and  attended  to  her  present 
professions,  they  would  see  how  far  she  had 
realized  these  expectations,  or  how  far  she 
haddisappointedthe  hopes  founded  on  them. 
On  recovering  Syria,  the  Sultan  b>id  to 
consult  how  he  should  govern  his  newly- 
restored  Province.  Under  the  Emir  Be- 
chir  (its  old  form  ofgovemment  previous  to 
the  Egyptian  occupation),  civil  wars,  blood- 
shed, confusion,  and  scenes  similar  to  those 
they  now  deplored,  were  familiar.  Chief 
fought  against  chief,  and  feudal  system  and 
feudal  strife  ivere  the  characteristics  of  the 
Lebanon :  to  such  a  system  of  government 
the  Porte  ought  not  to  have  returned,  nor 
could  the  European  Powers  advisedly  re- 
commend it.  France  alone  seemed  to  have 
desired  it,  hut  the  Porte  resisted,  and  re- 
sisted with  success.  Defeated  in  this  ob- 
ject, France  nest  demanded  a  separation 
of  the  two  people  who  inhabited  the  Leba- 
non :  or,  to  use  the  words  of  the  Minister 
of  Foreign  Afiairs  in  France,  instead  of  a 
purely  Turkish  and  Mussulman  ruled  the 
establishment  of  nationality  in  the  moun- 
tain. In  this,  and  in  the  subsequent  steps 
of  the  proceedings, she  seemed  to  have  taken 
the  chief  part  in  counselling  ibe  Divan, 
and  to  have  been  successful  in  her  recom- 
mendations. A  separate  government  was 
given  to  the  Druse  and  Maronite  people ; 
but,  not  content  with  this,  Prance  required 
that  even  in  the  mixed  districts  and  vil- 
lages, the  same  principle  should  be  carried 
out,  and,  consequently,  the  Druse  were  to 
he  subject  to  Druse  magistrates,  and  the 
Maronite  to  Maronite  magistrates.  This 
WU5  adopted,  and  each  peo^e  were  to  have 
kaimacans  or  vekils  of  their  awn.  France 
having  been  the  chief  party  in  establishing 
this  form  of  government,  she  ought,  in 
reuson  to  have  allowed  the  eystera  to  have 
had  a  fair  trial ;  but,  instead  of  so  doing, 
■he  professed  to  consider  the  plan  as  only 
temporary,  and  raised  hopes  and  discontent 
by  saying  that  she  expected  to  ohtain  more 
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privileges  for  the  Maronilcs  in  the  moun- 
tain. The  Porte  sought  to  establish  mu< 
nicipal  privileges  instead  of  the  feudal  ones, 
and  to  place  Lebanon  on  the  same  footing 
as  the  rest  of  the  Pasbalic ;  but,  buoyed  up 
by  the  conduct  of  France,  and  the  language 
of  her  Minister,  the  Shahab  family  hoped 
to  regain  the  authority  they  had  lost.  In- 
trigue followed  intrigue,  and  a  moment's 
repose  was  never  dlowed  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Syria  to  try  fairly  the  new 
principle  adopted  there.  Constant  out- 
breaks occurred;  but  if  the  Porte  had  been 
allowed  to  act  independently,  these  out- 
breaks would  soon  have  been  suppressed  ; 
and  if  Omar  Pasha,  who  was  sent  out  to  re- 
place the  Emir  Becbir  in  the  mountain,  had 
been  allowed  to  remain,  we  should  hav^ 
never  heard  of  the  war  between  Druse  and 
Maronite.  Unfortunately,  the  Porte  was 
not  allowed  to  act  with  a  strong  band,  and 
suppress  revolt ;  but  in  an  attempt  to  give 
a  demi-independence  and  self-government 
to  the  two  people  who  occupied  the  moun- 
tain, old  feuds  were  reviv^,  and  the  war 
broke  out,  which  led  to  the  late  disgraceful 
scenes  of  bloodshed  and  cruelty.  While 
alluding  to  the  lamentations  of  France  over 
these  bloody  scenes,  and  the  indigna^oa 
and  sympathy  she  tried  to  excite  on  the 
occasion,  saying  that  civilization  and  com- 
moncharity  imposed  on  Europe  the  neccs^ty 
of  interfering  to  stop  such  cruel  occurences 
— all  of  which,  by  the  by,  she  attributed  to 
the  suggestions  of  the  British  Consul,  and 
the  instructions  of  the  English  Govern- 
ment— while  alluding  to  the  outcry  raised 
in  France  on  this  subject,  he  (Lord  Beau- 
mont) could  not  refrain  from  t«flecting, 
that  at  the  very  same  time,  in  a  province 
which  France  claimed  as  her  own,  a  scene 
had  been  enacted  which  surpassed  in  horror 
all  the  inventions  of  romances,  and  which, 
if  we  did  not  know  it  to  be  true,  we  would 
believe  to  be  the  monstrous  production  of 
the  frenzied  imagination  of  some  new  and 
unequalled  compiler  of  horrors.  Returning, 
however,  from  this  digression  to  the  subject 
immediately  before  the  House,  he  would 
briefly  recapitulate  the  events  of  the  last 
few  months.  On  the  30lh  of  April,  the 
Maronitea,  urged  on  by  the  intrif^ues  of  the 
Shahab  family  and  the  promises  of  France, 
had  invaded  the  territory  of  the  Druses ; 
the  Druses  retaliated,  and  then  commenced 
a  species  of  civil  war  in  the  mised  districts, 
during  which  the  cruelties  alluded  to  had 
taken  place.  The  Druses  got  the  upper 
hand,  when  the  Turkish  authorities  inter- 
fered, and  an  armistice  was  forced  upon  the 
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belligerents.  Such  Leiog  the  present  state 
of  Lebanon,  and  the  renewal  of  such 
ECeBes  as  had  been  describecl  being  more 
than  probable,  it  behoved  them  to  consider 
well  what  were  the  conduct  and  policy 
of  France.  From  the  speeches  of  M. 
Guizot,  and  the  debates  which  bad  re- 
cently taken  place  in  the  Chamber  of 
Deputies,  he  (Lord  Beaumont)  gathered 
that  it  was  the  intention  of  France  to 
separate  herself  from  the  other  Powers  in 
this  (juestion,  and  act  singly  in  the  aSuirs 
of  Syria ;  slie  elaimed,  on  tlie  ground  of 
some  obsolete  Treaties,  the  exclusive  riffht 
to  protect  Ibe  Christians  of  Mount  Leba- 
non— a  claim  which  could  not  hold  good 
in  respect  of  the  Maronites,  inasmuch  as 
at  the  time  the  supposed  Treaties  were 
made,  the  Maronites  were  not  in  com- 
munion with  Rome.  France  had  already 
one  man  of  war  on  the  coast)  and  the 
Minister  of  Foreign  A^irs  declared  that 
orders  had  been  given  to  two  others  to  join 
her.  If  the  discontent  of  the  mountaineers 
was  fomented  by  foreign  intrigue,  and  the 
insurrection  of  the  Maronites  fed  by  the 
assistance  of  France,  there  could  be  no 
hope  that  the  Porte  would  be  able  to  re- 
store peace  in  the  Lebanon,  iind  put  down, 
with  n  strong  hand,  those  who  daced  to 
break  it>  Fur  his  own  part,  he  (Lord 
Beaumont)  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  this 
country  to  strengthen  the  sovereign  power 
of  Turkey,  insleid  of  attempting  to  diminish 
it  in  Syria ;  and  be  considered  the  noble 
Earl  called  on  to  do  his  utmost  to  persuade 
France  not  to  act  singly  in  this  case,  hut 
forego  her  presumed  right  of  escluuivc  pro- 
tection of  the  Maronites,  aiid  join  cor- 
dially with  England  in  obtaining  ecjual 
justice  to  Druse  and  Moronite,  which  could 
only  be  secured  by  establishing  io  full  force 
the  supreme  authority  of  the  lawful  Sove- 
reign of  both  populations— the  Sultan.  He 
felt  he  bad  now  said  enough  to  justify  the 
Motion  for  Papers;  but  be  should  feel  dis- 
appointed if  the  noble  Earl,  when  he  ac- 
ceded to  it,  should  not  avail  himself  of  the 
opportunity  of  explaining  the  intentions  of 
Government,  and  also  of  contradicting  the 
aspersions  cast  upon  Colonel  Rose  in  the 
French  Chambers.  The  noble  Lord  con- 
cluded by  morin^  for  the  Correspondence 
rcguding  Syria  since  1842. 

The  Earl  of  Jberdeen .-  The  Papers  to 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  referred,  were 
moved  for  some  time  ago  in  the  Flouse  of 
Commons.  There  is,  of  course,  therefore, 
no  objection  to  their  being  laid  on  the 
Table  of  your  Lordships'  House.     Being 
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very  voluminous,  it  has  required  some  tine 
to  prepare  them ;  they  are  not  yet  quit« 
ready;  Ihopcthat  inthecourseof  a  f«wda;$ 
tbey  will  be ;  and,  when  they  are  ready,  I 
shall  be  happy  to  furnish  them  to  the  nobic 
Lord  and  the  House.  The  provinces  tu 
which  the  noble  Lord  has  referred  are  un- 
doubtedly in  a  very  disturbed  state— coo- 
fusioi),  bloodshed,  and  anarchy  have  pre- 
vailed in  them  for  some  time  past  to  u 
lamentable  extent.  I  will  not  say  that  I 
give  any  credit  to  that  trhich,  however,  1 
must  tell  the  noble  Lord,  is  generally  be- 
lieved in  the  country  itself — that  the 
Turkish  Government  is  the  sole  cause  of  the 
warfare  which  has  been  carried  on  between 
these  two  people,  the  Maronites  and  the 
Druses.  It  is  generally  believed  that  the 
Porlc,  being  unable  to  govern  them  with 
a  strong  hand,  seeks  to  have  the  power  of 
doing  so  by  means  of  setting  one  agaiost 
the  other,  and  thus  weakening  both.  Now, 
I  do  not  believe  that.  I  believe  that  the 
confusion  that  prevails  is  only  the  reniti 
of  Turkish  apathy  and  misrule,  which  ate 
but  too  common  in  many  of  their  prorincci, 
and  not  to  any  such  diabolical  plan  on  thai 
which  is  supposed  to  exist.  It  is  true  that 
the  French  Government  have  assumed  a 
genera]  protectorship  over  all  Christians  in 
the  Levant,  founding  their  right  to  do  to 
on  old  Treaties  and  capitulations,  from,  I 
believe,  the  time  of  Francis  1.  I  shall  not 
enter  into  the  question  of  the  right  nhkh  • 
the  French  Government  may  have  to  exa- 
cise  this  protection  ;  but,  at  all  events,  in 
the  present  case  they  must  submit  to  share 
it  with  us,  inasmuch  as  we  are-  hound  by 
positive  engagement  to  attend  to  the  con- 
dition of  the  population  of  this  province- 
Before  the  expulsion  of  the  Egyptiaas,  the 
Turkish  Govemmcut  entered  into  on  agree- 
ment with  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador,  that 
in  the  event  of  the  province  being  recovered, 
the  inhabitants  should  recover  titeir  former 
privileges,  and  that  their  condition  should 
be  improved.  We  are,  therefore,  bound  b; 
an  obligation  to  see  that  their  eonUitioa  is 
so  far  improved  as  to  fulfil  the'  pledge 
which  was  offered  by  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment. As  for  seeing  good  government 
established  in  that  or  any  other  province  of 
the  Turkish  empire,  I  am  not  very  sanguine- 
But  there  may  be  a  spirit  of  improvemeet 
encouraged,  and  in  this  case  we  are  under 
the  necessity  of  seeing  that  the  Turkiih 
Government  fulfils  its  engagement-  Other- 
wise I  do  not  wish  to  interfere  in  the  de- 
tails of  the  government  of  tliis  province, 
except  where  some  very  flagrant  outrage  is 
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eommittcd,  with  which  Gommon  hum&Dity    General 
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and  B  regard  for  our  fellow  Cbrutions 
should  call  for  our  imraediaEe  interTention. 
Generally  spealcing,  I  fear,  it  would  be  a 
rain  attempt,  indeed,  to  establish  anything 
like  such  a  government  as  would  be  Batis- 
factory  to  ourselves  and  the  public  in  any 
province ;  but  in  this  province  we  are  com- 
gielled  to  interest  ourselves,  in  consequence 
of  the  engagement  into  which  wc  have  en- 
tered-  It  haa  happened  in  this  and  in 
other  provinces  where  there  are  two  parties, 
that  one  has  been  supposed  to  be  an  Eng- 
lish, and  the  other  u  French  party,  and 
thus  we  are  set  in  a  sort  of  opposition  to 
each  other,  quite  contrary,  S9  I  believe,  to 
the  intention  of  both  Oovernments ;  for  I 
believe  the  object  of  the  French  Go- 
vemmeDt  is  precisely  that  of  the  English 
Govern  men  t]  viz.,  without  reference  to 
Maronites  or  Druses,  to  see  aomething  like 
order,  tranquillity,  and  peace,  established 
in  the  country.  There  is  no  sort  of  founda- 
tion for  the  notion  which  the  noble  Lord 
oeems  to  entertain,  of  the  French  Govern- 
ment inteniling  tu  ivitbdraw  itself  from  its 
alliance  in  tbis  case  with  the  other  Powers. 
The  noble  Lord  should  recollect  that  the 
Fire  Great  Powers  of  Europe  arc  acting 
together  at  Conatantinople  and  in  the  pro- 
vinces, by  their  Consuls :  and,  although  in 
s  case  of  such  difficulty,  and  where  there 
are  such  various  interests,  it  is  possible  that 
a  difference  of  opinion  may  more  or  less 
prevail,  as  to  what  may  he  the  best  mode 
of  restoring  peace  to  this  unhappy  country, 
I  should  say  that,  generally,  there  has  been 
concert  between  all  the  Powers  respecting 
the  measures  which  ought  to  be  pursued  ; 
and  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose  that  on 
the  part  of  France,  or  of  any  other  Govern- 
ment, there  is  any  wish  not  to  act  in  con- 
eert.  I  think  it  is  quite  unnecessary  to 
occupy  your  Lordihipa'  time  any  more  on 
this  subject.  It  appeared  to  me  to  be  quite 
unnecessary  to  refer  to  the  debates  in  the 
French  Clwmbeni  upon  the  subject.  Gen- 
tlemen there  say  what  they  please,  as  we 
take  the  liberty  of  doing  here.  But  I  do 
not  feel  myself  bound  to  answer  acousa- 
tioni  which  weremadewithout  any  founda- 
tion whatever.  I  have  not  aeen  any  re- 
port of  the  debate  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  referred,  and  1  am  not  aware  that  any 
authority  has  been  given  by  the  French 
Government  to  such  accusations ;  and, 
therefore,  it  is  quite  unnecessary  to  occupy 
jour  Lordships  time  by  adverting  to  them. 
But  I  will  say  that  there  have  ^n  accu- 
sations made  against  the  English  Consul 


Syria  which  are  not  only  most 
unfounded,  but  are  without  even  a  shadow 
of  foundation  ;  for,  although  it  is  generally 
supposed  that  England  has  espoused  the 
cause  of  the  Druses,  and  France  has  taken 
the  Maronites  under  its  protection,  yel,  to 
show  how  little  truth  there  is  in  that  opia- 
ion,  I  may  mention  that,  very  recently. 
Colonel  Rose,  Her  Majesty's  Consul,  having 
been  informed  that  a  body  of  Maronites 
were  in  (irison  and  in  danger  of  losing  their 
lives  and  property,  got  up  at  twelve  o'clock 
at  night,  mounted  his  horse,  and  proceeded 
on  a  long  and  difficult  march  to  the  place 
where  these  people  were  confined.  He 
found  GOO  persons,  men,  women,  and  chil- 
dren, and  by  his  exertions  and  the  in- 
fluence he  exercised,  at  the  head  of  a  con- 
uderable  column,  under  a  burning  sun,  in 
a  two  days'  march,  he  brought  tbem  safely 
to  Beyrout,  and  thus  liberated  these  Ma- 
ronites from  danger  in  which  they  were 
placed.  Therefore,  your  Lordships  aee  that, 
though  other  gentlemen  may  write  moving 
and  pathetic  despatches,  the  English  Con- 
sul General  exposed  himself  to  actual 
fatigue  and  to  some  danger  in  rescuing 
these  persons,  who  approached  him  with  an 
appeal  requiring  liis  aid  as  their  friend. 
This  is  the  only  feeling  upon  which  I  should 
always  wish  to  sec  English  agents  act. 
While  others  indulge  in  eloquent  descrip- 
tions of  the  sympathy  they  felt,  yet  so  long 
as  the  English  agent  did  the  iiufferers  real 
service,  I  think  your  Lordships  will  be 
satisfied  with  the  comparison  which  his 
conduct  may  bear  with  any  other  friendly 
Power.  Such  was  the  manner  in  which 
Colonel  Rose  acted  towards  the  Maroniter. 
And  as  to  supporting  the  Druses  against 
the  Maronites,  and  encouraging  their  de- 
struction by  the  Druses,  that  must  clearly 
be  an  absurd  imputation,  hardly  worthy  of 
refutation.  But  so  far  from  the  Druses 
being  protected  by  us,  so  far  as  I  am  aware 
of  any  motive  that  could  infliieoce  our  con- 
duct, it  would  be  most  natural  for  ua  to 
protect  the  Maronites ;  they  are  Christians 
and  Roman  Catholics;  they  are  persons 
who  have  many  claims  upon  us,  and  who 
acted  aealously  in  support  of  our  measures 
in  freeing  the  country  from  the  Egyptians, 
whereas  the  Druses  have  no  claim  upon  us 
whatever.  Their  religion  is  neither 
Christian  nor  Mahomednn  ;  it  is  some  su- 
perstition which  nobody  knows  anything 
about ;  some  say  it  is  the  worship  of  the 
Golden  Calf;  but,  be  that  as  it  may,  the 
others  are  certainly  Christians,  aud  de- 
serving of  our  sympathy.    But  our  abject 
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is   to   etUblish    justice  j     that    whether 
Chrinians  or  Druses,  justice  may  be  ad> 
miDistered  without  partiality,  or  predilec- 
tion, or  interference  with  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment.    I  hoi^e  ve  shall  never  do  that 
which  nili  not  be  justifiable  (awards 
independent  State,  as  it  is  our  object  to  i 
tain  tlie  improvement  of  the  condition 
the  people   with  as  little  interference 
possible  with  the  sovereign  rights  of  an 
dependent  State — a  State  which,  however 
imperfect  maybe  its  government  and  its 
condition  in  many  respects,  we  have  ai 
terest  in  preserving  and  strengthening  by 
all  the  means  in  our  power.     Asthereisoo 
objection  to  produce  the  Papers,  I  do  not 
see  that  it  is  necessary  for  me  to  trouble 
your  Lordships  any  further. 

Lord  Beaumont  said,  he  wished  the 
noble  Earl  had  read  the  debate  in  the 
French  Chamber,  because  he  would  have 
■een  that  M.  Guizot  did  not  abandon  the 
principle  of  acting  alone,  and  was  pre- 
pared lo  act  ia  favour  of  the  Maroniies  ; 
and  that  there  was  a  difference  of  opinior 
botween  England  and  France,  not  as  to 
the  object,  but  as  to  the  remedy.  He  was, 
however,  glad  he  had  given  the  noble 
Ear)  an  opportunity  of  making  the  state- 
ment which  their  Lurdthips  had  heard. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Waste  Lands  (Australia)  Bill.^ 
Lord  Stanley  moved  the  Second  Reading  of 
the  Waste  Lands  (Australia)  Bill,  in  doing 
which  (he  noble  Lord  explained  the  itate 
of  the  law  as  it  stood  at  preseot  in  the 
Australian  Colonies  with  refeience  to  waste 
lands.  One  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  au- 
thorize the  Governor  of  New  South  Wales 
to  grant  leases  of  waste  lands  within  or 
without  the  limits  of  theCoIony, on  thesame 
terms  as  the  other  lands  were  disposed  of, 
namely,  by  auction.  It  was  proposed, 
however,  to  restrict  the  leases  to  twenty- 
one  years  at  theoulside.  The  produce  of 
the  revenue  to  be  derived  under  the  Bill 
was  to  be  applied  in  part  to  raise  a  fund 
for  the  encouragement  of  immigration  of 
free  labourers;— but  this  regarded  New 
South  Wales  ooty.  In  Australia  there 
was  no  want  of  capital,  but  there  was  a 
deliciency  of  labour.  In  Van  Dicmen's 
Land,  on  (he  other  hand,  there  was  a 
superabundance  of  labour  seeking  for  em- 
ployment. This,  resulted,  in  great  part, 
from  the  excess  of  convict  labour.  We, 
moreover,  imposed  o  heavy  tax  upon  the 
Colony  on  account  of  the  convicts  we  sent 


there.  The  expense  incurred  there  for 
police  and  gaols,  was  36,0001.  per  aonan, 
whilst  the  rest  of  the  expenditure  was 
only  70,000/. ;  thus  one-third  of  the  whole 
expenditure  of  (he  Colony  was  enurely 
taken  up  by  the  police  and  the  gaols.  It 
was  proposed  by  this  Bill  to  retransfer  to 
this  country  the  proceeds  of  land  sales, 
which  had  dwindled  down  to  almost  no- 
thing ;  to  take  into  the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment the  proceeds  of  the  sales  of 
lands,  after  they  had  been  improved  by 
convict  labour,  and  (o  release  the  Colony 
from  the  gaol  and  police  expenses.  It  wu 
proposed  to  allow  the  best-conducted  con- 
victs to  become  reniers  of  Government 
land  in  Van  Diemen's  Laud  :  whereas  io 
New  South  Wales,  the  object  was  to  give 
a  certain  permanency  of  tenure,  and  ena- 
ble (he  free  occupier  to  surround  liimself 
with  some  of  the  comforts  of  life.  He 
(Lord  Stanley)  believed  the  Bill  woald  be 
found  satisfactory  to  many  of  those  who 
had  presented  petitions  to  Parliament. 

The  Marquess  of  Lanidowne  was  not 
prepared  to  oppose  the  Bill  In  its  present 
stage.  He  thought  a  case  might  be  made 
out  for  legislative  interference.  But  when 
entering  upon  go  large  a  subject,  he  con- 
sidered it  was  absolutely  necessary  (hat 
the  noble  Lord  should  make  out  a  case  of 
most  urgent  necessity  before  their  Lord- 
ships consented  to  pass  a  Bill  of  this 
nature,  especially  as  they  were  dow 
coming  to  the  close  of  (he  Sesiion,  and 
when  many  important  measures,  which 
had  undergone  great  consideratioo,  had 
already  been  deferred  to  another  period. 
Many  of  the  clauses  of  this  Bill  might  be 
of  value,  and  among  (he  rest,  he  thought 
the  system  of  granting  licenses  for  the  oc- 
cupation of  waste  lands  might  be  attended 
with  beneficial  effects;  but  there  were 
provisions  in  (he  Bill,  giving  to  the  Gov«r- 
nor  such  arbitrary  powers,  that  be  was 
entirely  opposed  to  (hem.  By  the  6ib 
Clause,  persons  who  bad  already  occupied 
parts  of  the  waste  lands  under  licenses, 
were  to  be  made  liable,  at  the  pleasure  of 
the  Governor,  to  an  amount  of  taxation 
}st indefinite,  aasumingtbeshapeof  an 
agistment  (ax.  It  authorized  a  tax  upon 
cattle,  paying  a  certain  sum  per  year  for 
every  horse,  sheep,  and  head  of  horned 
cattle  depastured  upon  the  waste  lands 
which  Her  Majesty's  Privy  Council  or  (he 
Governor  might  decide  upon.  To  this  he 
most  strongly  objected.  Their  Lordships 
were  aware  of  the  effect  of  a  law  of  agist* 
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ment  in  Ireland  ;  and  he  thought  it  would 
be  a  raah,  inconsiderate,  and  ill-judged 
measure  to  introduce  into  Australia.  He 
wished  to  impress  it  upon  their  Lordships, 
that  they  were  now,  in  fact,  laying  ihe 
foundntion  of  a  principle  of  property  which 
would  affect  two  thousand  miles  of  terri- 
tory and  vastmillionsof  acres  of  land,  and 
that  without  giving  the  measure  such  con- 
■ideraiioo  at  its  importance  demanded, 
and  which  if  brought  on  early  in  the  next 
Session  tt  would  of  course  obtain. 

Lord  Slanlei/  observed,  that  the  noble 
Marquess  seemed  to  suppose  that  the 
license  conferred  a  permanent  right  upon 
the  party  obtaining  it.  But  that  was  not 
the  case.  It  was  an  annual  license  to 
pasture  slock. 

The  Marques*  of  Lansdowne:  Was  it 
not  a  license  to  occupy? 

Lord  Stanley:  No;  it  was  merely  a 
license  to  depasture  stock  within  a  certain 
district.  The  Oovernor  was  at  the  present 
moment  perfectly  free  to  fix  from  year  to 
year  the  amount  to  be  paid  by  each  party 
oblsining  a  license. 

Lord  Monteagle  objected  to  the  6th 
and  13th  Clauses,  which  he  believed  had 
excited  the  greatest  possible  apprehension 
and  alarm.  He  objected  lo  their  provi. 
■ions  as  perfectly  without  precedent.  In 
1842,  an  Act  was  passed  regulating  the 
sale  of  Colonial  property;  but  the  pro- 
posed Bill,  which  extended  to  (he  whole 
of  the  Australian  Colonies,  suspended  ihe 
operation  of  the  existing  Statute  law  of  the 
land  so  long  as  any  Colony  should  conti- 
nue to  be  a  place  to  which  felons  might 
be  conveyed  for  punishment.  The  noble 
Lord  staled  that  he  meant  it  to  apply  only 
(o  Van  Diemen's  Land ;  but  an  Order  in 
Council,  by  sending  even  as  few  as  ten 
felons  to  New  Zealand,  or  any  other  Co- 
lony, would  extend  the  provisions  at  once 
10  those  places. 

Lord  Stanley  explained,  that  the  Bill 
could  not  apply  to  any  existing  Colonies, 
as  their  charters  would  not  permit  the 
sending  of  felons  there;  but  if  new  Co. 
lonies  should  be  established,  and  it  should 
be  deemed  necessary  to  found  new  penal 
seillemenis  in  such  places,  but  for  tlie 
provision  referred  to,  those  Colonies  would 
be  subject  to  the  old  Land  Sale*  Act. 

Lord  Monteagle,  in  continuation,  ex- 
pressed his  regret  that  the  Bill  had  been 
introduced  at  so  late  a  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, not  only  on  public  grounds,  but  also 
for  the  sake  of  the  noble  Lord  himself.  It 


was  clearly  impossible,  at  this  period  of 
the  Session,  the  measure  could  be  well 
considered  ;  and  it  was  more  than  proba- 
ble  that,  if  considered,  it  would  not  be  sa- 
tiifacloiy. 

Lord  Polwarth  expressed  a  hope  that 
the  provision  which  made  some  amends  to 
Van  Diemen's  l^nd  for  the  expense  in- 
curred by  gaols  and  police  might  also  be 

tended  to  Australia. 

Bill  read  2". 

Foreign  Lotteries  Bill. J  Moved 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  3". 

Lord  Monteagle  said,  be  wished  to  have 
a  clause  inserted  which  should  provide 
for  and  insist  upon  the  enforcement  of  tlte 
law  with  regard  to  the  publication  of  no- 
tices in  newspapers  relative  to  foreign  tol- 
teries.  As  all  newspapers  and  periodicals 
came  under  the  inspection  of  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Stamps  and  Taxes,  he  was  of 
opinion  that  that  body  should  be  entrusted 
with  the  enforcement  of  the  law  in  this 
respect,  and  he  should  propose  the  inser- 
of  lome  such  clause  as  the  following: 
Be  it  enacted,  that  whenever  it  shall 
appear  to  the  CommtHioners  of  Stamps  and 
Taxes,  from  the  inspection  of  newspapers  and 
periodicals,  that  there  has  been  Inserted  any 
advertisement  or  notice  of  foreign  lotteries, 
Ihey  shall  lake  Ihe  necessary  proceedings  to 
enforce  the  law." 

Though  he  wished,  however,  to  have  a 
clause  inserted,  he  should  be  satisfied  if  the 
noble  Lord  would  give  him  an  assurance 
that  the  law  was  lo  be  enforced,  and  that 
these  great  frauds  and  nuisances  should 
be  put  down  by  the  strong  hand  of  the 
law. 

Lord  Stanley  assured  the  noble  Lord 
that  it  was  not  intended  that  the  law 
should  become  a  dead  letter  in  this  respect. 
He  did  not  think  it  would  be  necessary  to 
introduce  a  clause;  but  he  would  take 
care  that  such  instructions  should  be  given 
as  should  secure  the  enforcement  of  the 
law  to  its  fullest  extent. 

Bill  read  3>. 

Field  Gardeks' Bill.]  The  Duke  of 
Richmond  moved  the  Second  Reading;  of 
this  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  Radnor  objected  to  the 
Bill,  both  in  principle  and  detail.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  Government 
approved  or  not  of  such  a  measure,  as  in 
the  former  ca(«  it  ought  to  be  left  to  the 
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handi  of  lome  noble  Lord  on  Ihe  Treatury 
Bench,  or  not  brought  fornard  at  all. 

I^rd  Stanley  defended  the  BIN  both  id 
its  principle,  and  againit  (he  objections 
urged  by  the  noble  Earl.  The  noble  Lord 
said  that  the  noble  Earl  might  judge  from 
what  lie  had  said,  whether  he  and  bis 
(Lord  Stanley's)  Colleagues  in  office,  did 
or  did  uol  approve  of  the  Bill. 

Bill  wastben  read  a  second  time. 

House  adjourned. 

The  following  Protest  against  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Field  Gardens  Bill  jp<m 
ciilei'ed  on  Ike  JournaU :  — 

1.  Because  by  thii  Bill  (liere  may  he  estab- 
lished in  every  parish  in  the  kin);doni  a  Board 
endowed  willi  corporate  privileges,  itre<ipon- 
siblc,  and  armed  with  powers  which  may  be 
used  Tor  purposes  of  favouriti^iin  on  the  one 
band,  or  of  oppression  on  the  other. 

2.  Because  the  objects  of  Ihii  Bill,  purport- 
ing 10  be  subsidiary  lo  the  provisions  for  the 
relief  of  the  poor,  under  divers  Acts  of  Par- 
liament, are,  in  Irulh,  in  direct  contravention 
to  Iheir  principle. 

3.  Becanse,  as  in  each  parisli,  where  the 
provisions  of  this  Bill  shall  be  adopted,  the 
lield-wardens  will  bewholly  unconnected  with 
those  of  every  other,  and  uncantrolled  by  any 
superior  power,  it  cannot  be  doubted  that  in 
process  of  time  there  will  be  introduced  in 
different  parishes  adiveralty  of  praolice,  which 
will  lead  lo  heart-buTninf>9,  disconieni,  and 
confusion. 

4.  Because  the  provisions  of  this  Bill,  if 
carried  out  in  Ihe  fairesl  and  niosi  equitable 
manner,  will  necessarily  aggravate  the  ac- 
knowledged evils  resulting  from  (be  present 
law  of  settlement. 

.1.  Because  its  unavoidable  tendency  is  lo 
promote  early  anii  improvident  marriages,  and 
to  give  an  unnatural  stimulus  to  tbe  increase  of 
population,  already  superabundant  in  the 
agricultural  districts. 

G.  Because  the  necessary  consequence  will 
be  the  lowering  of  tlie  wages  of  the  agricul- 
tural labourer. 

7.  Because  tiie  provisions  of  this  Bill  lead 
lo  the  indefinite  increase  of  holdings  and  di- 
visions of  land,  and  thus  to  many  of  Ihe  evils 
which  now  press  so  severely  on  ihe  people  of 
Ireland. 

a.  Because  they  are  in  accordance  wilh  an 
opinion  much  in  vogue,  but  which  1  think  false 
in  itself,  and  injurious  lo  Ihe  people  ;  ToundFii 
on  an  unfair  estimate  of  their  intelligence  and 
spirit,  and  (if  acted  upon)  tending  to  lower 
their  independence,  and  lo  degrade  Iheir  mo- 
ral condition,  viz..  that  lliey  c:innol  manage 
Iheir  own  concerns,  but  must  be  cared  for, 
oveilooked,  and  directed  by  others,  their 
superiors  perhaps  in  foitune,  but  1  believe  by 
no  means  superior  to  them  in  virtue,  natural 
intelligence,  or  public  spirit. 


9.  Because  if  I  ara  mistsken  in  this  cbkrac- 
ter  of  the  people,  and  their  compaiative 
worth,  the  evil  ought  to  be  cured  by  good 
example  and  education  ;  and  will  only  be  ag- 
gravated by  such  measures  as  those  contem. 
plated  by  the  present  Bill. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  July  18,  1845. 
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The  House  met  at  twelve  o'clock. 

Valuation  (Ireland).]  House  in 
Committee  on  the  Valuation  (Ireland) 
Bill. 

On  Clause  5. 

Viscount  Clements  objected  lo  the 
whole  Bill,  li  was  pre|iasierous  to  in- 
troduce a  measure  of  this  Importance  at 
so  hue  a  period  of  the  Session,  and  to  iry 
to  carry  it  on  in  a  House  cnnsioting  of 
four  Irish  Membeti,  and  eleven  Membera 
from  other  parts  of  the  three  kingdoms. 
Id  not  he  a  parly  to  such  a 


and  be  would  now  t 
be  counted. 
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Gsnie  of  the  Houie  takeD  on  it,  in  a  much 
fuller  attendance  of  Members. 

Mr.  George  Hamilton  said,  that  liig 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Londonderry 
knew  very  well— no  one  better— how  gen- 
eral was  the  complaint  in  Ireland  with 
regard  lo  the  want  of  uniformity  and  ac- 
curacy of  all  existing  valuations.  No- 
thing could  be  more  desirable  than  one 
uniform  and  accurate  valuation  on  a  pro> 
per  pcinciple,  which  would  be  understood. 
The  principle  of  the  valuation  proposed 
in  the  Bill,  was  what  lie  considered  the 
only  sound  principle,  namely,  (lie  letting 
value  lo  a  solvent  tenant.  Cert.tinly  it 
would  have  been  better  it"  ihu  Bill  had 
been  introduced  at  an  earlier  period  :  but 
the  effect  of  the  postponement  would  be 
the  delay  of  a  year  in  commencing  the 
valuation  on  eound  principles. 

Clanses  to  the  I8ih  agreed  to. 

On  Clause  15,  "Decision  of  Sub-com< 
miisioneti  lo  be  conclusive." 

Mr.Skarmayt  CiatDfordohj  ectedslrongly 
to  this  clause. 

Viscount  Clements  concurred  in  the 
objection.  The  people  of  Ireland  should 
be  taught  to  look  to  their  natural  guide*, 
the  magistracy  and  gentry,  and  not  to 
Government  officers. 

Sir  Ji.  Ferguion  was  of  opinion,  that 
in  reference  to  the  valuation  of  lenementi, 
it  would  be  desirable  to  do  away  with  the 
appeal,  where  the  Snb-coinmiss'ionera  dif- 
fer, to  the  Committee  of  Appeal,  and  lo 
give  it  to  the  quarter  sessions. 

Mr.  George  Hamiltaa  concurred,  on 
the  whole,  with  the  suggestions  of  his 
bon.  friends;  there  was,  in  Ireland  a 
natural  and  not  an  unjust  jealousy  of 
Government  Commissioners,  especially 
where  there  was  no  appeal  from  them. 
He  thought  the  best  machinery  would  be 
an  appeal  from  the  valuator  of  tenements 
to  theSuh-rommissioners,  as  the  Bill  prO' 
vided,  that  is,  if  the  owner  of  a  tenement 
should  not  be  satisfied  with  the  valuation 
of  it;  the  Sub-commiasioners  should  ex- 
amine and  correct  the  valuation.  He 
would  add  to  that,  an  appeal  to  the  B;ir- 
rister  at  quarter  sessions.  Generally,  he 
supposed,  the  revision  of  the  Sub-com- 
missioners would  be  sattafuclory,  and  not 
the  less  likely  to  be  so,  if  there  was  an 
appeal  from  it. 

The  remaining  clauses  were  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.     Bill  to  be  reporlad. 

At  the  five  o'clock  sittings,  )0|c 


The  Chairman  counted  the  Committee 
and  there  being  only  twelve  Members 
present,  left  the  Chair;  and  Mr.  Speaker 
having  reiutned  it,  . 

The  Chairman  reported  to  him  that 
there  were  not  forty  Members  present. 

The    House    was  again   counted,  i 
forty  Member*  being  present,  again 
solved    itself  into   a   Committee   on    the 
above  Bill. 

On  the  Question,  "  that  Clause  5  stand 
part  of  the  Bill." 

Viscount  Clements  said,  lie  would  di, 
vide  the  Committee. 

Strangers  were  excluded,  but  no  di. 
vision  took  place,  Viscount  Clements  find- 
ing no  seconder. 

On  the  Question  being  again  put. 

Viscount  Clements  said,  he  would  move 
"that  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill  be 
postponed  for  six  months." 

Sir  T.  Fremantle  urged  on  the  noble 
Lord  tlie  necessity  of  allowing  the  Bill  to 
proceed. 

Sir  R.  Fergtison  would  again  press  on 
the  tight  hon.  Baronet  what  be  had  often 
urged  before— namely,  to  try  the  Bill  as  an 
expetiment  in  those  counties  which  had 
not  yet  been  valued. 

Viscount  Clemenis  bad  no  wish  to  let 
others  do  for  him  what  he  could  do  for 
himself;  end  he  therefore  objected  lo  ihis 
Bill,  on  the  ground  that  it  committed  to 
the  Executive  Government  in  Ireland, 
what  could  be  more  Baliefactorily  done  by 
the  grand  juries  of  counties,  as  far  as  re- 
lated 10  valuation,  and  applolting  the 
grand  jury  cess.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  would  persevere  in  his  oppo- 
sition to  the  Bill. 

Mr.  S.  Crawford  also  urged  on  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  propriety  of  adopt- 
ing the  suggestions  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  R.  Ferguson),  of  lettinj^  the  meusure 
stand  as  an  experiment  on  those  counties 
which  h^id  not  been  valued. 

Sir  T.  Fremantle  said,  he  could  not 
take  upon  himself  to  follow  the  advice  of 
the  hon.  Baronet,  without  more  consider- 
ation ;  and,  therefore,  if  the  noble  Lord 
would  allow  the  remaining  clauses  to  go 
through  Committee,  he  would — if  no  ob- 
iection  existed  in  other  quarters— comply 
with  the  suggestion  ;  but  if  he  could  nut 
consent  to  the  suggestion,  he  would  pro- 
mise the  noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  Baro- 
net, an  ample  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  point  at  another  stage,  and  have  the 
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Small  Debts  (No.  3)  But.]     The 
SoUcilor  General  said  as  lliis  was  a  Bill  of 
the  utmost  imparlance  to  the  mercanlile 
classes,  it  would  be  necessary  to  have  it 
passed  through  the  House  with  the  letist 
possible  delay.     He  had  had  several  com- 
munications vrith  bon.  Members  on  both 
•ides  of  theHouEe  wbowere  connected  with 
the  mercantile  interest,  and  they  bad  ex- 
pressed  their   approval   of  the   mensure. 
He  proposed,  then,  with  the  leave  o(  (he 
House,  that  the  Bill  should    be    rend  ■    of  her  c 
second  lime,  and  that  they  should  aTter-    ciislody,  »he 
wards  g;o  pro  Jormil  into  Committee  this    bade  kitchen 
evening,  for  the  purposeofmaking  certain    she  could  hi 
alterations  and  adding  some  clauses  to  the    thn  negati 
Bill  which  were  deemed  neceesary  to  ren-    that  she  then  offered 
der  it  completely  satisfactory.     The  Bill,    sialer  a  bed,  which 
with  the  amendments, could  then  be  printed, 
and  delivered  into  the  bands  of  Members 
to-morrow  or  Monday, 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

On  the  Motion  for  going  intoCommittee 
pro  formS, 

Mr.  Wakley  suggested  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  propriety  of  at 
oncestating  those  amendnienishe  intended 
to  propose.  The  Bill,  as  it  then  stood,  he 
ihouglit  was  a  satisfactory  measure  to  the 
public  generally,  and  was  decidedly  an 
improvement  on  that  of  last  year.  He 
should,  therefore,  like  to  know  at  once  the  [  girh 
character  of  the  changes  that  nere  to  be  |  etabh 
made  in  it. 

Sir  ,/.  Graham  thought  that  the  course  |  both 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  pro- 
posed to  take  was  decidedly  the  most  con- 
venient one,  and  to  which  no  reasonable 
objection  could  be  well  urged. 

Bill  committed  pro  formdf  and  ordered 
to  be  recommiited. 
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Punishment  in  Staffordsiuiie.] 
Mr.  T.  Dancombe  wished  to  ask  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  whether  be  was  prepared 
to  lay  on  the  Table  of  the  House  the 
Report  of  Mr.  Robins,  relative  to  the  sys- 
tem pursued  by  a  magistrate  and  certain 
constables  in  SiafTordsbire  in  respect  to 
the  punishment  of  Eliza  Price;  and  also 
whether,  in  addition  to  such  report,  be 
would  also  produce  a  copy  of  the  corre- 
spondence between  the  Government  and 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Staifordsliire  upon 
the  subject?  He  liad  recently  received  a 
communication  from  the  same  neighbour- 
hood, where  it  appeared  that  the  same  kind 
of  treatment  had  been  puisued  against  two 
women  underlhowarrantof  a  Mr.  Briscoe. 


The  deposition  in  respect  to  the  latler  pri- 
soners, which  bad  been  laid  before  another 
magistrate,  stated  that  they  were  tao 
young  girls— (jne  only  eleven  years  of  age, 
and  the  other  fourteen.  The  first  was  ap- 
prehended by  a  constable  on  the  charge 
of  stealing  a  halfpenny  worth  of  coals,  and 
the  latter  for  stealing  a  waistcoat  of  little 
value.  The  deponent,  who  was  sister  to 
one  of  these  unforluDate  girls,  slated  that 
;  constable,  on  the  eveniog 
al.  who  had  Eliita  Price  in 
she  found  her  sister  in  a 
that  she  asked  him  whether 
a  bed,  when  he  replied  in 
had  not  one  there; 
noney  to  procure  her 
IS  also  refused.  On 
the  following  morning  she  again  called, 
when  she  found  her  sister  with  handcufTi 
upon  her,  and  chained  to  the  grate.  Oa 
the  next  morning  ahe  called  and  fonrni 
her  sister  in  the  same  dieadfiil  conditioa, 
and  the  other  prisoner,  Emma  Woodall, 
also  chained  in  like  manner  to  the  grate. 
Her  sister  said  that  ahe  had  never  been 
washed  since  she  was  taken  into  custody, 
and  asked  deponent  for  some  soap.  This 
statement  was  corroborated  by  another  sis- 
ter of  the  deponent.  It  appeared  that 
Mr.  Briscoe,  before  whom  these  two  young 
ght,  had  desired  the  con- 
them  to  his  house,  where 
they  were  confined  for  four  days,  and  were 
lo  the  grate  in  the  back 
kitchen.  He  (Mr.  Duncombe)  obierved 
that  this  appeared  to  be  a  moat  monstrous 
case  of  cruelly,  and  that  the  constable,  if 
found  guilty  of  having  acted  so  to  thstc 
young  women,  should  be  made  an  example 
of,  and  the  most  effectual  means  taken  to 
put  en  end  to  such  a  system  that  wai 
alleged  to  prevail  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Mr.  Briscoe's  magisterial  authority. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  he  should  not  hive 
the  least  objection  lo  produce  the  minutes 
of  evidence  which  had  been  taken  before 
■  he  Commissioner  in  respect  to  the  cases 
referred  to,  and  the  report  of  the  Comniis. 
sioner  himself  upon  such  evidence.  He 
would  be  also  happy  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
uf  the  House  a  copy  of  the  letter  which  be 
had  addressed  to  the  Lord  Lientenani  of 
SlafFordshire  on  the  subject,  enclosing  the 
Report  of  the  Commissioner  and  the  mi- 
nutes of  evidence.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Finsbury  would  then  see  that  he  hid 
pointed  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Licutea- 
ant  to  this  practice  of  chainiDg  priionen 
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upon  mere  night  charges,  nhich  he  staled 
wasmuit  repreheii>iblc,and  he  had  pointed 
out  to  the  Lord  Lieutenaat  ihe  necessity 
or  directing  the  magisiraiet'  attention  lo 
Ihe  lulijeci,  wiili  a  view  of  inducing;  them 
to  Die  iheir  InAneiice  to  clieck  this  prac- 
tice, which  )i»  was  sorry  lo  see  had  pre< 
vaDed  in  ihst  district.  The  conduct  pur- 
sued in  respect  lo  llie  recent  cases  men- 
tioned  hy  the  Hon.  Member  was  also  mast 
unjuiiitiable. 

CiiARiTABi.B  Bequests  Bili  (Ire- 
I.AHD).]  The  Earl  of  jlrHntfe^  wished  to 
know  nliether  il  ever  was  the  intention  or 
Her  Majesty's  Goveinmeiit  to  in'roduce 
any  amendments  into  ihe  Iriih  Charitable 
Bequest<t  Bill  7 

Sir  J,  Graham  said,  the  subject  to  which 
Ihe  noble  E»rl  referred  was  under  the  con- 
sideration of  Governmeni.  The  Roman 
Catholic  ComniiR!ii"ners  appointed  la  pre- 
side at  the  Board  under  this  Bill  had  rppre- 
senied  to  the  Gorernment  ibe  objections 
which  ihey  had  to  more  ihan  one  point  in 
that  measure.  Tliey  pointed  out,  espe- 
cially, the  duly  that  was  imposed  on  them 
by  the  Act, of  deciding  as  to  who  possessed 
eeclesiaslical  authority,  according  to  (be 
rules  and  canons  of  Iheir  Cburcb.  They 
dated  that  this  point  should  be  left  alio- 
geiher  lo  the  decision  of  an  ecclesiastiral 
authority,  and  not  of  a  civil  auihoiily. 
This  objection  he  had  a  desire,  as  far  as 
possible,  to  remove.  Another  point  was 
also  dwelt  upon  as  most  objectionable,  in 
respect  to  which  they  stated  that  the  Bill 
had  put  them  in  a  worse  situulion  lhan 
they  had  been  in  before.  He  could  only 
say  ir  was  not  tlie  intention  ofGovernment 
lo  place  tliero  in  a  more  disadvantageous 
poiiiion  than  tliey  had  been  heretofore. 
With  respect  to  ibeae oWections  generally, 
it  was  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernmeni, during  the  recess,  to  ^ive  every 
attention  to  them,  with  a  view  of  ascertain- 
ing how  ihesediificulliei  could  be  removed. 

Fhench  Squadron  at  Tahiti.] 
Captain  Pechell  said,  that  a  paragraph  had 
recently  appeared  in  the  public  newspapers 
relative  lo  the  French  squadron  at  Tahiti, 
in  whirh  it  was  staled  that  a  letter  bad 
been  lately  received  ffom  that  place,  giving 
an  account  of  the  anival  of  the  Talbot 
frigate  there,  which  was  towed  by  the  Sala- 
rnander  steamer.  Before  Ihe  Talbot  could 
get  leave  lo  slop  there,  it  appeared  that 
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hercaplain  was  required  to  ask  permission 
from  the  French  commander,  and  he  was 
also  commanded  to  salute  the  French  flag. 
The  captain  of  ibe  Talbot  hereupon  ob- 
jected lo  comply  with  these  demands ;  and 
it  was  said  that  the  French  authorities 
would  Dot  allow  any  communication  lo  be 
kept  up  with  the  Talbot,  except  tbrougli 
the  Salamander  steamer.  The  captain 
of  the  Talbot  being  disgusted  a!  this  treat- 
tneni,  sailed  immEdiateiy  for  ibe  Sdiidwirh 
Islanils.  He  wished  to  ask  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Atlmiral  whether  the  particulars 
of  any  such  proceeding  had  been  received 
by  the  Board  of  Admiralty? 

Sir  G.  Cockbum  was  utiderslood  to  say 
that  no  report  of  such  a  circumslunce  a* 
had  been  staled  by  the  hon,  and  gallant 
Officer  had,  be  believed,  been  received  at 
the  Admiralty. 

Military  PuNiaHMENT  at  Windsor.] 
Mr.  WakUy  said  that,  pursuant  to  his  notice, 
he  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon>  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  at  War  a  question  having 
reference  to  a  report  that  had  lately  ap- 
peared in  the  Morning  Chronicle,  of  a 
transaction  which  had  occurred  last  Salur- 
day,  in  connexion  with  the  2nd  battalion 
of  Coldstream  Guards,  at  Windsor.  By 
that  statement,  it  appeared  that  a  whole 
company  of  soldiers  were  ordered  lo  strip 
themselves  naked,  for  ihe  purpose  of  being 
ined  by  the  surgeon  of  the  regiment ; 
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luence  of  two  of  the  soldiers 


refusing  to  obey  such  an  order,  a  court- 
martial  was  held  upon  the  spot,  and  an 
order  made  that  these  soldiers  should  re- 
ceive one  hundred  lashes  each,  which  was 
at  once  inflicted  on  tliem ;  the  whole  pro- 
ceedings, including  the  cuurt-martjal  and 
punishment,  only  occupying  a  period  of 
two  hours  and  a  half. 

Mr.  S.  Herbert  said,  the  best  answer  he 
could  give  to  the  question  of  the  hon> 
Member  for  Finsbury  was,  to  state  the 
facts  that  had  occurred  as  briefly  as  possible. 
It  appeared  that  for  some  time  past,  in  a 
battalion  of  Guards  at  Windsor,  many  of 
the  soldiers  were  affected  with  a  certain 
disease,  which,  if  su6'ered  to  continue,  must 
have  been  attended  with  iierious  results. 
He  had  reason  to  believe  that  these  men, 
whether  from  a  dislike  to  going  into  the 
hospital,  or  from  same  other  cause,  liad  en- 
deavoured to  conceal  the  fact  of  their  suf- 
fering under  this  disease.  In  consequence 
of  this  being  made  known  to  the  military 
authorities  there,  a  rigid  medical  esamina< 
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tiiiB  was  ordered  ;  ttie  result  cif  which  was, 
that  aixreen  men  were  found  to  be  infected, 
who  otherwixe  would  have  passed  the  ordi- 
nary evamiaalion,  and  would  have  remained 
without  the  application  of  anv  proper  treat- 
ment to  arrest  the  progress  of  the  disease. 
In  consequence  of  the  great  indisposition  of 
the  men  to  make  known  their  peculinir 
situation,  and  thereby  to  avoid  the  neces- 
sity of  going  into  the  hospital,  great  dissat- 
isfaction had  been  excited  among  them  at 
the  order  for  this  examination,  and  two  of 
them  absolutely  refused  to  submit  to  such 
examination.  On  the  surgeon  reporting 
the  conduct  of  these  men,  they  were  called 
before  the  commanding  officer,  who  took 
some  pains  to  warn  them  of  the  iterious 
offence  they  had  been  guilty  of  in  refusing 
to  obey  the  nrders  of  the  surgeon ,  who  was 
a  commi^ioned  officer.  He  need  not  state 
how  essential  it  was  to  the  discipline  of  the 
army,  that  the  orders  of  the  commanding 
officers  should  be  strictly  obeyed ;  and  in 
this  case,  it  was  most  essential  to  the  health 
of  the  men  that  the  autliorily  of  the  medi- 
cal officer  should  not  be  held  in  contempt. 
The  officer  in  command,  therefore,  informed 
these  men  that  they  were  committing  a 
most  serious  offence ;  but  finding  that  tliey 
persisted  in  theii  disobedience,  he  ordered 
them  to  be  confined  for  forty-eight  hours 
in  the  black  bole.  The  men  made  no  re- 
monstrance at  the  time  to  this  order,  and 
were  marched  by  the  serjeant  into  the 
guard  room.  On  being  ordered  into  the 
black  hole  by  the  serjeant,  they  refused  to 
go ;  and  on  the  commanding  officer  being 
again  informed  of  their  disobedience,  he 
sent  for  tbem,  and  again  explained  to 
them  the  scriuus  offence  which  they  had, 
a  second  time,  been  guilty  of.  Having 
done  so,  the  Serjeant  again  gave  the  men 
orders  to  march  ;  but  they  were  slill  obsli- 
nale  in  their  refusal.  The  commanding 
officer  himself  then  gave  the  command, 
which  he  repeated  two  or  three  times  ;  but 
the  men  continued  to  stand  fast.  He  then 
ordered  them  back  to  the  guard  room,  where 
he  again  and  again  remonstroled  with  lliem 
on  the  Impropriety  of  their  conduct.  'J'hey, 
however,  persisted  in  their  refusal  to  obey  ; 
and  the  commanding  officer  being  fully 
aware  of  the  danger  of  this  insubordination 
spreading,  he  immediately  ordered  a  regi- 
mental court-martial,  as  he  thought  the 
immediate  punishment  for  an  oflence  of 
this  description  was  much  more  important 
than  if  he  had  called  a  district  court-mertini, 
when  the  punishment  Would  be  necessarily 
delayed,  and  of  a  more  severe  charfteler. 


TItecourt-marlial  was  accordingly  beU,  be- 
fore which  the  facts,  as  he  had  slated,  were 
fully  proved,  and  the  punishment  of  one 
hundred  lashes  ordered  to  be  inflicted  upon 
them  ;  which  punishment  was  immediately 
carried  into  effect.  With  respect  to  the 
paragraph  alluded  to  bv  the  hon.  Member, 
the  statement  as  lo  the  dissatisfaction  which 
existed  amongst  those  who  were  vitnessei 
to  the  proceedings,  was  quite  unfounded. 
He  did  not  wish  a  false  impression  to  be 
made  in  respect  to  the  facts  of  this  case. 
The  punishment  that  was  inflicteil  on  those 
men  was  not  for  refusing  to  comply  with 
the  examination  of  the  surgeon,  but  for 
insulting  their  commanding  officer  by  per- 
sisting to  disobey  his  orders. 

Mr.  Jr.  IVUliams  observed,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  uncwered 
the  most  important  charge  that  had  been 
made,  namely,  whether  those  men  bad 
been  ordered  to  stip  themselves  naked,  in 
the  presence  of  the  whole  regiment  ? 

Mr.  S.  Iltrbert  said,  (hat  it  was  a  well- 
known  custom  in  [he  army  for  lUe  men  to 
be  obliged  to  strip  occasionally  for  the 
examination  by  the  surgeon.  Also,  when 
a  regiment  was  ordered  down  lo  bathe 
togelher,  and  for  the  medical  inspection, 
which  generally  took  place  in  the  room* 
oftlie  men  in  the  morning.  The  excep- 
tion in  this  case,  as  lo  the  mode  io  which 
tie  men  were  ordered  lo  undergo  ihiaex- 
amination,  was  in  consequence  of  this 
disease,    which    was     prevalent     among 

Mr.  WakUy  would  uiidetlake  lo  say, 
that  by  a  more  private  examination,  i 
more  searching  inquiry  could  be  made 
into  the  case  of  each  parltcnlar  man,  than 
by  adopting  such  a  course  as  had  been 
slated.  Nothing  could  be  more  indelicHte 
or  indecent,  or  more  repulsive  lo  a  proprr 
and  correci  feeling  that  should  be  encoti- 
raged  among  men,  ilian  for  soldiers  to  be 
placed  under  llie  necessity  of  undergoing 
such  an  examinalion  naked,  in  ihe  pre- 
sence of  a  large  company  of  tlieir  com- 
r.ides.  He  knew  ihai  ii  was  highly  dan- 
gerous lo  make  this  House  a  rourt  of  ap- 
peal on  these  occasions:  but  when  he 
knew  ihai  in  the  House  of  Correction,  in 
this  melropolia,  there  were  at  present  se- 
venty soldiers  confined,  it  nas  quilc  clear 
that  there  was  something  wrong  in  ihe 
government  of  ilie  army. 

Mr.  W.  Williams  thought,  thai  every 
means  should  be  taken  to  put  a  stop  to  a 
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l»aMiM  w  kitkceiit  u  bad  been  de«ciuied 
ill  the  {tretent  instance. 

Admifsl  DuHdas  begged  to  differ  in  ihe 
opioion  expressed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
lleman  the  Sectet»r;  at  War,  when  he 
staled  that  it  was  cuitomary  for  whole 
regiments  to  fttrip  together  on  the  occa- 
sion* to  which  he  had  alluded.  From  hia 
experience  he  could  ta;,  thai  it  had  never 
been  custDroaij  lo  do  so  in  the  army,  and 
as  10  ihc  navy,  he  had  never  heard  of  such 
an  inilance  occurring, 

Mt.S.Htrberlsaiii,  that  there  appeared 
to  be  aoBie  oiisapprebeBiion  aa  to  tlie 
statement  he  had  made.  The  legiment 
in  (]ueslion  had  stood  together  in  a  row, 
and  each  nian,  as  he  was  called  by  the 
)n,  atouil  out  from  (be  row,  and  un- 
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CiiiNESR  Prize  Money.]  On  the 
Motion  Tor  going  into  Committee  of  Sup- 

piy- 

Captain  Btrhelty  rose  to  bring  forward 
the  Motion  of  which  he  had  given  notice. 
Me  proposed  this  Motioit,  he  said,  solely 
from  a  sense  of  justice,  from  a  streng  con- 
viction ot  what  was  due  on  the  part  of  the 
nation  to  a  most  galisnt  body  of  men, 
who,  after  the  most  noble  exertions— after 
undergoing  the  most  fearful  sufTeringi, 
— had  been  denied  their  lighiful  share  in 
the  booty  which  their  bravery  had  acquired. 
A«  a  proof  of  it  he  would  read  the  fol- 
lowing extract  of  a  letter  from  Captain 
Grey  :— 

"Tlie  power  of  the  sun  during  the  whole 
perioJ  was  very  greal,  and  the  consequences 
of  the  iinaToidablc  exposure  or  the  men  to  it, 
and  (o  ihe  pedinns  slill  more  prejudicial  night 
air,  soon  showed  itself  in  the  JHcreaiinfi  sick 
li*lt  ot  every  ship.  By  llie  beginning  of  Sep- 
lerober,  ours  had  leaehed  130,  and  before  we 
ri-turnetl  to  Chusan,  we  buried  18  men,  in- 
cluding our  purser,  one  lieutenant  of  marinei, 
and  earpenier,  and  some  of  the  best  petty 
oHiceri  of  tlie  ship.  Our  surgeon  was  inva- 
lided and  died  at  the  Cape,  as  iiell  as  a  se- 
cond carpenter.  The  numberof  men  invalided 
I  do  not  remember ;  but  it  was  many  months 
before  Ihe  ship's  company  recovered  their 
strength.  In  the  number  of  men  ill,  many  of 
tbe  transport  and  troop  sliips  far  exceeded 
our  |>ropariion  i  and  in  two  instances,  I  had 
om  of  my  weak  ship's  company,  to  put  officers 
nnd  men  on  board  them  to  take  them  down 
Ihe  river.  The  scene  on  hoard  the  BtUtiiU, 
when  she  passed  (.'hiii-keang-roo,  1  shall  neve' 
forget.  Uf  ilie  98th  regiment,  which  bad 
landed  €8Q  bayonets  at  Chin-keang'foo  on  the 
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31*t  July,  there  were  not  100  fit  for  ordioary 

'uly,  and  of  iier  ship's  company,  more  than 

air  were  on  the  sick  list.     Fore  and  aft,  her 

lower  deck,  every  berth,  was  occupied  by  a 

n  in  his  hammock,  while  in  the  gun 

'hich  was  used  as  a  hospital,  the  men 

were  lying  side  by  side  as  close  at  they  could  . 

be  laid,  in  the  last  stage  of  debility.    I  could 

multiply  the  cases  of  the  ships  that  came  un- 

observation  while  charged  with 

enior  officer  at  Chin-keaog-foo  ; 

hut  I  hare  said  enough  to  give  you  some  idea 

of  the  effects  of  the  climate.    1  trust,  I  may 

again  witness  such  sickness  and  such 

suffering ;  at  the  same  tiiae,  I  cannot  sufici- 

inily  express  my  admiration  of  the  patience 

>iib  which  it  was  borne.    Of  the  officers,  one 

ieuteoant,  one  midsliipmao,aDd  myself  alone 

scaped  Ihe  ague.     If  I  can  afford  you  any 

further  informatioit  that  may  be  useful  to  you, 

I  shall  be  glad  to  furnish  it.    I  sincerely  hope 

you  may  succeed  in  obtaining  for  the  seamen 

adequate  remuneration  for  their 

I  the  miserable  pittance  of  4f.  2r., 

which  is  all  that  fell  to  the  share  of  those  who 

served  in  the  Endi/mion." 

The  pretence  set  up  by  the  Ohancellor  of 
Exchequer,  that  no  war  had  been  de- 
clared previous  to  the  hostilities  so  gal- 
lantly Gt>Dclucted  by  these  men,  was  sb&bby 
in  the  ia«t  degree,  and  utterly  jnoonsit' 
lent  with  juilice  and  reason.  In  the  case 
of  the  Burmese  war,  grants  were  mads  to 
the  gallant  Britons  who  had  taken  pan  in 
it,  to  the  fall  esient  of  tbe  military  atorea 
and  other  booty  they  had  achieved.  But 
the  loen  who,  by  their  bravery  in  China, 
bad  realized  a  bootyoftwo  milliona  and  a, 
half  sterling,  besides  the  ransom  money, 
were  denied  the  reward  of  their  exertions. 
Government  would  not  dare  to  refuse  to 
the  army  in  India  the  fruits  of  Its  valour  ; 
why,  then,  should  the  gallant  fellows  who 
had  so  nobly  maintained  the  honour  of 
Fngland  in  China,  be  deprived  nf  their 
rights?  Tbe  officers  and  men  in  Sir  W. 
Parker's  ship,  for  instance,  bad  they  been 
justly  treated,  would  have  received,  on 
the  average,  nearly  200J.  each  ;  but  as  it 
w.-ii,  ihey  would  have  got  one-lbird  more 
by  working  in  peace  and  comfort  in  Ply- 
mouth or  Chatham  Dockyard  for  the  time, 
than  they  realized  by  all  iheir  arduous  ex- 
ertions, their  unsurpassed  bravery,  their 
tcirible  tutfetings  in  China.  It  was  suffi- 
cient to  cause  disgust  in  the  mind  of  the 
Griiiih  senman  to  offer  him  such  a  paltry 
sum  as  42.  ai  a  return  for  the  eminent 
spivii'cs  which  he  had  rendered  in  China. 
Under  the  system  which  ihey  adopted  of 


Zi 


..Google 


679 


Chinese 


{COMMONS} 


Prize  Mmey. 


remunerating  'those  men,  the  boy  who  I  received  hut  41.    He  had  the  hoDOor  of 

blacked  an  officer's  shoes,  or  waited  be- 1  ------  ■"-- -"■-■—    —■ ■  ■--  -"--■  — 

bind  him  at  table,  was  as  largely  rewarded  | 
as  the  able  seaman.  To  his  mind,  that 
was  using  the  BrilUh  seaman  most  un- 
justly ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  that  sach  a 
course  of  conduct  would  visit  itself  at  a 
future  day  upon  the  authors  of  it.  It  was 
true  that  the  Chancellor  of  ibe  Exchequer 
Baid  there  bad  been  no  war  in  China  ;  but 
the  same  argument  had  been  used  with 
respect  to  the  batile  of  Na»ariiio,  and 
what  took  place  in  that  case  ?  The  claims 
of  the  sailors  were  on  that  occasion  re- 
sisted on  the  ground  ihat  there  had  been 
no  declaration  of  war ;  and  the  conse- 
quence of  resisting  them  on  those  grounds 
was,  that  on  board  one  line  of  battle  ship, 
on  two  occasions,  the  sailorH  said  lhat  in 
future  they  would  make  a  bargain  whether 
there  was  war  or  no  war  before  ihey  went 
into  action.  They  had  the  authority  of 
the  greatest  man  lhat  ever  the  Navy  pro- 
duced, for  treating  wilb  liberality  the  sai- 
lora  who  fought  the  haitlei  of  their  coun- 
try-   Lord  Nelson  said — 


"  An  Adroiral  may  be  amply  rewarded  by 
his  feelings  and  ibe  approbation  of  hii  supe- 
riors, hut  what  reward  hare  the  inferior  offi- 
cers and  men,  but  the  value  of  Ihe  prizes  ?  If  an 
Admiral  lakesthat  from  them  on  any  considera- 
tion, be  cannot  expect  to  be  well  supported. 
However,  I  irusi,  as  in  alt  other  instances,  if 
to  serve  the  Stale,  any  persons  or  bodies  of 
men  suffer  losses,  ii  is  amply  made  up  to 
them;  and  in  this  I  rest  confident  my  brave 
associates  will  not  be  disappointed." 

He  trusted  lhat  the  House  would  on  tli 
occasion  act  in  the  aame  liberal  spii 
which  was  exhibited  when  Admiral  Cod- 
ringtoo  brought  forward  a  Motion  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  remuneration  for  thi 
men  who  fought  at  Navarino.  On  tha 
occasion  Mr.  O'Conuell  said  that  hisprin 
ciple  was — not  to  pay  those  who  did  no 
deserve  ii,  but  to  pay  liberally  those  whi 
deserved  it-  The  only  dissentient  from 
the  Motion  was  the  present  hon-  Memhe 
for  Montrose;  but  he  did  not  divide  ihi 
House  on  his  opposition,  and  the  Motion 
was  carried.  Now  he  would  turn  lo  Sy- 
ria, and  ask  the  House  what  course  had 
been  adopted  wilh  respect  lo  ihe  forces 
employed  by  ihii  country  on  the  coast  of 
Syna?  The  peily  ofitcers  employed  in 
that  service  received  each  I2j.,  or  Ml.,  or 
16/.;  whilst  the  pelly  officers  who  had 
served  in  China  for  a  much  longer  period 


serving  in  that  expedition,  and  he  did  u 

to  put  the  services  which  were  per- 
formed  there  in  serious  compelilioD  with 
those  which  had  been  performed  in  China: 
od  he  would  add,  that  the  men  who  were 
imployed  in  Syria  were  not  occupied  in 
hat  service  more  than  a  few  months, 
vhilst  those  mho  served  in  China  had  been 
employed  during  periods  of  three  years, 
years,  or  one  year.  Notwithstanding 
difference  in  the  length  of  service, 
and  the  fact  lhat  the  Chinese  forca  bad 
iplured  merchandise  and  other  property 
equal  in  value  to  the  amount  of  three  mil- 
lions sterling,  which  was  bond  fide  iheir 
properly,  yet  they  received  less  per  bead 
than  the  men  composing  ihe  expeditions 
to  Syria  and  Algiers.  Lord  Exmouih  re- 
ceived 100,000/.  for  seizing  a  fleet  in  the 
Bay  of  Naples,  although  he  did  not  keep 
it  in  his  possession  for  five  minutes  ;  and 
he  would  ask  the  House  of  Commons, 
would  they,  when  they  considered  that, 
say  that  the  men  who  were  employed  in 
those  most  valuable  and  importaoi  ser- 
vices in  China,  ought  lo  receive  to  amall  a 
sum  as  41.  each?  For  the  service  which 
had  been  rendered  in  other  parts  of  the 
globe,  liberal  remuneration  had  been  given; 
and  he  did  not  see  why  the  seamen 
in  China  should  be  neglected.  Sir  H. 
Oough  obtained  a  pension  for  life  for  bis 
services  ;  Sir  W.  Parker  was  created  a 
baronet,  and  received  a  most  importanl 
command  ;  and  Sir  Henry  Pottiuger  wu 
created  a  baronet,  and  obtained  a  peosim 
for  his  services.  Those  rewards  were  not 
too  much  for  the  valuable  services  whidi 
had  been  rendered;  but  he  would  ask, 
would  any  man  in  that  House  ssy  that  41. 
each  was  sufficient  to  compensate  the  sail- 
ors and  soldiers  who  had  been  employed 
in  China  ?  It  had  been  urged  as  a  reason 
for  giving  so  small  a  sum,  ihat  the  victory 
in  China  was  an  easy  victory  ;  and  he 
should  remark  thai  such  an  objection  was 
a  premium  to  officers  not  to  put  out  their 
force  or  apply  their  science  and  skill  in 
time,  and  with  sufficient  effect  a(  once, 
but  rather  to  let  some  of  their  men  be 
killed  before  they  injured  ihe  enemy.  He 
trusted  the  House  would  not,  on  this  oc- 
casion, forget  the  services  which  had  been 
rendered  by  our  seamen  in  China;  thsl 
(hey  had  made  the  Chinese  succumb  to 
our  terms,  and  had  taught  them  a  lessoa 
which  they  wtluld   never  forget.     Tb«y 
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hid  achieved  a  triumph  which,  in  every 
point  of  *ie»,wai  calculated  (o  confer  the 
greateit  advantage;  and  in  addition  to  all 
the  oiher  benefits  which  neie  to  be  ex. 
peeled  from  our  proceedings  in  China,  it 
ought  not  to  be  forgotten  that  facilities 
were  obtained  for  introducing  amongst 
the  Chinese  people  the  spirit  and  bletsings 
of  the  Christian  religion.  He  therefore 
earneitlv  entreated  the  House  to  assist 
him  in  doing  that  which  he  believed  to  be 
simple  justice  to  the  British  feaman  ;  and 
he  thought  that  by  doing  jualice  to  his 
claims,  thej  were  pursuing  the  only  course 
which  could  most  securely  attach  him  to 
his  country;  and  if  they  refused  to  com- 

Eensaie  him  for  that  which  he  had  so 
ardly  won,  it  would  be  useless  lo  endea- 
vour to  make  up  afterwards  for  that  in- 
justice by  emolumeniB  or  rewards,  or  of- 
fers of  advantage.  He  had  brought  for- 
ward this  Motion,  not  at  the  request  of 
any  party,  but  solely  from  his  own  desire 
to  obtain  justice  for  the  British  teamen; 
aod  if  Ihey  refused  to  accede  to  it,  tliey 
would,  in  hi*  opinion,  give  the  greatest 
blow  to  the  British  Navy  which  had  been 
■truck  at  it  for  many  years.  The  boo. 
and  gallant  Member  coocluded  by  moving 
that — 

"This  House  will,  upon  Wednesday,  the 
23id  day  of  this  instant  July,  resolve  itielf 
into  a  Committee,  for  the  purpose  of  consid- 
ering the  propriety  of  an  Address  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, humbly  requesting  tlitt  She  will  be  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  take  into  consideration  the 
claims  for  further  pecuniary  recompense  of  the 
Officers,  Seamen,  Soldiers,  and  Marines  en- 
gaged in  the  operatjoos  againii  the  Chinese 
Empire,  in  the  years  1840, 1641,  and  1842." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  aaid, 
that  if  he  rose  for  the  purpose  of  opposing, 
on  public  principle,  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite,  he  hoped 
the, House  would  believe  that  he  was  not 
less  impressed  with  a  sense  of  the  merit, 
vigour,  and  ability  of  those  engaged  in  that 
war,  than  the  hon.  Gentleman.  He  was 
perfectly  sensible  not  only  of  the  valour  and 
skill  displayed  by  our  forces  in  China,  but 
also  of  the  humanity  which  they  eichibited 
towards  their  foes,  and  the  sufferings  which 
tliey  endured,  not  only  from  the  military 
operations,  but  also  from  the  effects  of  the 
climate.  Fur  all  these  the  forces  employed 
in  China  deserved  the  respect  and  admira- 
tion of  their  fellow  countrymen ;  but  when 
be  expressed  his  admiration  of  those  who 
were  so  engaged,  he  would  add  that  the 


Ho^se  waE  now  called  upon  to  discuss  » 
question  totally  distinct  from  the  merits  of 
the  officers  and  men  employed  in  the  late 
operations  in  China.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  opposite  hud  called  upon  them 
to  adopt  a  course  which  had  never  yet  been 
taken  by  Parliament,  and  which  was  op- 
posed to  the  constitutional  principles  on 
which  the  rule  applicable  to  prize  was 
founded.  It  had  been  always  recognised 
as  a  principle  that  the  remuneration  of  those 
engaged  in  naval  and  military  operations 
should  be  left  to  the  discretion  and  liber- 
ality of  the  Crown  ;  and  so  strictly  had  that 
power  been  reserved  to  the  Crown,  that 
when  the  Crown  made  over  to  Parliament 
the  revenues  arising  from  droits  of  the  Ad- 
miralty and  property  captured  in  war,  the 
power  was  reserved  to  the  Crown,  in  terms 
the  most  stringent,  of  apportioning  at  the 
discretion  of  the  Crown  the  amount  of  what 
was  captured  from  the  enemy  to  the  sol- 
diers and  seamen  employed.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  stated  that  all  the  pro- 
perty and  money  which  had  been  captured 
in  China  belonged  to  theCrown;  and  when 
he  alluded  to  the  observation  which  he 
(the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer)  had 
made  with  respect  to  there  being  no  war 
in  China,  he  was  aware  that  the  observa- 
tion  was  meant  to  apply  to  the  right  to 
seize  that  property.  He  had  said  that  we 
had  embarked  in  the  operattona  against 
China,  for  the  purpose  of  recovering  from 
the  Chinese  an  amount  of  money  ofwhich 
our  subjects  had  been  improperly  deprived, 
and  obtaining  compensation  from  the  Chi- 
nese Government  for  the  expenses  of  the 
war,  and  bringing  it  to  a  proper  sense  of 
what  was  due  to  the  honour  and  character 
of  this  country.  It  was  not  enough  iu 
order  to  establish  a  right  prize,  to  show 
that  it  was  captured  as  reprisal:  instances 
without  number  had  happened  in  which 
reprisals  were  made,  and  the  property  cap- 
tured only  retained  for  a  time  until  satis- 
faction for  injury  was  obtained  —  such 
captures  were  not  prize  of  war.  In  order 
to  establish  a  right  to  prize,  certain  form- 
alities were  necessary ;  there  should  be 
a  declaration  of  war  and  a  proclamation 
from  the  Crown,  assigning  the  rights  in 
property  captured,  which  would  give  to 
the  captors  the  power  of  making  it  a  prize. 
He  mentioned  these  circumstances,  because 
he  thought  it  was  important  that  those  in 
the  House  who  had  to  decide  the  question 
should  know  the  point  on  which  it  turned. 
It  was  true  that  in  the  case  of  the  services 
performed  at  Algiers,  100,000/.  were  given 
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bT  PorlisiHiit  to  tbfl  forcei  employed ; 
the  caM  of  NktcHdo,  60,00(M.  ;  and  in  the 
ctM  of  Sjrria,  6O,O00J.  bLm  ;  but  tbete 
•umi  were  not  given  u  prize,  ibey  one 
given  M  remuneiKtion  to  the  men  em- 
plc^ed  ID  ihoK  serriws.  At  Mon  u  the 
operationa  in  China  had  lucoeMfulIj  ter- 
minated, the  Goremment  look  into  their 
ooDsiderBtion  wbmt  nim  ought  to  be  given 
to  the  foreei  employed.  The  hon.  and 
gidlont  Gentleman  complained  that  the 
•um  then  awarded,  gave  hut  a  miierahle 
pittanre  to  each  loldier  and  seaman; 
md  h»  went  on  to  compare  that  mm 
with  ■  magnificent  account  of  the  prizes 
captured  bj  our  forcei  tn  China,  when 
in  realitf  no  prixei  had  been  captured. 
There  were  orden  given  to  seisB  certain 
veisets  and  property  as  reprisal*,  to  be  given 
up  at  the  end  of  the  war ;  hut  there  were 
directions  lent  oat  to  take  no  veuels  which 
were  engaged  in  carrying  on  the  inter- 
course along  the  coast  of  China ;  and  so  far 
were  those  in  authority  frora  looldng  at 
the  property  seiaed  as  prize,  that  when  Sir 
Henry  Potiinger  was  asked  to  consider  the 
captures  as  price,  and  to  appcrint  a  priae 
agent,  he  poHtively  refused,  and  appointed 
a  public  officer  to  superintend  the  vessels 
captured;  thus  laying  down  the  princi[de 
that  they  were  seiied  for  satisfaction  of 
our  demands  in  China,  and  not  as  prize. 
The  Government  had  then  to  consider 
the  proportion  in  which  remuneration 


Priit  Money. 


service  of  their  country  sbauld  be  assigned 
Mid  distributed.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
atated  that  property  lo  the  anoont  i^ 
1,500^0001  was  enptnred.  He  did  not 
know  upon  what  data  that  calculation  was 
founded;  hut  there  was  a  retDm  on  tbe 
Table  of  tbe  House,  from  which  it  appeared 
that  the  value  of  prizes  captnred  from  tbe 
25th  of  AugDst,  1841 ,  to  tbe  22nd  of  Au- 
gust, 1843,  amounted  to  540,000  dollars, 
or  U  7,700/.;  and  he  spprdiended  that  tbe 
GoYflmmeni,  in  allotting  166,0001.  fbc  tbe 
operaiioDs  in  the  Canton  river,  and 
355,0001.  tat  tbe  services  performed  in  the 
Yaotesekiang  river,  anounting  in  the  whole 
to  420,000/.,  could  not  be  said  to  have 
given  a  remuneration  inadequate  to  the 
ptize  money  to  which  the  troops  would 
liave  been  entitled,  if  there  had  been  a 
jmiclamatioB  of  prize  at  the  time  when 
tbe  captures  were  made.  The  gratuities 
given  on  such  occasions — as  in  Syria  and 
elsewhere — were  nut  equal  lo  the  assouut 
of  property  captnred.  Tbe  hon.  Gentleman 
eonplidncd  that  tbe  diatribotisn  at  auratj 


was  made  according  lo  the  Indian  mode. 
He  admitted  that  to  be  the  case ;  but  it  waa 

because  above  one  half  of  the  land  forces 
employed  belonged  to  tbe  East  India  Com- 
pany's service,  and  a  great  portion  of  the 
naval  force  belonged  to  the  Indian  navy: 
they  were,  accustomed  to  the  Indian  mode 
of  distribution  of  hatta.  If  the  other 
mode  of  distribution  had  been  adopted, 
there  would,  doubtleas,  have  been  cino- 
plaints  of  the  dictrihution  operating  pre- 
judicially to  individuals  in  that  branch 
of  the  service.  Distribute  prize  money  as 
you  would,  the  lower  ranks  of  the  service 
could  not  receive  those  large  amounts  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  contemplated.  He 
wished  that  gratuities  could  be  distributed 
in  proportion  to  tbe  merits  of  the  indivi- 
dual, and  the  value  of  the  services  rcn. 
dered ;  but  that  cnuld  not  be  the  ca&e,  if 
the  amount  be  distributed  in  proportion  to 
the  prizi-s  made.  In  the  late  war  many  men, 
for  very  brilliant  services,  received  inferior 
remuneration  lo  that  which  was  gained 
by  those  who  captured  merchant  vessels 
without  exertion.  Tbe  hon.  Gentleman 
might  say,  "  Look  at  the  Nile  and  Tra- 
falgar, where  men  received  7/.  a  head  for 
the  must  biilliant  victories  and  valuable 
services ;  while  the  crews  who  captured  a 
merchant  fleet  in  the  chops  of  the  Channel 
received  \Gl.  or  20/.:"  the  remuneration 
from  prize  must  depend  upon  the  ac- 
cidental circumstance  of  the  service  upon 
which  the  individuals  were  engaged.  No> 
thing  was  more  painfnl  than  to  renst 
n  demand  made  on  behalf  of  brancbet  of 
tbe  public  service,  which  had  done  so 
much  both  for  the  honour  and  interest  of 
the  country ;  but  still  Government  bad  a 
duty  to  petform,  and  in  its  performance 
there  waa  a  principle  of  which  they  abould 
not  lose  sight.  They  objected  to  parlies 
on  every  occtuion  of  lucecssful  enterprise 
coming  to  that  House  and  seeking  to  make 
it  tbe  instrument  of  giving  to  the  diffi;rcnt 
bnnebes  of  the  service — to  tbe  army  and 
to  tbe  navy  of  the  country- — pecuniary  re- 
wards.  When  tbe  hon.  Gcnileman  talked 
(^sewoen,  before  gnngioto  action,  consid- 
ering what  would  be  tbe  chances  of  their 
being  rewarded  in  this  way,  he  was  attri- 
buting motives  to  both  officers  and  men  by 
which  he  (the  Chaoeellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) was  sure  they  were  not  actuated.  If 
Mich  were  tbe  case,  if  they  were  actuated 
by  such  motives,  it  wouU  be  a  melmicholy 
conHderaiiuD,  for  nothing  more  clearly  in- 
dicated tbe  ruin  of  empires,  than  when 
tioopa  would  not   march  without  a   eer- 
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talnty  of  additioual  largeea,  anJ  wuen  ihe  even  in  tlie  cnse  of  America,  and  vet  tbe 
militurj  power  embarked  in  a  Bvatem  of ,  same  rule  obtained.  Nor  was  there  such 
competition  which  had  only  money  for  its  a  dccluration  in  the  caxe  of  Denmark,  and 
object.     He   resisted  the  Motion   in    the ;  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  refused 


iirm  belief  that  the  amount  which  was 
already  ^ven,  wbr  adequate  to  the  amount 
of  the  captures  made  by  the  force  in  the 
war  referred  to,  and  a  fair  compensation 
for  any  prize  which,  under  the  circum- 
stances, could  have  been  laid  claim  tu  by 
the  parties;  and  he  was  sure,  whatever 
might  be  the  feeling  uf  thehon.  Gentleman 
nn  the  matter,  that  the  gratuity  would  be 
thankfully  acknowledged  by  the  troops 
and  by  the  navy,  as  a  liberal  acknowledg- 
ment of  the  services  which  they  had  ren- 
dered, and  as  an  incitement,  if  any  such 
incitement  were  required,  to  the  cheerful 
and  proper  performance  of  their  duty  on 
uiiy  future  occasion  on  which  the  country 
might  have  neal  of  their  services. 

Captain  Berkeley  observed,  that  he  never 
slated  tliat  the  officers  and  men  were  ac- 
tuated by  the  feelings  alluded  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Ocntleman,  but  that  the  sys- 
tem pursued  was  one  which  held  out 
to  tb«n]  temptations  to  itct  upon  such 
motives. 

I^ir  C.  Napier  wished  to  ask  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  how  lung  were 
vesaels  taken  to  be  considered  as  droits  of  the 
Admiralty  f — and  be  also  wished  the  right 
bon.  Oen'tleinan  to  tell  the  House  exactly, 
if  he  could,  what  money,  after  the  expenses 
of  the  war,  that  was  to  say,  after  the  ex- 
penses of  the  additional  ships  required  by 
the  transactions  in  Ciiins  were  paid,  went 
clear  into  the  Treasury  ?  [The  Clutncel- 
lor  ^  Ike  Exckfqver  :  None.^  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  included  the  whole  of  the 
force  that  was  there,  and  be  thought  it 
very  probable  that  it  had  absorbed  the 
whole  of  the  money.  The  Chancellor  uf 
the  Exchequer  intimated  that,  in  the  case 
of  China,  there  had  been  no  declaration  of 
war.  But  he  would  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther, when  they  sent  a  squadron  of  four 
frigates,  in  1804,  to  intercept  four  ijpanish 
galleoDs,  8  declaration  of  war  had  taken 
plac«  or  nut  ?  He  believed  not,  and  yet 
prize  money  was  served  out  both  to  officers 
and  men  ;  and  in  consequence,  as  the  Spa- 
niards conceived,  of  our  improperly  seising 
their  vesiehi,  a  declaration  of  war  followed. 
Waa  there  a  declaration  of  war  after  the 
Treaty  of  Amiens?  He  believed  there  was 
no  such  declaration,  and  yet  all  vessels 
taken,  whether  merchantmen  or  men  of 
war,  were  regarded  as  prises.  Nor  did  he 
believe  that  there  was  a  declaration  of  war 


Danish  claimants  any  remu* 
Herat  i<m  for  theii  losses  because  the 
war  was  not  declared ;  and  now  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  refused  to 
i;ive  prize  money  to  the  seamen  engaged 
in  the  Chinese  war  because  war  was  not 
declared.  He  would  leave  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  (o  reconcile  these  two  cases  if  be 
could.  In  China,  an  active,  severe,  though 
not  bloody  war,  was  carried  on  for  three 
years ;  and  yet  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer told  them  that,  notwithstanding 
this,  there  was  no  war  at  all.  He  remem- 
bered the  Duke  of  Wellington,  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament,  complaining  of  little 
wars ;  when  he  also  said  that  if  we  had  not 
war,  it  seemed  something  very  like  it,  as 
war  was  going  on  in  America,  in  Syria, 
and  in  the  East  Indies  ;  and  yet,  although 
these  were  regarded  by  the  illustrious 
Duke  as  wars,  they  were  now  told  that 
that  which  they  carried  <m  in  China  was 
no  war.  If  such  were  the  case,  then  were 
they  nothing  better  than  pirates  in  seising 
the  property  and  the  vessels  of  a  nation 
with  which  they  were  at  prufound  peace. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  told  them 
that  the  sum  of  420,000(.  was  given  to  the 
army  and  the  navy  in  the  East  Indies. 
Out  let  ihem  consider  the  magnitude  of 
that  army  and  navy.  They  should  then 
examine  whether  that  sum,  for  a  war  of 
three  years'  duration,  was  a  sufficient  re- 
muneration for  those  who  had  taken  an  ac> 
tive  part  in  it.  A  numerous  army  and  a 
large  fieet  were  employed  in  the  operations 
on  the  coast  of  China;  and  the  question  for 
consideration  was,  whether  the  sum  men- 
tioned fay  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would 
afford  sufficient  remuneration  to  the  forces 
engaged  in  those  operations.  The  right 
bon.  Chancellorof  the  Exchequer  had  stated 
that  no  captures  were  made  on  the  Chinese 
coast,  because  it  was  thought  prudent  to 
let  vessels  go  along  the  shore,  in  order  to 
insure  supplies  to  the  fleet ;  but  was  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  aware  that  a  levy  of 
10  per  cent.  wa9  made  upon  all  Chinese 
vessels  entering  or  leaving  the  ports  ?  He 
believed  thitt  no  account  of  the  amount  de- 
rived from  that  source  had  yet  been  fur- 
nished to  the  House.  The  battle  of  Nara- 
rino  was  an  affair  of  one  day;  and  yet 
60,000/.  were  given  for  the  services  of  one 
day,  he  might  say  of  a  few  hour^,  for  a 
fleet  consisting  ol  three  sail  of  the  line  und 
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tno  or  three  frigates.  A  large  sum  «as  -  considereil,  Dever  for  a  nngle  moment  en- 
eranted  at  Algieri  for  tbe  irork  of  a  few  I  tered  into  the  head  of  Ins  bou.  and  gallant 
hour.',  uhhough  no  war  was  declared.  And  \  Friend.  But  the  6,OUO,000  of  dollars  paid 
in  these  cases,  the  Secretary  of  the  Admi-  !  for  the  ninsoin  of  Canton  was  as  much 
raltjr  did  not  forget  to  take  his  war  pay.  ^  prise  monej',  as  if  our  men  bad  stormed  the 
He  then  said  it  was  war,  though  war  was    town,  and  seized  as  much  property. 


not  declared,  and  did  not  refuse  his  \ 


I  additi 


I   1o  that,  other  transaction!  took 


salary.  The  petty  ofiicers  at  Navarino  got  |  place,  such  as  at  Chusan,  Amoy,  &c.,  by 
17/,  For  six  weeks' serrice  in  Syria  the'  which  large  amounts  of  property  ci 
«ame  rank  of  officers  got  13/. ;  whilst  here,  |  our 
for  his  hard  services  in  this  the  Chinese  i  celli 
war,  covering  a  period  of  three  years,  the  j  accc 
petty  ufficcr  received  but  16/.  He  (vouU 
ask  the  House  if  that  was  a  fair  and  proper 
remuneration  for  a  seaman  who  went  to 
an  unhealthy  climate,  who  staid  there  foi 
three  years,  and  performed  his  duty  like  i 
man,  insomuch  that  he.  in  common  witl 
all  who  shared  with  bim  the  hardships  of 
that  service,  was  thanked  by  the  House  of 
Commons  for  so  performing  his  duty  ?  Thi 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  told  the  House 
that  the  British  army  and  navy  in  India 
were  always  io  the  habit  of  receiving 
hatta.  But  when  their  placards  were  stuck 
up  in  Porlsmoutfa,  and  in  our  other  seaport 
towns,  inviting  men  to  enter  the  service, 
and  holding  out  hopes  to  them  that  they 
might  make  their  fortunes  by  prise  money 
in  the  Chinese  war,  did  these  men  then 
think  of  battaf  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
also  spoke  of  the  honest  pride  aiul  gallantry 
of  our  seamen,  and  of  their  love  of  glory 
and  honour  being  sufficient  as  an  incite- 
ment  to  the  performance  of  their  duty. 
But  the  sailer  well  knew,  notwithstanding 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  panegyric, 
what  prize  money  was.  It  was  an  idea 
which  went  down  with  him  from  father  to 
son,  and  he  would  and  must  get  his  prize 
money.  The  British  sailor  also  knew 
very  well  when  he  was  well  treated, 
and  when  he  was  ill  treated.  He  was  ex- 
tremely sensitive.  To  prise  money  he 
looked  as  his  owo,  as  his  right.  He  went 
to  sea  for  his  prize  money.  That  was  the 
plain  English  of  the  matter.  He  knew  no- 
thing  of  honour  and  glory.  [Criet  of  "  Oh, 
oh, "J  Let  hon.  Gentlemen  hear  him  out. 
The  British  seaman,  whatever  might  be 
his  love  or  his  regard  for  his  country, 
fought  for  his  prise  money,  and  to  do 
so  ivHs  natural  to  him.  To  that  he  looked 
forward  as  his  remuneration,  as  an  ad- 
dition ti  the  scanty  pay  which  was  given 
him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  the 
galUnt  Officer  if  the  21,000,000  of  dol- 
lars which  were  given  by  the  Chinese  as  a 
condition  of  peace,  were  to  be  considered 
as  prize  money  ?     That  they  should  be  so 


possession,  of  some  of  which  the  Chan- 
of  the  Exchequer  had  given  no 
account,  and  much  of  which  was  giren 
hack  to  the  Chinese,  in  order  to  enable 
them  to  pay  the  21,000,000  of  dollars  which 
were  to  go  into  the  Treasury.  Why  was 
not  all  this  property  taken  into  the  account 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  to  see  whether  it 
would  not  amount  to  a  larger  sum  than  the 
420,000/.,  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
contended  exceeded  the  value  of  the  prizes 
taken?  If  this  was  to  be  the  course  to  be 
in  future  pursued  by  the  Government,  he 
would  recommend  that  the  Admiralty, 
whenever  it  became  requisite  to  equip 
another  armament,  should  send  down 
orders  to  their  officers  not  to  deceive  the 
men,  not  to  put  into  their  placards  that  tbe 
men  were  to  be  sent  to  this  or  that  place  to 
get  prixe  money,  but  to  tell  them  honestly 
and  plainly  that  they  were  gwng  to  fight 
for  their  Cimotry,  with  a  clear  and  perfect 
uoderstandiog  that  they  were  to  have  no 
prize  money;  but  that  Parliament,  in- 
stead, was  to  take  into  considcratian  the 
services  which  ihey  should  render,  and 
to  reward  them  according  to  its  plea- 
sure. He  would  like  to  see  if  they  would 
then  be  able  to  man  their  ships  ;  he  much 
feared  that,  in  such  a  case,  they  would 
be  compelled  to  have  recourse  to  impress- 


Mr.  J.  A.  Smilh  observed  that  there 
never  had  been  a  war  in  which  a  greater 
amount  of  property  was  exposed  to  Biitish 
seamen  ;  and  never,  perhaps,  on  a  former 
occasion,  had  the  force  of  discipline  been 
manifested  to  a  greater  degree.  With  re. 
gard  to  these  men,  the  course  which  tbe 
Government  was  now  adopting  was  a  most 
unwise  course,  as  they  did  not  hold  out 
that  reward  for  conduct  of  such  a  nature, 
which  in  true  wisdom,  and  with  a  due  re- 
gard to  the  interests  of  the  country,  they 
were  bound  to  hold  out.  He  was  persuaded 
that,  when,  on  similar  occasions,  vast 
amounts  of  property  were  exposed  to  plun- 
der, the  recollection  of  the  decision  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  not  be 
lost  upon  our  seamen,  as  they  would  iind 
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tbat  the  roost  profitable  course  for  them 
to  pursue  was  not  to  respect  the  propertj 
thus  put  in  their  power,  in  obedience  to 
the  orders  nf  their  superiors,  as  they  had 
done  on  the  occasion  now  alluded  to.  He 
much  tegretted  the  course  taken,  in  re- 
ference to  thb  matter,  by  the  GoFern- 
ment, 

Mr,  Henry  Berktlty  said,  at  there  ap- 
peared a  great  disinchnaiion  on  the  part 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  to  open  their 
lips  on  this  debate,  and  as  his  hon.  and 
gallant  relative,  b;  the  rules  of  the  House, 
on  a  Supplv  night,  hail  no  right  of  reply, 
he  should  venture  to  offer  a  few  remarks. 
The  right  hon.  -^'entlernQn  ihe  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  spoke  under  great  un- 
easioess,  and  mingled  his  refusal  to  do 
justice  to  our  seameo,  wiih  much  praise 
of  their  merits.  By  his  account,  so  that 
you  gave  them  hard  knocks  and  glory, 
pay  or  prize  money  was  a  matter  of  indif- 
ference  to  them.  Now  he  differed  with 
the  right  hon.  Genileman,  and  believed 
that  English  teamen  were  well  described 
in  the  words  of  an  old  writer — they  were 
men  who  preferred  "  solid  pudding  unto 
empty  praise."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
WB)  ready  with  his  praise,  but  not  with  bis 
pudding.  But  did  not  the  past  bear  him 
(Mr.  Berkeley)out  in  thus  thinking?  Look 
to  the  last  American  war.  Who  assisted 
in  taking  out  frigatea?  British  seamen 
in  the  pay  of  the  enemy.  He  appealed 
to  the  gallant  Admiral  opposite  (Sir  O. 
Cockburn)  for  the  fact.  Who  assisted  to 
lower  the  flag  of  the  Guerrt^re,  the  Mace- 
donian, Ihe  Java?  Who  were  found  in 
the  Chesapeake,  Argus,  and  £stex,  when 
captured?  British  seamen.  And  why? 
Because  they  found  better  pay,  and  more 
prize  money  in  the  American  seivice  than 
in  Ihe  British.  Let  the  House  remember 
that  80,000  English  seamen  nere  now 
serviog  in  the  American  mercantile  and 
Dational  navy.  Was  this  a  lime  to  dis- 
gust thore  who  remained  in  our  service, 
by  refasing  them  justice  ?  What  the  na- 
ture of  the  service  was  on  which  they  had 
been  employed  might  be  ascertained  by  the 
loss  in  one  frigate,  which  was  a  fair  average 
for  the  others.  The  Blonde  had  dead,  or 
invalided,  during  the  China  eipedition, 
1 ,094  men,beEides  84  killed  and  wounded ; 
and  the  Chancellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  as- 
sured us,  we  had  not  been  at  war.  He 
hoped  Ihe  House  would  put  aside  prece- 
dent for  justice.-  prudence  dictated  that 
course,  and  nut  run  the  lUk  of  disgusting, 


by  turning  the  cold  shoulder  upon  a  body 
of  men  who,  in  the  event  of  a  war,  mutt 
be  looked  upon  as  the  best  bulwaik  of  Ihe 
British  Empire. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  that  in  addition 
to  the  ordnance  referred  lo  by  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend,  the  Government  had 
not  accounted  for  the  brass  ordnance  taken 
at  China,  and  ihe  ransom  received  in  re- 
peel  toCanlonandolher  places  in  China, 
It  was  said  by  the  OoverDmenI,  this  Mo- 
lion  was  an  interference  with  the  koyal 
prerogative.  That  was  the  way  they  were 
always  met  when  the  claims  of  the  navy 
were  advanced;  buthecontended  that  the 
queslioo  was  not  one  for  the  Royal  pre- 
rogative at  all,  but  for  the  House  of  Com- 
s.  As  to  the  batta,  it  was  never  un- 
detslood  that  the  seamen  were  to  be  paid 
in  that  inannet — ihey  expected  to  have 
iheir  fair  proportion  of  prize  money,  and 
very  great  dissatisfaction  existed  as  to  the 
way  in  which  they  bad  been  treated.  The 
Government  were  in  possession  of  aulB- 
cient  funds  which  had  accrued  from  the 
services  of  the  army  and  the  navy,  to  do 
justice  to  both  services.  Then,  again,  was 
the  large  field  which  those  services  had 
opened  lo  Btilish  commerce  to  be  con- 
sidered as  nothing?  He  called  upon  the 
House  lo  support  the  Motion  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend. 

Sir  R.  Peel  trusted  the  House  would  be 
sensible  of  the  great  importance  of  the 
question  at  itiue  ;  and  that,  notwithstand- 
ing the  appeal  which  had  been  made  to 
them,  they  would  not  consider  it  their 
duty  to  interfere  with  the  exercise  of  the 
prerogative  of  the  Crown;  and  that,  un. 
less  a  case  were  satisfactorily  and  fully 
made  out,  they  would  not,  by  agreeing  to 
the  present  Motion,  hold  out  lo  the  army 
and  the  navy  that  ihey  were  to  look  in 
future  to  ihe  House  of  Commons,  instead 
of  the  Crown,  at  the  dispensers  of  favour 
and  rewards  for  mihlary  services.  There 
could  be  nothing  more  dangerous,  or  more 
replete  with  evil  in  its  consequences,  than 
for  the  House  to  interfere  as  a  court  of 
appeal  from  the  Crown,  as  to  thoie  acts  of 
favour  and  indulgence  which  it  might 
think  fit  to  show  to  the  army  and  navy  for 
great  military  services  performed.  Then, 
again, let  the  House  recollect  what  was  doe 
from  public  men  in  regard  to  the  public 
interest.  It  seemed  to  be  thought  lbs 
Qovernmeat  had  no  duty  to  perform  to 
iha  country  in  the  matter;  that  they  had 
nothing    to  do  in  guatdiog  tlie  public 
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purte.  According  to  some  at  ihc  argu- 
Rienu  which  had  been  advanced  by  Ihe 
hon  and  gallant  Gentleman  opposilp,  it 
might  be  Ihouglit  Umt  the  Members  of  I  he 
Government  had  appropriated  the  money 
received  from  Cliina  \o  their  own  private 
pnrpOHs;  atall  events,  the  argument  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  went  to  (his, 
■  hat  ihey  should  show  the  greatest  liber- 
ality to  every  claimant  who  came  forward, 
and  take  no  care  of  the  public  interest. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said,  be 
liberal  to  the  army  and  navy  ;  but  all  he 
could  say,  waa,  that  if  the  coinmerciul 
cominuniiy  were  not  to  have  more  reason 
to  complain  than  the  army  and  navy,  of 
being  defrauded  of  a  portion  of  the  money 
ihey  had  a  tight  lo  expect  for  the  purpose 
of  meeting  their  demande— their  claims 
must  be  considered  ;  and  if  tbeir  claims, 
and  thoseof  naval  and  military  men,  were 
to  be  liberally  treated  on  the  principles 
nov  advocated,  all  he  could  say  was,  that 
the  House  would  set  an  example  to  the 
Crown  which  I'ormer  Parliaments  had  not 
thought  it  prudent  to  set.  Nothing  could 
be  more  easy  than  for  reipontibic  Minis- 
ters to  recommpnd  the  Crown  lobe  liberal 
in  these  niatleis,  and  thus  to  gain  popu- 
larity and  favour.  All  their  sympathies 
»nd  prepossessions  were  naturally  in  fa- 
vour of  acceding  to  these  demands  ;  and 
norhing  was  so  easy,  if  the  Houseof  Com- 
mons would  support  him,  than  for  a  Mi- 
nister to  be  liberal  jn  this  way,  and  lo  con- 
cede ctaiois  of  ihia  nature,  if  he  was  sure, 
that  in  so  doing,  he  would  receive  the  sup- 
port of  those  who  were  the  guardians  of 
the  public  purse.  He  did  not  deny  that 
the  House  of  Commoni  had  a  liglit,  in 
some  measure,  lo  control  the  Crown,  and 
to  compel  the  Crown  to  be  liberal  under 
circumstances  in  which  great  liberality 
might  be  requirid;  but  it  would  be  a 
most  dangerous  interference  with  the 
Royal  prerogative,  and  would  place  Ihe 
House  of  Commons  in  a  most  invidious 
position  with  respect  to  those  services,  of 
the  value  of  which  the  Crown  was  then 
the  natural  and  the  consiitutionat  judge. 
He  repeated,  that  the  House  possessed  the 
right  to  interfere  ;  but,  before  they  did  in- 
lerfere,  they  mull  ask,  had  the  Crown  so 
acted  as  lo  make  interference  necessary  ? 
The  question,  then,  for  them  to  consider  was, 
had  the  Crown  acted  in  this  matter  with 
ibat  indulgence  and  justice  lo  those  two 
great  branches  of  the  public  service  of  this 
country— the  armj  and  ihe  navy— which 
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they  bad  a  right  to  expect  on  aecouot  of 
llieir  gallant  exertions  and  good  conduct 
in  the  Chinese  war  ?  With  regard  to  thore 
exertions  there  could  Me  no  doubt.  He 
admitted  at  once,  and  no  one  could  esti- 
mate higher  than  be  did,  the  important 
and  gallant  serrirci  of  the  commanders  of 
that  expedition,  and  the  resolution,  the 
determined  valour,  and  the  exemplary  for- 
bearance of  the  troops  engaged-  He  did 
not,  therefore,  place  his  opposition  to  the 
Motion  or  the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  on 
the  ground  of  denying  the  distinguished 
services  of  that  portion  of  the  army  and 
navy  which  had  been  engaged  in  the  mi- 
litary operations  in  China,  With  regard 
to  the  character  of  the  war,  whether  there 
had  been  a  formal  declaratioo  of  war  or 
not,  it  could  not  he  denied  that  the  service 
in  China  was  of  a  veiy  peculiar  aatute. 
When  we  entered  upon  a  course  of  hoati)- 
ilies  with  China,  we  felt  that  we  were  in 
the  position  of  a  most  powerful  counliy 
coming  into  hostile  contact  with  another 
far  less  advanced  in  civilizalion,  and  of 
far  less  experience  in  military  proceedings. 
All  the  instructions  given  by  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  lo  Ihe  conductors  of  the  expedi- 
tion were  founded  on  that  admission  of  the 
inreriorily  of  our  opponents.  We  had  no 
wish,  in  cairying  on  the  war,  to  lake  that 
advantage  of  China  which  we  should 
have  taken  of  a  more  powerful  anil  k 
more  civiliied  country,  under  aimilar  cir- 
cumstances. The  instruciions,  theterore, 
which  were  given  to  the  officers commaoi)- 
ing  Ihe  expedition  were,  "  Try  lo  make  an 
impression  on  the  Cliinese— by  the  occu- 
pation of  a  portion  of  their  territory  if  yon 
will — but  conduct  the  war  upon  uovel 
principles  (he  admitted  they  were,  and 
even  after  hostilities  had  broken  out),  suffer 
the  commercial  marine  of  the  enemy  to  go 
unmolested— lake  ihewarjnnkt  and  de- 
stroy them ;  but  in  order  lo  make  a  favour- 
able impression  upon  the  Chinese,  permit 
those  merchsnt  vessels  which  were  the 
properly  of  private  persons,  of  Chmne 
merchants,  to  pais  unmolested."  The  na- 
tural consequence  of  this  course  was,  that 
the  number  of  prizes  was  materially  dimin- 
ished. He  would  nol  deny  that  the  ststc 
of  our  relations  with  China  during  those 
proceedings  was  that  of  war:  but  what  had 
been  the  result  of  that  war,  conducted  upon 
the  principles  he  had  described;  and  what 
were  the  objects  fur  which  it  was  ondcr- 
lakcn  ?  We  were,  in  the  Hist  place,  to  re- 
cover a  certain  sum  of  money  from  the 
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ChinoG  for  iajuries  Builainid  by  our  mer- 
cbinta;  we  named  a  Etipulati^d  mm  to  ba 
paid  by  the  Chinese, 'pait  of  which  nas  lo 
be  BpplTsd  tu  the  payment  of  thoie  mer- 
chants whuH  opium  hid  been  aeized,  part 
to  the  paymeiit  of  the  Hong  debla,  and 
another  part  wai  to  be  applied  lu  the  de- 
fraying the  charges  connected  with  the  ex- 
pedition. 6,000,000  dollars  wae  the  luro 
required  lo  compenBaie  the  opium  mer- 
chanta ;  3,000,000  on  account  of  the  Hong 
debts,  and  the  remainder  was  to  go  to  pay 
the  etpenses  of  the  war.  That  nai  the 
understanding  of  the  roble  Lord  (Palmer- 
ston).  Now,  he  apprehended,  when  they 
had  paid  all  these  charges,  so  far  from 
having  any  surplni — and  if  there  had  been 
anysurplusafter  paying  all  thete  expenses, 
there  might  be  some  force  in  the  present 
damand— -but  after  payment  of  these  ex- 
penses, he  apprehended,  that,  instead  of  a 
surplus,  there  would  be  a  great  deficiency, 
notwitbatandlDg  tlmt  we  had  recovered  a 
large  sum  from  the  Chinese  as  ransom  for 
Canton.  Bui  suppose  there  had  been  a 
declaration  of  war,  and  all  the  formalities 
had  been  gone  through  ;  suppose  there 
had  been  a  proclamation  of  prizes,  and  an 
Act  of  Paritament  passed  uppropriaiing 
those  prizei ;  supposing  this  had  been  the 
case,  still,  was  there  any  ground  for  saying 
that  the  claims  to  prize  money  od  the  part 
of  the  Aimy  and  navy  engaged  in  that 
war  had  been  defeated  by  the  Govern- 
ment ?  1 17,000/.  was  the  total  amount  of 
prizes  that  had  been  realized.  [Sir  C. 
Napier:  But  the  merchant  vessels?]  They 
were  given  up  in  accordance  with  the  prin- 
ciples upon  which  the  war  was  originally 
commenced  and  afterwards  conducted; 
but  the  hoo.  and  gallant  Officer  took  into 
his  account  the  ransom  for  Canton  :  thai 
had  never  been  considered  as  prize  money, 
nor  was  it  usual  so  to  appropriate  money 
obtained  under  such  circumstances.  In 
the  case  of  the  Spanish  galleons,  which 
had  been  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Officer,  one-eighth  only  had  been 
appropriated  as  prize  money.  In  the  pre- 
■ent  case,  the  whole  amount  realized  in 
the  shape  of  prizes  was,  as  he  had  said, 
117,000f.  Now,  what  was  the  amount 
which  had  been  awarded  ?  The  Govern- 
ment had  awarded  to  the  naval  and  mili- 
tary force  engaged  420,000/.,  not  as  prize 
money,  he  granted,  but  in  the  shape  of 
baita.  Il  might  be  true,  (hat  by  such  an 
appropriation  one  might  suffer  and  an- 
otiMt  might  gain :  but  it  was  considered 
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by  the  authoriiiei  on  the  spot  that  as  the 
operations  were  Indian,  tlie  dislributron 
of  the  money,  430,000/.,  to  be  appropri- 
ated as  rewards,  should  be  on  the  prin- 
ciple adopted  in  India— namely,  bj  batta 
allowance,  rather  than  on  the  prin- 
ciple of  prize  money.  The  Government 
coold  have  no  inteteat  in  allotting  the 
money  as  batta,  instead  of  ns  prize 
money.  A  reference  h»d  been  made 
to  the  proportion  which  had,  in  thi» 
case,  been  awarded  lo  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  and  the  principal  officers  of  tlie  ex- 
pedition, in  compariton  wiih  what  had 
been  given  in  former  operations  of  a  like 
character.  Hir  believed,  that  on  previoos 
occasions  the  principal  ofiicerE  had  re- 
ceived a  larger  proportion  than  on  this. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  had  staled,  that  in 
respect  to  Algiers,  a  most  severe  battle, 
as  all  would  admit,  the  sum  of  100,000/. 
had  been  granted  by  the  liberality  of  the 
Government,  to  be  diiiributed  as  rewards 
amongst  the  force  engaged;  in  regard  to 
the  battle  of  Navari no  60,000/.  had  been 
allowed;  and  60.000/.  had  also  been 
awarded  in  the  case  of  the  Syrian  war. 
But  he  asked,  was  the  House  now  pre- 
pared, departing  from  its  proper  functions, 
to  act  as  a  court  of  appeal  against  the 
liberality  of  the  Crown  in  the  exercise  of 
its  prerogative?  Whatever  the  prevail- 
ing opinion  of  hon.  Gentleman  might  be 
at  to  the  merits  of  this  particular  case, 
he  would  appeal  to  them,  whether  they 
thought  it  was  right  or  prudent  to  set  the 
precedent  of  teaching  the  army  and  navj 
to  look  lo  the  House  of  Commons  for  re- 
wards and  indulgences  for  services  per- 
formed, instead  of  to  the  Crown?  How 
easy  it  would  be  to  say  that  the  value  of 
any  particular  service  depended  upon  its 
merits,  and  not  upon  the  amount  of  prizes 
obtained,  and  how  easy  it  would  be  to 
call  on  the  House  of  Commons  to  vote 
on  every  occasion,  where  no  prizes  were 
taken,  a  sum  of  money  by  way  of  largess 
to  the  troops  engaged !  But  was  il  not 
the  Crown  which  should  judge  of  what 
was  a  fair  return  for  the  service  performed  ? 
He  repeated,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
not  think  this  a  case  in  which  it  would  be 
proper  to  interfere  with  the  legitimate 
and  constitutional  functions  of  the  Crown, 
and  to  intimate  to  the  Government  that 
they  had  no  duty  to  perform  in  protecting 
the  public  interest.  And  if,  as  he  con- 
tended, there  was  no  want  of  liberality  in 
the  present  case,  be  truiied  the  House 
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wroulU  not  ditcourage  the  GoTernrnent  in 
iheir  alleinpt  to  reconcile  a  due  liberality 
lo  the  two  branches  of  ihe  lervice  of  thia 
country  —  the  army  and  the  navy,  with 
what  was  due  lo  the  interest  of  the  pub- 
lic. Above  all,  he  would  say,  it  would 
be  most  dangerous  for  a  popular  assembly, 
like  the  House  oT  Commons,  to  constitute 
itself  the  judge  of  military  service. 

Mr.  fVtlliams  ihoughi  the  statement  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Officer  (Captain 
Berkeley)  had  been  completely  answered 
by  the  right  lion.  GenilemaD;  and  if  the 
MotioD  was  pressed  to  a  division,  he 
thought  those  hon.  Gentlemen  In  the 
House  connected  with  the  Navy  would 
act  molt  unadvisedly,  and  he  must  oppose 
them. 

Viscount  Palmertton  was  disposed  lo 
concur  in  principle  generally  with  what 
bad  been  stated  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  the  right  hon.  Bdronel  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury,  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons should  be  careful  and  sparing  in  its 
interference  with  that  part  of  the  prerog- 
ative of  the  Crown  whieh  had  reference 
to  the  rewards  to  be  given  for  military  and 
naval  services.  He  argued  that  the  army 
and  navy  ought  to  be  taught  to  look  to 
(be  Crown  for  rewards;  and,  as  a  general 
rule,  it  was  most  inexpedient  for  that 
House  to  interpose.  At  the  same  time 
the  Molioit  of  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  not  altogether  without  example.  In 
the  case  of  the  battle  of  Navaiino,  the 
House  did  interpose  repeatedly,  and  at 
length  the  advice  of  the  House  prevailed 
with  the  Crown;  and  that  payment  was 
made  which  the  Government  had,  for  a 
long  lime,  thought  it  their  duty  to  with- 
hold. And  be  thought  the  present  was  a 
case  in  which  his  bon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  justified  in  urging  the  House  to  ex- 
press an  opinion  that  the  Government 
ought  lo  reconsider  the  decision  it  had 
come  lo.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  stated 
correctly,  that  official  men  were  naturally 
inclined  lo  lake  the  most  liberal  view  of 
claims  of  this  nalute.  Their  persond 
feelings  in  Ihe  first  place  would  lead  them 
to  look  favourably  upon  them;  but  con- 
siderations of  revenue,  and  considerations 
connected  with  the  supplies,  when  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  aud  the 
First  Lord  of  ihe  Treasury  came  lo  look 
at  the  expenses  of  the  country  on  the  one 
hand,  and  its  income  on  the  other,  coua- 
teibalancing  reelings  of  duty  arose  in  iheir 


minds;  and  afler  all,  it  was  a  questioii 
dependent  on  duty  .rather  than  feeling, 
which  would  ovenule  those  first  impulse* 
and  those  natural  feelings  to  lake  the 
most  liberal  view  of  such  demands.  And 
if  he  thought  that  in  this  instance  the 
Government  had  not  extended  its  liber- 
ality to  that  extent  which  the  just  claima 
of  the  two  services  required,  and  their 
brave  and  brilliant  achievements  would 
justify,  he  did  not  impute  to  them  any 
intention  to  overlook  the  just  claims  of 
those  services;  but  in  taking  a  less  liberal 
view  than  he  could  have  nisbed,  they  had, 
he  believed,  acted  under  the  influence  of 
what  they  considered  their  paremonot 
duly,  and  upon  the  judgment  ihey  had 
formed  upon  the  merits  of  the  case.  It 
was  all  very  well  to  say,  that  soldiers  and 
sailors  were  men  who,  in  entering  the 
service,  were  actuated  by  high  and  patri- 
otic feelings  only;  and  whose  whole  ob- 
ject was  the  honour  and  advantage  of  the 
country.  No  doubt  those  motives  did  in- 
fluence them,  and  that  those  were  the 
feelings  with  which  many  enlisted  in  the 
service  of  their  country ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  it  could  not  be  denied,  that  the  ex- 
pectation of  prize  money  added  a  zest  to 
the  service,  and  gave  an  impulse  to  the 
soldier  or  the  sailor  when  (he  day  arrived 
for  exertion,  which  it  would  be  most  un- 
wise to  withdraw  from  the  mass  of  mo- 
tives which  influenced  the  conduct  of 
men.  And  there  was  something  of  a 
wild,  romantic  nature  in  the  very  name 
of  prize  money,  which  rendered  a  small 
sum  so  obtained  far  more  gratifying 
to  the  man  who  gained  it,  than  a  much 
larger  amount  received  in  tbe  way  of  mere 
ordinary  pay.  Then  it  must  not  be  for- 
gotten that  [here  were  services  which  both 
soldiers  and  sailors  were  called  upon  to 
perform — perhaps  the  most  difficult,  the 
most  haiardouB,  and  the  most  dangerous 
— services  full  of  continued  exertion  and 
painful  endurance,  for  which  no  reward, 
no  prize  money  was  given.  Take,  for 
instance,  the  sufTerings  of  the  troops  in 
ASghanislan  ;  but  neither  the  soldiers  in 
that  expedition,  nor  sailors  engaged  in  « 
corresponding  case  at  sea,  would  ever 
complain  that  ihe  reward  of  prize  money 
was  not  lo  be  looked  for  by  them,  for  tbey 
knew  that  by  the  established  regulations 
of  the  service,  no  expectation  of  such  re- 
ward was  held  out  lo  them,  and  therefore 
no  feeling  of  injustice  was  felt.  But,  ou 
the  other  band,  when  they  were  in  a  sitoi- 
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tion  in  which,  according  to  the  eilablisbed 
rulei  of  the  semce,  they  might  eipect 
■ome  such  advaotage,  iT  ibey  did  Dot  re- 
ceive it,  they  contidered,  and  most  ma- 
teriatly  ao,  that  they  had  fair  ground  of 
complaial.  Now  the  queation  was,  did 
that  fair  ground  of  complaint  arise  in  ihia 
caae  7  Siticlly  and  legally  speaking,  there 
could  be  no  capture  made  before  war  was 
declared;  but,  as  had  been  decided  by  Sir 
W.  Scnit,  in  the  case  of  the  Danish 
claims,  that  when,  in  a  case  of  hoalilities, 
A  declaration  of  war  followed,  it  gave  (he 
right  of  prize  money  for  captures  made 
before.  lie  was  not  aware  whether  any 
declaration  of  war  had  been  issued  in  the 
present  ca*e  or  not ;  but  that  was  not  the 
question.  The  Crown  had  waived  the 
ground  of  right,  and  bad  granted  the  re- 
muneration. But  what  was  the  nature  of 
that  remuneration  ?  The  right  hoti.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
aaid,  that  the  payment  of  balia  was  chosen 
ai  the  mode  of  reward,  instead  of  prize 
money  ;  thnt  part  of  the  force  enijaged  be- 
longed to  the  India  Company;  and  thai 
batia,  and  not  priie  money,  was  the  usual 
mode  in  which  the  troops  of  thai  Com- 
pany were  rewarded.  He  doubled  if  in  tbia 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  altogether 
correct.  He  had  been  informed  by  persons 
who  had  been  engaged  in  the  Indian 
service,  that  it  had  been  customary  to  gire 
to  those  Boldieri  batta  end  prise  money 
too,  and  that  in  the  case  of  Lord  Harris's 
exploit*,  and  alio  in  the  war  under  Lord 
Hasi  ings,  the  troop*  of  the  India  ettablish- 
ment  received  both  pay  and  batta.  The 
question,  then,  wai  not  as  the  Cbancellor 
of  the  Eichequer  had  put  it,  that  batta 
having  been  paid,  nothing  more  wa*  due; 
but  i(  waigwhy  wasnot  priaemoney  givenai 
well  SB  batta  in  tbi*  case?  In  point  of 
amount,  comparing  it  wiih  the  nature  of 
the  service,  its  duration,  and  the  im- 
portance of  its  result*,  the  amount  which 
had  been  paid  in  tbi*  ca*e  was  not  so 
great  a*  had  been  awarded  on  previous 
occasions.  If  he  was  rightly  informed,  he 
believed  ibat  a  petty  officer,  "ho  bad 
served  in  China  during  the  three  years 
over  which  that  expedition  extended,  re- 
ceived 16/.;  whereas  the  larae  clasa  of 
officer*  engaged  in  the  expedition  against 
Algiers,  received  about  171;  and  the  re- 
ward paid  to  officer*  of  the  lame  rank, 
who  had  been  engaged  in  the  short  Syrian 
campaign,  was  18f.  But,  then,  it  was  said 
that  thare  waa  no  othei  fand  from  which 


the  money  could  be  taken.  Nov  that  wa* 
not  putting  the  matter  quite  correctly. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  had  staled  very 
truly,  that  the  orders  given  to  the  naval 
and  military  commanders  before  the  oper- 
ation* begun,  were  to  abstain  in  a  very 
signal  degree  from  inflicting  the  calamities 
of  war  on  the  population  of  ibe  country. 
In  fact,  it  was  our  anxious  object,  that 
whereas  peace  and  friendship  with  the 
people  of  China  was  our  ultimate  desire, 
tbut  nothing  should  be  done  unneces- 
sarily, in  the  course  of  the  war,  lo  alir  up 
hostile  feelings  among  the  population  at 
large.  But  the  right  hon.  Baronet  wns 
mistaken  i:i  supposing  that  orders  were 
given  in  the  outset  of  the  operation  to 
abstain  from  taking  the  junks.  On  the 
contrary  the  seizure  and  detention  of 
these  vessels  was  one  of  the  modea  of  re- 
prisal which  was  to  be  resorted  to,  and 
one  of  the  modes  by  which  it  was  pro- 
posed to  exercise  a  pressure  upon  the 
Chinese  Government.  Ourofficers  then  re- 
ceived initructiuca  to  blockade  the  coasts, 
and  to  seize  upon  coasting  vessels.  The 
last  portion  of  these  instructions  was  not 
earned  out,  for  a  reason  which  might 
sound  insufficient,  but  was  not  to  in  re- 
ality. Il  was  not  that  there  were  not 
junks  to  be  found  :  quite  the  contrary,  Rut 
the  fact  was,  that  iheAdmiml  stated  that 
they  were  to  numerous,  that  if  he  began 
lo  take  iliem,  lie  had  no  means  of  doing 
anything  with  tbem ;  that  to  put  crews 
on  board  or  them  would  entirely  unman 
our  squadron;  that  to  keep  them  at 
Chusan  would  be  useless,  and  to  try  to 
tend  them  to  India  or  Singapore  would  be 
Hill  worte.  The  plan  of  capture  of  the 
junki  was,  therefore,  given  up.  But,  even 
were  it  otherwise — if  OovernmeDt,  as  a 
matter  of  policy,  had  ordered  the  force  to 
abstain  from  these  captures— that  would 
be  no  reason  why  the  troops  and  the  sea- 
men employed  should  receive  a  leai 
amount  of  prise  money  than  they  would 
otherwiae  be  entitled' to.  But,  then,  it 
was  said  that  wa*  no  fund  from  which 
lo  pay  any  increased  amount  of  prize 
money.  Tiie  demands  upon  the  Chinese, 
aa  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said, 
were  made  in  a  threefold  shape.  We  de- 
manded money,  first,  aa  compensation  for 
ihe  opium  seised;  seconrlly,  to  pay  Ibe 
debts  of  the  Hong  merchants ;  and,  third- 
ly, to  cover  the  eipeates  of  the  war.  That 
was  all  quite  true;  for  if  ibeGoveromcot 
would  look  back  to  the  instructions  girea. 
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they  would  see  that  our  Plenipotentiary 
was  ordered  to  demand  the  sum  required, 
in  ihe  following  manner:  —  First,  itie 
value  of  the  opium,  to  be  niceriained  by 
mbsequenc  investi<;Btions ;  lecondly,  the 
del>ts  of  the  Hong  merchants,  which  were 
then  known  and  ascertained ;  and,  thirdly, 
ihe  expenses  of  the  war,  which  were  to  be 
asceriained,  and  accounts  sent  in  to  the 
Chinese  Government  aTier  Ihe  affair  was 
over,  and  the  Treatj  of  Peace  was  signed. 
These  were  Ihe  instruclions  ;  but  the  Inst 
time  that  he  saw  Sir  Henry  Potlinger  before 
he  let  out — on  the  very  morning,  indeed, 
that  he  left  London— Sir  Henry  suggested 
to  him  that  there  might  he  some  iidvan- 
tage(suppOBing  thai  the  Chineseac(]uiesced 
in  the  principle  of  our  demands)  were  he 
authorized  to  treat  for  the  payment  of  the 
whole  in  one  round  sum.  ''  I  said  (con- 
tinued ihe  noble  Ijord)  that  may  certainly 
be  an  advantage  ;  how  much  do  you  think 
now,  we  may  be  able  lo  gel?  'Why,' 
said  Sir  Henry,  'ihe  Emperor  is  a  rich 
old  genileman  enough,  and  I  fancy  we 
might  look  for  five  millions  sterling  from 
him— do  you  think  that  would  do?'  Well, 
1  thought  the  matter  over  for  a  moment, 
and  then  1  said, '  i  think  that  will  do  very 
well  if  we  CBU  get  it — it  will  probably  pay 
for  the  opium,  for  the  Hong  merchants 
debts,and  the  expenses  of  the  war.'"  That 
was  when  Sir  H.  Poitinger  left  England  ; 
but  the  war  did  not  conclude  so  soon  as 
was  then  anticipated,  The  expenses  were, 
of  course,  great  in  proportion,  and  the  sum 
actually  obtained  fell  short  of  what  was 
required  io  meet  the  expenditure  for  which 
we  had  become  liable.  Certain  communi- 
cations then  passed  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Plenipotentiary  as  lo  the 
sums  which  might  he  luflicient,  and  if  it 
was  deemed  expedient  to  accept  from  the 
Chinese  Government  »  sum  which  fell 
short  of  the  full  amount  which  might  be 
denianded  to  include  the  expenses  of  the 
war.  That  was  an  aci  of  political  expe- 
diency, which  formed  no  sort  of  answer  to 
the  demand  made  in  the  Motion  now  be- 
fore the  House.  The  ransom  paid  for 
Canton  would  have  been  considered,  bad 
the  declaration  of  war  followed,  as  prize 
money;  and  this  circumstance  ought  not 
lo  be  left  out  of  the  reckonini;  in  discuss- 
ini;  the  pfcii'ni  question.  Jt  had  been 
said  th«I  450,000/.  was  a  large  9<im.  Ab- 
stractedly it  WHS  so,  perhjpi;  but  sums 
were  large  or  small  in  proportion  lo  the 
objecit  foi  which  they  were  paid;  and  if 


Ihe  sum  in  question  was  not  ■uffieieni  to 
give  10  the  troops  and  naval  force  mb- 
ployed  that  which  would  be  a  fair  reward 
for  their  successes  and  achievemeuls,  then 
he  maintained  that  it  was  not  the  aegie- 
gale  sum  which  they  must  consider,  bM 
the  amount  pet  man  that  that  auia  would 
afford  to  pay.  That  the  eperaitons  in 
Chioa  constituted  a  series  of  remarkaUe 
exploits  would  he  admitted  by  everybody. 
He  believed  that  Lord  Stanley  wrote  ■ 
letter  to  the  commander-in-chief  of  lh« 
expedition,  in  June,  1843,  in  wbici:  he 
stated  that  it  was  the  determinalioo  af 
Qovernment  to  cause  a  medal  lo  be  BlrHck 
in  commemoration  of  these  aervicee.  In 
that  document  bis  Lordship  eipr«Med 
himself  nearly  as  follows.     He  staled — 

"That,  although  Her  Majesty  was  of  opinion 
that  the  award  of  a  distinction  of  this  nature 
slinuld  be  reserved  for  ler^  peculiar  and  spe- 
cial occasions— as,  no  doubt,  it  ought  to  he— 
and  that  great  evil  would  arise  from  the  fi«- 
quent  and  indiscriminate  ([rsnting  of  medali, 
in  order  to  cunimemarate  military  and  naral 
exploits,  yet  t)iet  "^i  appeared  to  [ler  Majeitj 
that,  in  the  instance  of  the  recent  events  in 
Cliina,  an  excepiion  could  properly  and  use- 
fully be  made  from  the  rule  to  be  generally 
observed.  The  difficulties  with  which  our 
forces  had  to  contend  on  the  recent  expedition 
— ditScultiea  ariiing  from  the  absence  of  that 
local  information  which  would  have  lieen 
accessible  in  respect  to  almost  every  other 
country — had  been  of  the  moil  formidable 
character ;  but  they  had  been  as  gallantly  met 
and  triumphantly  surmount  ad.  Whercrer 
opportunities  had  offered — and  they  weie  nM 
waniiiig — for  displays  of  skill  and  courage, 
our  naval  and  militaiy  forces  had  nobly  krpt 
up  the  character  of  their  respective  services; 
and  Her  Majesty  was  happy  in  Ihe  belief  that 
the  great  moral  effect  which  had  been  produced 
upon  the  Chinese  people,  and  to  which  Her 
Majesty  principally  looked  for  permanent  ad- 
vantages, had  resulted  not  more  from  the  irre- 
sistible power  displayed,  than  from  the  mo- 
deration shown  in  victory,  and  the  sludioui 
abstinence  from  unnecessary  aggravsiiou  of 
the  liorrors  of  war ;  the  discipline  which  pre- 
vailed during  the  excitement  of  success,  and 
the  good  faith  with  which,  on  Ihe  first  iniima- 
tion  of  acquiescence  in  our  demands,  the  in- 
v.idiug  forces  had  been  withdrawn.  Under 
these  circumstance].  Her  Majesty  was  gf 
opinion  that  the  Chinese  war,  and  its  impoctant 
results,  should  be  commemoialed  by  the  issue 
of  a  medal,  to  be  granted  to  those  whose  skill 
and    valour  had  brought   nbout   its  termina- 

if,  then,  this  war  was  so  remarkable  by 
the  citoumttBDCes  under  whioh  it  waa con- 
ducted, ud  if  it  had  ltd  to  cgmmcrcwl 
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advantages,  so  gmt  lh>t  no  man  could 
Uuit  himuir  beroreliantl  to  culcuUle  lliem, 
he  thought  tlial  it  whs  bu  occasion  on 
whtcli  Gofernuirnt  would  be  juBiilied  in 
taking  a  more  liberal  view  of  the  claima 
now  submitted  lu  tbcm,  than  under  the 
difierent  circuinslances  they  would  be  in- 
clined to  apply  to  ainiilar  demands.  lie 
tliouglil  that  the  Goveinmmt  had  not.  on 
■hit  occasioo,  given  nay  so  much  as  they 
oiight  lo  that  epofltaneoiiB  impulse  which, 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  ituted,  wag  apt  to 
snimate  a  Ministry  iipun  sucb  question!. 
He  could  only  hope  thai,  whether  Govern- 
ment  would,  or  would  n^t,  reruse  theMo- 
tion  of  his  hon.  and  gaihnt  Friend,  that 
no  course  which  they  miglit  take,  that  no 
niajurity  which  they  might  command, 
would  prevent  them  from  giving  these 
matters  a  fair  and  hhernt  consideration  ; 
and  should  it  be  found,  on  a  comparison 
of  what  had  been  done  in  similar  cases 
with  what  had  been  done  in  this,  that  the 
scale  of  recompense  to  the  naval  and  mili- 
tary forces  had  been  lowered  From  its  old 
standard,  then,  be  hoped,  that  nothing 
which  had  passed  would  be  taken  to  pledge 
Government  so  as  to  preclude  iheni  from 
giving  the  united  service  a  more  ample 

Captain  Harris  had  no  doubt  the  sol- 
dier* and  sailors  who  hud  been  engaged 
in  China  would  perform  their  duly  in  the 
same  manner  that  they  hnd  done  if  they 
were  called  on  lodoso.  But  hecertainly 
did  not  think  the  baila  donation  was  a 
fair  reward;  210,000/.  had  been  disiri. 
bated  to  the  nary;  but  insucha  way  that 
only  41.  was  paid  to  the  petty  officers. 
That  was  not  n  fair  remuneration.  He 
would  not  <iay  wh.ii  sum  on^l^i  to  be 
given;  hut  he  hoped  that  Government 
would  increase  the  grant,  and  give  such  a 
sum    as  seemed    fair  under  the  circunn- 

rai'luin  Ptumridye  thought  thai  the 
appi^al  made  by  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  u  as  to  the  justice,  not  to  the  liber- 
ality, of  the  House.  The  shares  awarded  to 
petty  afreets  were  no  payment  for  the 
services  they  had  performed,  and  the  dan- 
gers they  had  undergone.  He  contended 
that  the  petty  officers  had  a  right  tn  a 
larger  share  of  the  prize  nioney  that  the 
common  sailors  and  boys.  It  was  all 
very  well  to  talk  ahuul  honour  and  glory 
to  seamen,  but  prize  nioney  was  the  great 
■tiinuliii  10  wbieh  they  always  had  and 
always  would  took. 


Sit  James  Dake  deplored  ibe  l«ne  in 
which  the  discussion  hitd  been  carried  on 
on  one  side  of  the  House,  and  deprecated 
the  mercenary  spirit  so  (requenlly  during 
the  debaie  attributed,  but  he  believed 
upon  no  good  grounds,  to  (he  seamen  of 
the  BriLinhNavy. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question: — Ayes  69; 
Noes  27:  Majority  42. 

Liitofthe  Ayes. 


Arkwtiphi,  G. 
BairJ,  W. 
Barkly,  [I. 

Barint;,  rt.  hon.  W.B. 
Benliow,  J. 
Bernard,  Visel. 
Boitield,  B. 
Bowles,  Adm. 
Brondley.  11. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Buckley,  E. 
Card  well,  £. 
Chute,  W.L.W. 
Clerk,  Tt.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Cockl>urn,rt.  hn.Sir  (i. 
Colletl,  W.  R. 
Corry,  rt.  hn.  11. 
Crawford.  W.  S. 
Crippa,  W. 
Daaier,  hon.  Col. 
Darby,  G. 
Dickinson.  F.  >(. 
Dougliis,  Sirll. 
Duke,  Sir. T. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fielden,  J. 
Fitsroy,  hon.  II. 
Flower,  Sir  J, 
Forman,  T.  S. 
Forster,  M. 
rremanlle,rt.hn.SirT. 
tlaakell,  J.  Milnes 
Gordon,  hon.  Capr. 
Goulhurn,  rl.  hn.  II. 
Graliam,  rt.  hn.  Sir  .1. 


Halford',  sir  H. 
Hamilton,  l^rd  C. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Herbert,  n.  hon.  S. 
Hope,  lion.  C. 
Ho.vard,  P,  H. 
Hughes,  W,  B. 
Huit,  W. 
Jetmyn,  Earl 
Kemble,  H. 
Lennox,  Lord  A, 
Lockhart,  W. 
Mackenzie,  T. 
Mackenzie,  W,  F. 
McNeill,  D. 
Master  man,  J. 
Mundy,  E.  Ell. 
Nicholl.  rl.  hn.J. 
Peel,  n.  hn.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 
Pringle,  A. 
K»shleigti,  W. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Smith,  rt.hn.T.  B.C. 
Somer!el,  Lord  G, 
Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 
Tenoeni,  J.  E. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon.  G.  R. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Williams,  W, 


Young,  J. 
Baring,  II 
List  of  the  Noes. 
Bannerman,  A. 
Barnard,  K.  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H,  F, 
Berkeley,  hon.  G.  F. 
Bowes,  J. 
Browne,  hon.  VV, 
Butler,  P.  S. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 
Duncan,  O. 
Gladstone.  rl.hn.W.E- 
llarri},  Capl. 
Ilawes,  B. 
Langston,  J.  H, 
Maher,  ». 
Mitcalfe,  H. 


Moffat,  G. 
D'Connell.  M.J. 
Paget,  Col. 
Palm  erst  on,  Viscl. 
Pechell.  Capl. 
Pliimridge,  Capt. 
Somers,  J,  P. 
Strickland,  Sir  G. 
Trouhridge,  Sir  T. 
ViUieis,  hon.  C. 
Wakley,  T- 
Wawn,J.T, 


Napier,  Sir  G. 
Berkeley,  hon.  Capt. 
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Ihiih  Ecclesiastical  CoMHissioN.] 
Od  Ihe  Molion  ihat  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  ihe  Cbair, 

Mr.  Evelyn  DenUon  rose  to  ciill  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  manage- 
merit  and  disposal  of  thai  |)an  of  the  pro- 
perty or  the  Irisli  Chuich  vetted  in  the 
hands  of  the  Irish  Ecclesiaslit-al  CoDimis- 
tioners.  The  hon.  Genllenian  commenced 
by  stating  that  the  Irish  Ecclesiiisrieal 
Commission  had  received  upwards  of 
450,000i.,  as  the  produce  of  lands  sold 
under  their  direction  in  Ireland.  He  had 
taken  some  pain*  to  ascertain  ihe  average 
Talue  of  land  in  thai  country.  In  Eng- 
land it  was  worth  about  thirty  years'  pur- 
chaie  ;  but  in  Ireland,  taking;  one  year 
with  another,  he  thoui^hl  that  he  was  with' 
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gone  in  the  annual  outgoings.  Wfaeii  be 
saw  such  an  amount  gone  in  ancfa  a  vay, 
he  thought  he  should  not  discharge  his 
duty,  if  he  did  not  call  on  the  House  to 
check  this  great  and  growing  evil. 

Si^  T.  Frejnanlk  was  not  prepared  to 
dispute  in  the  main  the  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  Gentleman  ;  but  he  must  state  at 
the  outset  that  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
vernment liad,  for  some  time,  been  directed 
to  this  subiect,  and  that,  at  the  suggestion 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  for 
th :  Home  Department,  an  official  commu- 
nication had  been  made  by  tlie  Lord  Lien- 
tenant  to  the  Ecclesiastical  Board,  calling 
their  attention  to  the  circumstance  of  the 
money  realized  under  the  Commission  not 
being  devoted  to  the  annual  expenditure, 
in  the  mark  tn  stating  that  the  land  there)  It  must  be  home  in  mind  that  these  Com- 


s  worth  at  an  average  above  twenty- 
three  years'  purchase.  Notwithstanding 
this,  however,  the  land  under  the  cliarge 
of  the  Commitsion  had  none  of  it  been 
sold  at  a  higher  rale  than  twenty  years' 
purchase-  Now,  if  land  worth  twenty- 
three  years'  purchase  had  been  sold  for 
twenty,  it  would  appear  that  a  much 
larger  sum  ilian  450,000/.  ought  to  have 
been  realized  by  the  Commission,  had 
they  properly  exercised  their  ftinciions. 
It  was  impossible  to  look  into  the  subject 
without  .oeeing  that  properly,  to  a  very 
large  amount,  had  been  sacriRced  by  this 
■ystem  of  management.  It  would  per- 
haps, be  asked,  huw  if  such  terms  had 
been  ofieied  to  the  leasees,  liad  not  all  the 
Church  property  held  in  Ireland  been 
converted  into  freeliold  properly,  and  so 
enfranchised?  The  reason  was  rhis:  at 
Ihe  end  of  the  Temporaliiiea  Bill  was  a 
clause  permitting  all  persons  whose  pro- 
perly fell  into  the  hands  of  ilie  C3ommis- 
lioner*,  to  renew  their  leases  on  the  s^me 
terms  as  those  on  which  they  had  been 
in  the  habit  of  renewing  them  under  the 
bishops.  The  consequence  was,  that 
when  a  lessee  thought  that  he  had  made 
a  good  bargain  in  enfranchising  his  land, 
hit  neighbour  would  probably  lell  him 
Ihat  he  might  have  obtained  the  same  ad- 
vantages wiiliout  the  three  years' purchase, 
as  by  Ihe  Bill  a  power  was  guaranteed  of 
obtaining  the  renewal  of  leases,  and  wiih. 
out  those  chances  and  contingencies  un- 
der which  ihey  were  held  under  the  for- 
mer tenure.  Now,  he  wisbeil  to  know 
what  had  become  of  the  money  sacrificed 
to  this  system  of  management  pursued  by 
lh«  Cominiition?     Every  farthing  was 


direct  control;  and  ihey  must  judge  for 
themselves  as  to  the  manner  of  exercising 
those  imwers  entrusted  to  them  by  Act  M 
Parliament.  The  two  pointa  to  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  had  called  attentum 
trerc  the  terms  on  which  the  leases  had 
been  converted  into  perpetuities,  and  the 
mode  in  which  the  money  realized  had 
been  expended.  Now,  a  large  number  of 
the  tenants  holding  Church  Icaxes  had  not 
converted  them  into  perpetuities.  Only 
one-ihird,  and  no  more,  had  availed  them- 
selves of  the  terms  offered.  He  believed 
that  in  the  suppressed  sees  the  tine*  were 
fixed  on  the  renewal  uf  the  leases.  That 
power  did  not  exist  as  to  the  sees  not  sup- 
pressed. As  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
money  had  been  expended,  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  say  that  if  greater  economy  was 
used,  a  considerable  sum  might  not  have 
been  saved.  But,  at  the  same  time,  he 
must  point  out  the  heavy  charges  which 
the  Commission  had  ti>  meet.  There  was, 
in  the  first  place,  the  repair  and  rebuilding 
of  all  the  churches  in  Ireland ;  and  ni> 
doubt  when  the  trust  was  first  undertaken 
Ihe  churches  were  in  a  dilapidated  stale. 
A  heavy  expenditure  was  therefore  in- 
curred in  repairing  old  churches  and 
building  new  ones;  and  the  Comnri*. 
sioners  had  often  to  determine,  when  local 
contributions  in  favour  of  such  an  object 
were  large,  whether  it  would  not  be  belter 
to  advance  a  somewhat  larger  sum  for  the 
erection  of  new  churches,  than  to  expend 
a  smaller  amount  in  inadequate  repair*  of 
old  churches.  Under  this  head  the  sums 
expended  were  69,000/.  and  54,00W. 
tome  year*,  and  erea  36.000/.  lut  jnr. 
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For  tbe  requisites  of  ^ivioe  service  the 
sum  laid  out  was  32,000f.  The  expenses 
of  the  Boaril  itself  were  6,000/..  and  the 
whole  eKpenititure  was  about  79,000/,  per 
annum.  The  Archbishop  of  Dublin  told 
hini  that  there  were  applications  for 
churches  to  the  amount  of  100,000/., 
which  the  Board  was  unable  to  answer. 
He  did  not  undertake  to  say  that  this 
statement  was  perfectly  satisfactory;  and 
ho  did  not  at  all  deprecate  the  attention  of 
the  Govemmeut  being  called  to  tbe  sub- 
ject. He  hoped  wben  a  larger  revenue 
accrued  that  the  eipendilure  would  be 
kept  within  the  incoine,  and  thnt  the 
amount  realized  by  the  sale  of  perpetuities 
would  be  devoted  to  the  annual  expendi- 
ture, and  not  wholly  disbursed. 

Mr.  Hawes  roust  saj  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentlennn  was  anything 
but  sniisfactory.  Here  was  a  sum  of 
450,000/.  realized  by  the  conversion  of 
leases  into  perpetuities,  and  they  were  told 
the  whole  capital  was  expended  already. 
The  people  of  England  had  a  direct  in- 
terest in  this  question  ;  for  he  did  not  see 
why,  if  this  property  were  properly  ma- 
naged, it  might  not  have  been  devoted  to 
such  a  purpose  as  that  of  increasing  the 
College  of  Maynooih.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  the  expenses  of  the  Com- 
mission -were  6,000/.  He  found  by  a  re- 
turn on  the  Table  they  were  double  that 
amount.  When  Lord  Stanley's  Act  had 
led  to  consequences  so  pernicious,  be  did 
not  see  why  the  Government  did  not  im- 
mediately lake  steps  to  amend  it.  The 
Government  acknowledged  the  mode  of 
applying  the  money  to  be  unwise,  and  yet 
they  permitted  half  a  million  of  money  to 
be  wasted.  It  was  said,  however,  that  this 
body  was  a  corporation,  and  the  Govern- 
ment could  nut  interfere  with  it.  But 
Parliament,  which  created  the  body,  could 
surely  remedy  the  evils  which  it  caused. 
If  tlierc  was  a  loss  of  500,000/.  on  a  thii-d 
of  these  conversions,  it  was  easy  lo  calcu- 
late tliat  a  million  and  a  half  would  be  lost 
on  the  remainder.  He  called  on  the  friends 
of  the  Church  to  see  this  subject  sifted, 
and  be  put  it  to  tbe  Secretary  for  the 
Home  Department,  whether  be  could  have 
any  objection  to  appoint  a  Committee  lo 
inquire  into  this  subject? 

Sir  James  Graham  acknowledged  this 
was  a  very  grave  subject,  and  by  no  means 
improperly  brought  under  the  considera- 
tion of  the  House.  It  was  a  question 
which  attracted  his  anxious  attention,  and 
nearly  a  year  ago  be  thought  it  necessary 
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to  call  the  attention  of  the  Lord  Lieu* 
tenant  to  tbe  facts  disclosed.  He  differed 
frora  the  bnn.  Gentleman  as  to  his  e.iii- 
raate  of  the  inadequacy  of  the  sales  arising 
from  the  conversion  of  thurcii  Iciises.  It 
being  the  object  (for  purposes  of  general 
policy)  to  render  those  conversions  general 
within  a  limited  time,  it  was  of  course  de- 
sirable to  hold  out  inducements  to  the 
tenants  to  come  into  the  terms  of  the  Co:n- 
raissioners.  He  believed,  after  careful 
and  anxious  inquiry,  that  the  terms  were 
ouly  liberal  and  fair.  Having  stated  that 
he  concurred  in  tbe  other  view  of  the  bnn. 
Gentleman,  that  the  expenditure  of  the 
capital,  instead  of  conudering  the  sum  rea- 
lized as  an  usufruct,  was,  though  in  con- 
formity with  the  Act  of  Parliament,  an  un- 
fortunate view  taken  by  the  Commissioner!! 
of  their  duties  as  trustees.  He  considered 
that  this  money  was,  in  the  broadest  sense, 
trust  money,  and  he  demurred  altogether 
to  its  being  devoted  (o  Maynooth,  o;  per- 
verted in  any  way  from  the  origirol  use. 
QMr.  Hatves :  But  the  Church  has  not  got 
the  money.]  It  must  be  recollected  that 
whoa  tbe  Church  Temporalities  Act 
passed,  a  heavy  burden  was  raised  by  a 
vestry  cess  on  persons  of  every  persuasion, 
for  the  maintenance  of  tbe  fabric  of  tbe 
Church  and  the  usages  of  worship.  That 
was  felt  to  be  a  great  grievance ;  and,  with 
the  view  of  promoting  peace  and  concord, 
a  sum  of  50,0001.  a  year  was  cast  on  the 
property  of  the  Church  of  Ireland.  In 
consequence  of  the  opposition  to  such  a 
charge,  the  fabrics  of  the  Church  had,  in 
many  instances,  fallen  into  decay.  And 
the  average  expenditure  of  tiic  Commis- 
sioners for  the  Arst  years  of  its  operation 
was  much  higher  then  it  would  lie  in  fu- 
ture. In  many  cases,  too,  tbe  claims  put 
forward  by  private  subscriber?  for  aid,  were 
felt  to  he  irresistible,  and  such  advances 
were,  of  course,  made  out  of  the  funds  of 
the  Church.  Out  of  a  loan  also  of 
100,000/.  40,000/.  had  been  repaid.  But, 
on  the  wholcj  he  considered  it  an  unsound 
and  unwise  discretion — that  for  tbe  in- 
terest of  the  Churcli,  well  understood  and 
carefully  guarded,  the  capital  realized  by 
the  sale  of  these  leases  should  be  expended. 
There  were  on  the  Board  two  paid  Com- 
missioners. The  Executive  had,  therefore, 
a  direct  control  over  it.  And  he  was  bound 
to  state  that  the  official  communication  of 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  was  received  by  the 
Commissioners  in  a  most  frank  and  candid 
spirit.  They  stated  tbat  the  amount  of 
capital  expended  in  (he  last  year  was  less 
2  A 
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tlian  tliKt  in  the  nntecedcnt;  and  he  had 
reason  to  believe  that  in  future  years  the 
expenditure  of  ineomc,  without  any  cu- 
trenchroent  on  the  capital,  would  be  strict- 
ly adhered  to.  He  was  bound  to  say  that 
if  he  saw  the  safety  of  the  Church  pro- 
perty in  Ireland  required  it,  lie  should  not 
hesitate,  for  a  moment,  in  introducing 
a  Bill  next  Session  on  the  subject  of 
these  leases:  but  he  did  not  anticipate 
that  any  such  necessity  would  arise. 
Whatever  pas>t  errors  were  committed, 
he  believed  they  were  in  the  progress  of 


Sir  R.  Fergutott  was  rery  glad  to  hear 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ; 
for  he  considered  the  Government  clearly 
responsible  for  every  proceeding  of  that 
Board.  He  thought  not  a  full  but  a  suffi- 
cient price  had  been  obtained  for  the  lands 
under  lease.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Deni- 
Kon)  contended  they  were  worth  twenty- 
three  years'  purchase ;  but  his  hon.  Friend 
spolze  of  lands  where  a  rent  was  reserved 
of  one-fourth  of  the  value,  and  this  always 
fetched  a  higher  price  than  that  held  in 
fee-simple.  There  were  returns  in  the 
value  of  these  lands,  one  by  Mr.  Finlcy, 
and  the  other  by  the  Conimissioners  them- 
selves, on  the  Table  of  the  House.  Ttic 
first  estimated  them  at  1,500,000/.,  and 
the  latter  at  l,250,000i.  Now.  according 
to  the  Commissioners  themselves,  they 
should  have  fetched  200,000i.  more  thnn 
the  450,000/.  which  the  right  hnn.  Gen- 
tleman gave  as  the  return.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  onlv  a  third  of  the  tenants 
had  accepted  the  perpetuities.  Now,  he 
koew  one-half  the  property  was  sold,  and 
he  should  give  his  authority.  The  landed 
Commissioners  summoned  the  treasurer  of 
the  l^cctesiastical  Commission,  and  he 
deposed  that  fully  one-hulf  were  sold. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  too, 
that  the  expenses  of  the  Commission 
were  but  G.OOO/.  He  could  prove,  how- 
ever, that  the  sum  for  clerks,  archi- 
tects, solicitors,  &c.,  amounted  up  to 
13,587t.  The  expenditure  was  very  great, 
not  to  say  anything  worse  of  the  Hoard. 
They  at  first  paid  their  architecta  by  a  per 
ccntage  on  the  outlay  for  their  works,  and 
this  sometimes  amounted  to  9  per  cent. 
They  were  now  placed  on  salaries.  But 
this  only  showed  how  necessary  it  was  to 
look  into  the  proceeding;^  of  (his  body.  He 
did  not  want  to  throw  blame  on  the  Go- 
vernment, for  previous  Governments  were 
more  to  blame   than  the  pre^ient ;  but  it 

ally  seemed  as  if  the  office  uf  Lord  Lieu- 


Commistion.  70S 

a  cover  for  a  horrifale 


tenant  only  existed  a; 
system  of  jobbing. 

Mr.  Henley  must  say,  the  t 
iile  startledhim  not  a  little.  It  appeared 
while  parties  in  this  country  were  quafrel- 
ling  as  to  the  application  of  the  Etirfthii  re- 
venue of  (he  Church  in  Ireland,  aome  gen- 
tlemen in  that  conntry  took  rcry  good  ore 
that  no  surplus  should  exist.  The  nutter 
one  with  which  thai  (the  Ministerial) 
side  of  the  House  had  nothing  to  do,  for  it 
originated  with  the  Government  of  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  He  did  bope, 
that  there  would  be  some  strong  atq* 
taken  to  put  the  question  on  an  honest 
footing. 

Viscount  Bemartf  fully  concurred  in  what 
had  fallen  from  the  right  hon.  Bamnet  the 
.Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. Without  entering  into  the  quextion 
whether  the  different  contractors  might  not 
have  done  their  work  cheaper,  he  would 
beg  leave  to  say  that  there  was  full  ero{Joy- 
ment  in  Ireland,  in  the  repairs  of  churches, 
for  the  400,000/.  that  it  appeared  had 
been  expendedby  theseCommissioners.  His 
principal  object  in  rising  wa.%  to  remark 
that  there  was  still  a  considerable  number 
of  parochial  churches  in  Ireland  in  a  moM 
disgraceful  state,  lu  one  diocese  alone 
divine  service  was  celebrated  in  nn  loi 
than  fifty  school-houses,  in  localities  where 
churches  did  not  exist.  Id  a  case  wbich 
had  come  under  his  own  knowledge,  the 
Ecclesiastical  Commissioners  were  called 
upon  to  build  a  church  in  a  place  where 
divine  service  had  not  been  before  per- 
formed, and  where  no  Protestant  congte- 
giition  existed.  They  declined  doing  so, 
and  a  church  was  now  in  course  of  being 
built  there  by  voluntary  cnntributions.  The 
consequence  wus,  that  a  Protestant  congre- 
gation was  now  formed  in  the  parish,  and 
divine  service  would,  in  future,  be  cele- 
brated withoitt  any  aid  from  the  Commis- 
sioners. He  wished  also  to  remind  the 
House  that  100,0001.  given  by  the  late 
Government  asapartf^ the  1,000,(XHM.  ad- 
vanced to  the  clergy  of  the  Irish  Churdi, 
had  been  since  taken  away  from  then. 

Mr.  iff.  J.  O'Connell  said,  he  thought  the 
discussion  which  had  talcen  place  on  the 
question  a  very  important  one.  Tbey  bad 
very  strong  contradictions  between  two 
right  hon.  l^crelories — one,  the  ripht  hon. 
Baronet  the  Chief  Secretary  fur  Itcland, 
having  stated  that  the  EccIcsiasticBl  Com- 
missioners were  independent  of  the  Go- 
vernment—and the  other,  the  right  btau 
Baronei  the  Home  Secretury  having  allt^ed 


709  Supply^  {July  18} 

that  tliejr  were  completely  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Governmeot.  However,  it  ap- 
peared that  the  right  hon.  Chief  Secietary 
of  Ireland  was  right ;  for  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  James  Graham)  had  admitted 
that  he  hod  called  attention  to  the  matter 
nine  months  ago  without  effect.  There 
appeared  to  be  great  discrepancies  as  to  the 
value  of  the  property  sold  ;  but  one  thing, 
he  thought,  was  clear,  and  that  was,  that 
the  subject  could  nnt  be  left  as  it  ttood  at 
present.  He  would  beg  to  suf^st  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Malton  (Mr.  J.  E.  Deni- 
son),  the  prapnety  of  his  moving  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee  next  Seuion 
to  investigate  the  matter.  In  his  opinion, 
there  was  no  use  in  going  into  the  question 
of  the  eatablishment  of  this  Board.  But 
inding  it  establishedi  and  that  it  worked 
badly,  they  had  a  right — no  matter  what 
opinions  they  might  entertain  ai  to  church 
property  in  Ireland— to  call  for  inquiry, 
and,  if  necessary,  for  further  legislative 
provisions. 

Sir  Thomas  Fremanlk  begged  to  ex- 
plain. It  was  a  mistake  to  nippow  that  be 
was  at  all  indifierent  on  the  subject.  He 
had  already  taken  occanon  to  express  his 
satisfaction  that  the  question  had  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  the  House, 
and  he  was  fully  sensible  of  tfae  great  im- 
)N)rtance  which  was  to  be  attach^  to  it. 

Mr.  Orogtm  sud,  he  was  glad  that  an 
inveatigalion  was  likely  to  take  place  on 
the  question ;  oa  he  believed  the  Board 
had  not  given  entire  satis^cdon  either  to 
the  clergy  or  the  public.  He  would  men- 
tion one  instance,  which  had  come  under 
his  own  notice.  It  was  the  case  of  a  parish 
church  in  Dublin,  which  had  lieen  taken 
down  as  being  unsafe.  The  pBrisbioners 
had,  it  was  true,  consented  to  the  removal 
of  the  church  ;  hut  it  was  on  the  supposi- 
tion that  it  would  be  rebuilt.  Repeated 
applications  had  been  made  to  the  Com- 
missioners to  rebuild  it,  but  without  suc- 
cess, as  they  pendsted  in  declaring  they 
hail  no  funds  for  the  purpose. 
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House  went  into  Committee  of  Supply  on 
the  Miscellaneous  Eitimatts  and  Civil  Con- 
tingencies. 

On  the  First  Vote  being  moved,  o 
32,011/.  lOi.  to  defray  law  charges,  anc 
the  salaries,  allowancca,  iind  inridental 
expenses  in  the  oBice  of  the  Solicitor 
for  the  affairs  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury 
for  the  year  1845-6, 

Mr.  W.  tVillittmi  wished  lo  know  from 


the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  theExchequer  whether  there  was  really 
any  necessity  for  having  seven  lawyers  in 
this  department.  They  had  a  solicitor,  an 
assistant  solicitor,  and  five  dcrks,  all  of 
whom,  he  presumed,  were  lawyers,  and  the 
salaries  of  these  officers  amounted  to  no  less 
than  GJOUI.  lOi.  He  also  perceived  that 
the  estimated  cost  of  prosecutions  was  put 
down  as  26,0001.,  and  he  thought  the 
House  should  not  vote  such  a  sum  withaut 
being  at  least  apprized  of  what  these  pro- 
secutions were. 

Mr.  Cardwell  said,  the  Solicitor  for  the 
Treasury  had  to  discharge  the  business  of 
no  less  than  thirteen  departments  of  the 
public  service;  The  gentleman  who  at 
present  filled  that  situation,  was  a  most 
invaluable  public  officer  i  and  by  alt  who 
were  acquabited  with  the  manner  in  which 
he  discharged  hia  duties,  the  amount  of  sa- 
lary which  he  received— 2,860/..— would, 
he  was  convinced,  not  be  thought  too  great. 
Arrangements  had,  however,  been  made, 
I^  whtcb,  on  any  future  occasiont  the  gen- 
tferaan  selected  to  fill  that  office  wonU  not 
receive  more  than  3,0001.  a  year.  Th* 
prosecutions  wer«  such  as  would  be  ttecet- 
sary  in  the  thirteen  departments  to  which 
he  had  alluded;  but  on  this  subject  the  hon. 
Gentleman  might  rest  asiuied  that  the 
greatest  economy  would  be  practised. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

The  next  Vote  was  16,218/.  to  defray 
the  expenses  of  the  Pentonville  Prison. 

Mr.  V.  Wil&amt  said  there  were  47.5 
prisoners  in  this  prison,  and  the  salaries  of 
ilie  officers  placed  over  that  number  of 
prisoners  amounted  to  no  less  than  7,55Bl„ 
being  an  average  of  161.  for  taking  caie 
of  each  prisoner.  In  addition  to  ihat  sum 
there  was  a  cost  of  31/.  for  each  prisoner. 
Now,  it  had  been  shown  by  the  Anti-Cotn- 
law  League  that  the  wage*  of  an  agricul- 
tural labourer  in  the  southern  counlies 
was,  on  an  average,  not  more  than  7/. 
t  week,  or  181, 4i.  a  year,  so  that  the  cost 
of  one  condemned  felon  was  mote  Ihan 
the  amount  of  iha  entire  support  of  two 
families  of  the  labouring  population.  The 
salaries  of  the  persons  employed  lo  teach 
the  prtsonera  trades  and  manufaciures 
amounled  to  1,500/.;  while  the  entire  pro- 
duce of  their  labour  amounted  to  only 
1,4981.,  or  13/.  less  than  the  salaries 
amounted  to.  Thus,  notwithstanding  all 
that  bad  been  said  in  praise  of  ihii  labour 
system,  the  resnit  was,  that  the  produce 
of  each  prisoner's  work  was  less  thnn  l^d. 
'  9  A3 
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B  d.iy.  He  also  objected  to  the  item  of 
3601.  for  wasliing  in  the  prison,  as  he 
thoiighc  the  prisoners  otit^lit,  at  least,  be 
made  to  keep  ihe  prison  clean. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  Baid,  he  did  not  know 
\vhat  the  hon. gentleman  paid  his  labourers, 
but  he  could  assure  him  that  be  (Colonel 
Sibthorp)  and  hon.  Prieads  near  him 
paid  their  labourers  from  12j.  to  I5s.  a 
week. 

Mr.  Ilindley  would  wish  to  know  how 
many  officers  were  in  the  prison,  and  what 
salaries  were  piid  to  them. 

Sir  J.  Graham  snid,  that  the  Hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Coventry  was  rather  a  hard  task- 
master. Last  year  he  complained  in  like 
manner  of  the  annual  expense  of  this  estal)- 
lishment,  when  ilie  grant  amounted  to 
20.364/.  In  1843,  it  was  25,850/.  This 
year  it  was  16,218/.,  showing  a  decrease 
on  laslyearof  4,14(>i.,  andon  the  previous 
year  of  9,632/.;  without  any  diminution, 
he  should  rather  say,  there  was  an  increase 
in  (lie  number  of  prisoners.  Viewing  tlie 
system  abstractedly,  he  admitted  that  it 
could  not  be  regarded  as  ecoaomical,  al- 
though he  could  assure  the  lion.  Member 
that  every  attention  was  paid  to  economy 
in  the  airangements  of  the  prison.  All 
the  prisoners  confined  in  the  establiabment 
were  convicts  under  sentence  of  trans- 
portation for  a  period  of  not  less  than  7, 
and  in  many  cases  10  and  14  years.  Un- 
less the  system  of  this  establishment  proved 
successful,  it  would  be  the  duly  of  the  Slate 
to  maintain  those  prisoners  in  a  penal 
Colony, for  the  period  of  their  sentence.  If 
successful,  if  by  the  discipline  to  which 
the  prisoners  were  subjected,  a  reform  were 
efiecled  in  their  character  and  habits  at  the 
expiration  of  eighteen  months,  that  being 
the  time  for  which  they  were  here  impris- 
oned, they  might  be  said  to  be  no  longer 
a  source  of  expense  to  the  Stale,  because, 
from  the  moment  of  their  arrival  in  the 
penal  Colony,  the  State  was  relieved  from 
the  cost  of  supporting  them.  As  far  be 
the  experiment  had  gone,  it  had  proved 
eminently  successful.  He  admitted  that 
the  system  of  prison  discipline  was  not 
in  itself  economical;  but  if  he  were  right 
in  the  position  he  had  Just  attempted  to 
establish,  it  eventually  proved  so  to  the 
nation  ;  because  (he  comparatively  trifling 
expense  attendant  upon  the  instruction 
they  received  during  the  short  term  of  their 
imprisonment  here,  superseded  the  neces- 
sity of  a  very  heavy  expense  during  the 
prolonged  period  of  their  tranipoctation, 
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hon.  Baronet  read  an  extract 
from  the  Report  of  the  Commissioners, 
recently  presented  to  Parliament,  to  ibaw 
that  the  experiment  of  training  the  pris- 
oners to  the  higher  branches  of  labour, 
by  which  they  might  be  enabled  to  eara 
an  honest  livelihood  in  another  country, 
and  the  attention  paid  to  the  improvement 
of  their  morals  in  the  Pentonville  estab. 
lishment,  had  been  attended  with  suc- 
cess. In  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Ashton. under- Line,  he  wished  to  say  that 
he  believed  the  Paper  containing  a  return 
of  the  number  of  the  instructors,  which 
was  considerable,  and  of  their  salaries,  was 
ready,  and  could  be  presented  at  once. 

Mr.  Eviart  expressed  his  approbation  of 
the  system  adopted  in  the  Pentonville 
establishment;  but  regretted  that  it  was 
not  carried  further,  and  applied  to  Van 
Diemen's  Land,  the  system  of  which  was 
quite  at  variance  with  this,  and  ought  to 
be  abolished. 

Mr.  Williams  had  heard  the  statement 
of  the  tight  hon.  Baronet  with  great  pleas, 
ure.  He  rejoiced  at  the  success  of  the 
experiment,  and  the  improvement  it  had 
efiected  in  (he  habits  of  the  prisoners ; 
but  he  confessed,  he  doubled  the  policy  of 
making  those  men  tailors  or  shoemakers. 
What  the  Colony  to  which  they  were  sent 
wanted  was  persons  having  some  know- 
ledge of  agriculture  or  agricultural  labour. 
Their  services  would  prove  much  more 
valuable  and  important.  With  regard  to 
the  question  he  Rrst  started,  he  must  ob- 
serve that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
at  all  accounted  for  the  inability  of  the 
prisoners  while  in  this  establishment  to 
earn  more  than  three-halfpence  a  day. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  it  must  he  remem- 
bered the  system  of  Pentonville  prison 
was  ihe  system  of  complete  separation,  so 
that  labour  could  not  be' carried  on  so  as 
to  meet  the  hon.  Member's  views, 

Mr.  Ilindley  asked  what  were  the  re- 
spective salaries  of  the  chaplain  and  the 
medical  officer, 

Mr,  CardiueU  replied,  that  the  chaplain 
received  400/.  a  year,  the  assistant  chap- 
lain 200/.  a  year,  and  the  medical  atten- 
dant 300/.  a  year. 

Mr.  Hindley  considered  such  a  charge 
to  be  monstrous.  It  was  paying  mure 
than  a  pound  a  head  for  each  prisoner. 

Mr.  Havies  said,  that  he  had  repeatedly 
visiied  ihe  prison,  and  he  knew  (hat  the 
duties  of  the  chaplain  were  most  laborious. 
It  was  utterly  impossible  to  cany  out  the 
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system  without  having  such  ao  officer  as 
chaplain.  He  believed  that  the  money 
for  this  purpose  was  most  properly  and 
beneficially  laid  out, 

Mr.  Wakiey  said,  that  tlie  system  of 
ad  mi  nisi  ration  in  that  gaol  could  not  be 
tried  without  a  large  expenditure  of 
pounds,  shillings,  and  pence.  He  had 
often  been  in  this  prison,  and  he  believed 
that  nothing  could  be  better  than  the  sys- 
tem existing  there.  In  the  first  instance, 
he  bad  viewed  the  foundalion  of  the 
establishnient  with  feelings  of  horror,  and 
as  being  merely  an  instrument  of  torture ; 
but  ihe  results  had  been  most  astonishing, 
and  most  gratifying.  He  had  examined 
the  prisoners  themselves  closely,  and  he 
had  watched  the  proceedings,  and  he 
finnly  believed  that  not  one  in  fifty  of  the 
unfortunate  inmates  of  the  prison,  when 
liberated,  would  again  violate  the  lavs  of 
the  country. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  Vote  that  28,118/.  be  granted 
to  defray  the  expenses  of  the  Millbank 
Prison  for  the  year  1845-46,  being  put, 

Mr,  tV,  Williams  said,  that  he  observed 
that  ia  this  Estimate,  there  was  a  charge 
of  £200  a  year  each  for  three  inspectors  of 
the  prison.  This  appeared  to  be  a  new 
species  of  appointment ;  be,  therefore, 
wished  to  know  what  was  the  object  of 
it? 

Sir  J.  Orakam  observed,  that  this 
charge  certainly  appeared  for  the  first  time 
in  the  Estimates,  but  it  was  necessary,  ia 
consequence  of  new  arrangements  with 
respect  to  this  prison.  Complaints  were 
formerly  repeatedly  made  by  several  hon 
Gentlemen  as  to  the  system  of  prison  dis- 
cipline carried  on  in  this  prison.  He  bac 
considered  it  expedient  to  alter  the  whole 
system  in  this  prison.  By  this  new 
rsngement,  every  male  and  female  com 
sentenced  to  transportation,  was,  as  soon 
as  possible,  conveyed  to  Millbank,  and 
thare  they  remained  for  three  months  un- 
der the  close  inspection  of  these  three 
officers.  The  persons  appointed  to  these 
ofGces,  were  the  three  inspectors  of  pris- 
ons. One  or  other  of  these  inspected  thf 
convicts  in  Millbank  prison  constantly, 
indeed  almost  daily.  At  the  end  of  three 
months  Ihe  inspectors,  in  their  report  to 
him,  recommended  the  course  which 
should  be  adopted  as  to  the  future 
nation  of  each  convict.  They  selected  a 
certain  onmber  for  the  Pentonviile  prison, 
where  they  would  be  taught  a  useful  trade, 
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which  would  be  of  essential  service  lo  them 
when  removed  to  the  Colonies;  while 
iho  had  been  guilty  of  the  most 
-rimes,  the  commission  of  which 
was  formerly  attended  with  capital  punish- 
ment, were  selected  to  be  sent  to  Norfolk 
Island.  On  the  arrival  of  the  former  class 
at  Van  Diemen's  Land,  after  having  been 
taught  a  trade,  there  was  a  further  grada- 
Somc  of  them  received  a  condi- 
tional pardon,  while  others  received  ticket 
of  leave,  which  was  a  gradation  something 
-hort  of  pardon.  With  respect  to  every 
convict,  there  was  a  special  report  rasde 
lo  bim,  and  on  such  report  he,  on  bis  re- 
iponaibility,  provided  accordingly.  He 
need  not  allude  to  the  high  character  of 
those  three  gentlemen,  as  they  were  well 
known.  Their  respective  salaries,  as  in- 
spectors of  prisons,  was  only  £800  a  year; 
ind  as  these  additional  duties  had  been 
mposed  upon  them,  it  was  only  con- 
sidered proper  that  they  should  have  an 
increase  of£200  a  year,  making  altogether 
£1000  a  year. 
Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  vote  of  250,000/.  to  defray  the 
charges  of  Convict  Expenditure  in  New 
South  Wales  and  Van  Diemen's  Land, 

Mr.  Ewart  Cook  occasion  to  object  to 
the  whole  system  of  Iransporiaiion  at 
present  adopted.  He  stated  that  the  free 
settlers  in  Van  Diemen's  Land  were  ex- 
tremely indignant  at  the  letting  looie 
amongst  them  of  the  most  depraved  char- 
acters. He  understood  that  morality 
was  no  longer  safe  in  that  Colony, and  that 
the  free  settlers  were  about  petitioning 
Parliament  against  what  the  noble  Lord 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  termed 
"the  probationary  system."  He  was 
of  opinion  that  much  more  good  might  be 
effected  than  at  present  by  substituting 
the  Pentonviile  system  for  that  of  trans- 
portation, whilst  he  believed  that  the  ex- 
pense would  not  be  so  great. 

Sir  J.  Graham  could  not  deny  that 
there  were  many  serious  moral  objec- 
tions Id  transporting  felons  into  a  Colony; 
but,  taking  the  balance  of  good  and 
evil,  he  thought  it  was  far  belter  that  they 
should  be  transported,  than  be  retained  in 
the  mother  country.  On  the  average,  the 
number  of  prisoners  convicted  of  felony  in 
Great  Britain,  amounted  annually  to  some 
5,000.  Pentonviile  would  not  contain 
above  GOO;  betides,  he  could  not  think  of 
recommending  that  the  Pentonviile  sys- 
tem should  be  applied  to  the  wholi;  of 
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rheM  5,000 ;  h«  denbtfd,  in  Tact,  wlit- 
Iher  it  could  be  properlj  ipplied  (o  more 
than  the  preMnt  number  out  of  the  avc- 
TBge  number  annually  convicled. 

Mr.  Waitkf  Iniited  that  lome  means 
of  kuprofing  ihe  minds  and  morals  or 
prisoRsri  would  be  adopted  in  the  gaols 
of  this  countiy.  He  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  baronet  would  propow  some  mea- 
■DTe  with  fcfcrcnce  lo  prison  discipline 
generally,  founded  on  the  ajsleiD  pursued 
at  Pentonf  ille. 

Vote  speed  to. 

On  the  Vote  of  3,0061.,  Tot  defraying  the 
lalanei  of  certain  pnfesaon  at  Oxford  and 
Cambridge, 

Mr.  WkUtif  complained  that  a  salary 
of  only  lOOf.  was  apptoprialed  from  this 
Vote  to  [fae  pTDfestors  of  Chemiitry.  He 
thought,  considering  the  importance  of 
that  science  in  connexion  with  nedicioe, 
raanuftetures,  and  the  srii,  that  all  pos- 
sible facilities  should  be  aAbrded  for  its 
study. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

The  nest  Vole  was  for  4,5401.  lo  derray 
the  expenses  of  the  University  of  London. 

Mr.  £ii7ar(  said,  with  reTereoce  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Fios- 
bury,  that  he  considered  it  most  desirable 
for  the  interests  of  the  country  that  the  ut- 
most encouragement  should  be  given  to 
Ihe  cultivation  of  the  science  of  chemistry. 

Mr.  ffcirfrKrnm  ssld,  that  during  ten 
months  in  the  year  very  good  laboratory 
iasiruction  in  chemistry  could  be  obtained 
in  London.  Hie  laboratory  in  University 
College  had  receotiv  been  enlarged,  and 
that  institution  could  now  receive  thirty 
laboratory  pupils.  Hon.  Gentlemen  muat 
not  suppose  that  many  of  these  laboratory 
pupils  came  from  the  agricultural  dis- 
tricls ;  they  came  almost  exclusively  from 
the  manufacturing  districts. 

Mr.  Waktej/  expressed  his  deare  that  a 
national  institution  for  affcnrding  instrac* 
lioD  in  chemistry  should  be  established. 
He  believed  that  during  a  recent  visit  of 
Professor  Liebig  to  this  country,  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  had  an 
interview  with  him,  and  that  the  professor 
had  made  some  most  startling  slatemenis 
with  refereoce  to  this  subject.  Professor 
Liebig  had  told  bitn  that  it  was  frightful 
to  see  the  waste  of  capital  in  connexion 
with  manufactures  in  this  cauntry,in  con- 
sequence of  our  ignorance  of  chemistry. 
He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
tarn  his  attention  to  the  matter,  with  a 


view  lo  providing  belter  means  of  inatrnc- 
tion  in  ihe  science. 

Sir  R.  Petl  said,  he  bad  bad  an  inter- 
view with  Professor  Liebig  on  this  subjeci, 
but  he  was  not  quite  convinced  of  the 
policy  of  direct  Government  interference 
in  such  a  matter.  He  was  by  no  means 
satitfied  that  an  institution  for  the  express 
purpose  of  teaching  chemistry  would  be 
so  successful  and  efficieut  in  tliis  country 
as  similar  institutions  had  been  abroad; 
but  he  thought,  considering  the  splendid 
eduCBtionst  establishments  which  existed 
in  this  counlry  and  in  Scotland,  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  those  by  whom  such  in- 
stitution s' were  conducted,  to  make  proper 
provision  for  the  cultivation  of  that  im- 
portant science. 

Vole  agreed  to. 

House  adjoomed  at  a  quarlei  to  Ibrac 
o'clock. 
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Awn  vaiioui  litenry  Si 


iof  to  Bankruptcy  and  Iniolvntcy- 

Peninsulail  Officers,]  The  Duke 
of  Richmimd  K)M,  in  accordance  with  the 
Noiiee  which  he  hul  given  ou  Friday  last, 
be  begged  leave  to  pietent  a  petition  frooi 
ibe  undeconited  officers  who  had  seived  in 
the  Penioiular  war,  on  the  subject  of  de- 
coratioDi  conTeTred  on  the  army  engaged 
to  the  lale  war;  aod  praying  that  thii 
Honw  will  interpose  in  behalf  of  the  aaid 
officere,  and  bring  iheir  case  to  the  notice 
of  Her  Most  Gracious  Majesty.  Tlie  pe- 
tition was  drawn  up  in  so  proper  and  re- 
spectful a  manner,  thai  he  felt  the  beat 
course  he  could  adopt  would  be  to  read  a 


poition  of  it  in  the  House.  The  noble 
Duke  then  read  an  extract  from  the  peti- 
tion, slating  that  tlie  petitioners  did  not 
deem  it  necessary  to  (rouble  iheir  Lord- 
ships' House  with  any  details  or  the  ser- 
vices in  which  they  had  been  engaged, 
because  ihe  Thanks  of  Parliament  had 
been  repeatedly  offered  for  these  duties, 
and  because  self- adulation  would  ill  be- 
come the  character  of  British  soldiers: 
That  they  threw  iheinselves  on  the  recom- 
mendation of  their  Lordships,  with  an 
earnest  hope  that  ibe  House  would  inter- 
pose in  their  behalf  by  drawing  the  fa* 
vourablenoticeof  the  Sovereign  lotheircase. 
He  thought  it  was  scarcely  nccesiary  for 
him  todetaio  their  Lordships  at  any  length 
on  the  subject  of  that  petilioQ.  He  felt, 
however,  that  he  ought  to  remind  the 
House  of  the  great  ioiporiance  which  the 
operations  in  the  Peninsular  war  were  to 
the  uliitnate  jjaciiication  of  the  world. 
There  were  many  of  their  Lordships  who 
niiglit  remember  thai  period  of  the  historj 
of  the  country,  wheo  alarms  prevailed 
throughout  the  greater  part  of  the  nation 
—when  the  walls  of  ParlUmeot,  night 
after  nighi,  re-echoed  with  melancholy 
forebodings  that  the  British  army  would, 
before  long,  have  to  fall  back  on  their  ships 
for  refugi',  and  be  forced,  probably  at  no 
distant  day,  to  return  to  their  naiive  land 
defeated  and  disgraced.  But,  thanks  to 
the  transcendent  talents  and  skill  of  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Duke  of  Wellinglon), 
and  the  bravery  and  heroism  of  the  troops 
who  acted  under  him,  the  glory  of  tiie 
British  arms  was  not  only  maintained,  but 
the  6ag  of  England  was  planted  on  the 
soil  of  France.  Every  one  would  adntit 
that  the  British  soldiers  did  their  duty 
during  that  period — not  innne  short  cam- 
paign alone,  but  during  a  snuggle,  the  du- 
ration of  which  extended  for  several  years. 
Nor  should  it  be  forgotten  that,  through- 
out all  that  time,  tbey  were  opposed  by 
the  veteran  legions  of  Napoleon — by  men 
who  had  been  reared  in  the  midst  of  war, 
and  who  were  as  intelligent  as  they  were 
intrepid.  He  would  not  urge,  in  support 
of  the  claims  of  the  petitioners,  any  fear 
that  the  English  army  would  not  here- 
after do  its  duty.  On  the  contrary,  he 
believed  their  brave  armies  would  ever  be 
found  ready  to  mainlain  the  honour  of 
their  Sovereign  and  their  country,  lie 
believed  that  the  natural  bravery  of  the 
soldier — the  enlhutiastic  esjuit  da  corps 
which  he  possessed — the  feeling  that,  on 
-   -  o "  ^ 
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wards  then)  and  towardi  the  GorerDoieat 
during  a  considerable  number  of  jears.  1 
stated  10  them  that  it  had  been  my  dnty 
for  aeveral  years  lo  report  their  conduct, 
nhelher  as  an  army,  or  as  diviaions  of  ihat 
army,  in  brigades  or  regimenls,  or  as  In- 


his  own  personal  exertions,  as  it  were, 
might  depend  ibe  fale  of  the  day,  would 
e*er  lead  tlie  British  soldier  to  do  his 
duty.     He  would  not,  therefore,  put  the 

case  of  the  peliiionera  on  this  ground,  but 
"     '  what  they  required  as  a  simplf 


act  of  justice ;  for  he  could  regard  a  debt  !  di*idualB  belongint;  to  the  army,  lo  the 
of  f  ralitude  only  as  an  act  or  justice,  and  I  Goveranaent  of  the  Grown,  and  (o  bring 


in  this  light  be  was  sure  the  country  at 
large  would  also  view  it.  He  did  not  wish 
to  impute  blame  to  any  individual  in  the 
country,  still  less  lo  his  noble  Friend  the 
noble  Duke,  for  whom  lie  ever  did  and 
ever  would  entertain  the  strongest  feelings 
of  attachment  and  regard.  He  sought  not 
to  attach  blame  lo  those  who  gave  medals 
to  the  men  who  fought  and  conquered  at 
Waterloo,  and  to  those  who  conferred  ihe 
honours  that  were  bestowed  on  the  soldiers 
who  fougiit  their  battles  in  India  and 
China;  but  this  he  would  say,  why  should 
they  not  place  those  whom  they  saw 
covered  with  wounds  received  in  tlie  Pe- 
ninsular  campaigns,  on  the  same  fooling 
wiih  their  brethren  in  arms?  He  felt  that, 
in  presenting  this  petition,  he  was  but  do- 
ing his  duly  to  their  Lordships  in  offering 
these  remarks.  He  would  not  detain  the 
House  longer,  because  he  felt  it  was  un- 
necessary for  him  to  recapitulate  the  he- 
roic achievements  of  the  great  army  to 
which  he  had  been  rererring.  Ho  felt  it 
to  be  a  personal  compliment  to  himself  to 
have  this  petition  entrusted  to  him  for 
presentation,  by  gentlemen  with  whom  he 
had  become  acquainted  in  early  life,  and 
for  whom  he  necessaiilj  felt  a  deep  ad- 
miration, on  account  of  their  heroic  deeds. 
In  conclusion,  he  begged  to  present  this 
petition  from  the  veierans  of  the  Peoin- 
■utar  war. 

The  Duke  of  Wellinglon :  My  Lords, 
the  peiilioners  do  me  but  justice  in  stat- 
ing that  I  have  never  mentioned  or  re- 
feired  to  the  war  in  the  Peninsula  except- 
ing in  terms  of  praise  of  their  conduct. 
13ut,  my  Lords,  it  gives  me  the  greatest 
concern  lo  feel  myself  under  the  ne- 
cessity of  submilling  to  your  Lord- 
ships, that  your  Lordships  cannot  re- 
gularly, and  according  lo  your  usual 
practice,  inierfere  in  a  question  of  this  de- 
scription. Some  years  have  elapsed  since 
these  same  petitioners  made  an  applica- 
tion to  me — it'  I  recollect  rightly  in  the 
jeiir  1840— on  ilie  same  subject  which 
tliL'V  have  now  brought  under  your  Lord- 
ships'cotisideralion.  I  then  stdtcti  loiliem 
ihc  relation  in  which  I  had  stood  both  to- 


t  thus  under  the  knowledge  of  the  So- 
vereign :  but,  my  Lords,  I  stated  that  u 
the  rewards  to  the  array,  these  were 
matters  to  which  1  could  otherwise  make 
no  reference— that  they  were  acis  which 
were  confined  lo  the  Sovereign,  and  to 
the  advisers  of  the  Sovereign — and  that 
in  this  light  1  had  never  presumed  to  io- 
lerfere  in  any  manner,  excepting  when 
called  upon  to  give  my  opinion,  or  lo  carry 
into  execution  the  orders  of  the  Sovereign 
lo  recommend  persons  for  honourable 
marks  of  distinction.  My  Lords,  I  then 
recommended  those  Gentlemen  to  make 
their  representation  lo  the  Sovereign 
through  the  proper  channel.  Sioce  I  re. 
ceived  notice  from  my  noble  Friend  of  hia 
intention  to  present  this  petition,  I  have 
inquired  whether  any  such  appl  cation  lias 
been  since  made;  and  I  can  not  only  6ad 
no  trace  of  such  application,  but  1  cannot 
find  any  account  of  such  an  applicaiioo 
having  been  ever  made.  I  have  heard, 
indeed,  that  a  similar  petition  to  that 
which  my  noble  Friend  has  brought  be* 
fore  your  Lordships  was  presented  by  aa 
hon.  Gentleman  in  another  place;  and 
the  present  petition  is  addressed  to  your 
lordships.  But,  1  beg  leave  to  submit  to 
your  Lordships,  that  the  proper  course  for 
these  petitioners  to  adopt  is,  la  present 
their  petition  lo  the  Sovereign,  and  not 
to  come  to  the  Houses  of  Parliament  in 
order  to  require  the  interference  of  the 
Legislature  in  a  matter  which  is  iirictly 
and  exclusively  ihe  prerogative  of  the 
Sovereign.  My  Lords,  I  invartsbiy,  and 
I  believe,  in  a  satisfactory  manner— at 
least  1  never  heard  a  complaint  on  the 
subject  —  reported  the  services  of  the 
army,  or  of  the  individuals  composing  il, 
to  the  attention  of  the  Sovereign.  I  have 
frequently  received  the  order  of  the  Sove- 
reign to  recommend  officers  of  distinction 
for  reward  and  promotion;  and  not  only 
have  I  received  such  directions  from  the 
Sovereign  of  this  country,  but  in  repealed 
instances  from  the  Allies  of  the  Sovereign 
of  this  country;  and  I  hnve  submitted 
Ihe  names  of  officers  lo  those  Sovereigns, 
[  hope  in  a  manner  satisfactory  to  those 
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who  were  selected.  The  Sovereign  of 
this  country  has  beeo  pleased  to  give 
his  approbation  and  coasent  to  the  ac- 
ceptance by  those  officers  or  the  honours 
to  which  1  have  recommended  them.  But 
in  no  case  whatever  would  I  ever  hsve 
interfered  until  I  was  called  upon  (o  give 
niyjudgment  or  recommendation  and  opin- 
ion on  the  lubjecr.  It  is  perfectW  true,  as 
the  noble  Duke  on  the  cross  beoches  (the 
Duke  of  Richmond)  has  stated,  that 
marksof  honour  of  a  particular  description 
have  been  conferred  upon  other  armies, 
which  have  not  been  conferred  on  the  ar- 
mies serving  in  the  Peninsula,  however 
meritorious  their  services  may  have  been. 
But,  my  Lords,  have  no  marks  of  honour 
been  conferred  upon  the  arroies  oFthe  Pen- 
insula? Have  no  rewards  been  bestowed 
on  those  oflScers  7  What  my  noble  Friend 
has  stated  is  perfectly  true,  that  the  ser- 
vice in  the  Peninsula  was  not  an  ezpedi- 
lioD,  but  a  war  carried  on  for  several 
years — for  sis  consecntive  campaigns, 
and  some  winter  campaigns.  Nearly  the 
whole  of  the  British  army  served  in  that 
war.  Out  of  one  hundred  and  odd  bat- 
talions, of  which  the  British  military  force 
consisted,  tbera  were  about  sixty  which 
■eived  in  that  army.  My  Lords,  this  and 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  returned 
(0  that  army  their  Thanks  not  less  than 
sixteen  diSerent  times,  for  as  many  differ- 
ent engagements ;  and  new  modes  were 
discovered  and  adopted  of  distinguishing 
and  rewarding  the  officers  of  that  army. 
Medals  were  struck  in  commemoration  of 
actiona  of  gallantry  and  distinguished  ac- 
tions in  the  Peninsula  upon  no  less  than 
nineteen  occasions;  and  these  medals 
were  distributed  upon  the  rules  and  re- 
gulations laid  down  on  the  occasion  to 
about  1,300  officers  of  the  army.  And 
will  it  be  said  that  1,300  officers  is  not  a 
considerable  number  in  any  array  to  re- 
ceive such  marks  of  distinction,  and  this 
OD  nineteen  difierent  occasions  ?  Then  a 
new  mode  of  piomotion  was  adopted,  for 
the  first  time,  in  the  Peninsular  army — I 
mean  the  issue  of  special  brevets  for  ex- 
traordinary services;  and  avast  number 
of  officers  were  promoted  by  these  special 
brevets  in  this  very  army,  whose  services 
are  now  said  to  be  unacknowledged.  Sub- 
sequent to  the  war,  upon  various  occa- 
sions, arrangements  were  made  for  the 
benefit  of  the  whole  array,  cavalry,  in- 
fantry, and  artillery,  recommended,  not  by 
me,  nor  have  I  the  credit  of  them,  but 
by  the  Duke  of  York,  who  commanded 
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the  army  in  chief  up  to  the  period  of  his 
death  in  1826,  and  also  by  Lord  Hill,who 
succeeded  in  command  up  to  the  year 
1828.  First  of  all,  various  allowances 
were  made  to  all  the  different  officers,  lit 
1826,  the  officers  holding  brevet  rank  on 
full  pay  had  the  advantage  of  retiring 
upon  the  advanced  half  pay  of  the  neit 
rank  above.  Lieutenants  serving  on  full 
pay  whose  commissions  were  dated  prior 
to  1811,  had  the  option  of  retiring  upon 
the  unattached  rank  of  captain  on  half 
pay.  By  an  Order  in  1834,  in  every 
three  vacancies  upon  the  retired  full  and 
half  pay,  one  promotion  was  granted  in 
the  ranks  of  captain,  major,  and  lieuten- 
ant-colonel— all  these  airangements  be- 
ing in  favour  of  these  officers.  In  183,5 
a  further  arrangement  was  made  in  fa- 
vour of  captains  promoted  under  the  Ge- 
neral Order  of  December  1826;  and 
20  lieutenant-colonels,  20  majors,  and 
115  captains  received  full  pay  instead  of 
retired  half  pay.  These  were  solid  boons 
conferred  upon  those  individuals  by  the 
ptfblic.  Then  I  would  beg  your  Lord- 
ships to  remember  that  among  your  Lord- 
ships there  are  not  less  than  seven  officers 
who  have  been  promoted  to  the  peerage 
on  account  of  their  own  services,  or  those 
of  their  fatberg  or  grandfathers,  in  this 
very  army.  Not  less  than  400  of  the 
dif^rent  classes  of  the  Order  of  the  Bath 
were  conferred  on  the  officers  who  served 
in  the  Peninsular  army.  My  Lords,  it  is 
perfectly  true  that  the  late  Sovereign  was 
pleased  to  confer  a  medal  on  the  army 
that  fought  at  the  battle  of  Waterloo — 
upon  every  individual  who  was  present  on 
that  occasion.  This  was  an  honour  which 
had  never  before  been  conferred  on  any 
body  of  troops,  and  certainly  not  on  the 
army  that  served  in  the  Peninsula,  al- 
though they  had  fought  several  great 
battles,  and  most  undoubtedly  their  ser- 
vice was  of  a  most  important  description 
during  the  six  years  that  they  were  in  the 
Peninsula.  But,  my  Lords,  I  beg  you  to 
recollect  that  the  battle  of  Waterloo  was 
an  occurrence  of  an  extraordinary  nature. 
A  general  peace  had  been  made,  after  a 
war  of  a  quarter  of  a  century,  in  the  year 
1814.  Circumstances  occurred  which 
rendered  imminent  the  probability  that 
the  war  would  be  recommenced,  and  great 
preparations  were  made  on  all  sides.  The 
greatest  anxiety  was  felt,  not  only  in  this 
country,  but  throughout  Europe,  upon 
the  breaking  out  of  that  war.  That  battle 
was  fought,  and  its  decision  ceriainlygave, 
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at  Ihe  moment,  ev«iy  reatgn  to  believe 
ibat  ibeie  wst  an  end  to  all  ihe  operations 
or  the  war;  und  not  a  ibot  has  l>een  fired 
in  Europe  from  that  time  to  thii,  upon  any 
occasion  referable  to  tlie  operBtion*  ot 
thai  war.  It  wai  natuial  that  Ihe  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  should  be  de- 
■irous  of  testifying;  tbeir  approbation  of 
Ihe  conduct  of  the  army  on  tliat  ucCBsion; 
atid  it  is  true  (hat  the  late  Sovereign  and 
his  Go*einiDeDt  did  order  tliat  medals 
should  be  slruck  to  commemorate  (hat 
great  battle,  which  should  be  dislributed 
lo  every  officer  and  loldier,  and  should 
be  worn  under  Hia  Majesty's  directions. 
My  Lords,  until  lately  this  distincliou  was 
confined  exclusively  to  that  one  affair, 
aod  waa  not  conferrad  on  any  other  army. 
Until  events  occurred  recently  in  the  East, 
this  honour  was  not  extended  to  any  oilier 
army.  I  am  not  at  all  desirous  of  advert- 
ing particularly  to  tha  events  which,  a 
slion  lime  ago,  happened  Jn  that  quarter 
of  the  globe ;  but  undoubtedly  it  is  an 
historical  fact  that  the  greatest  disaster 
which  has  happened  in  ibat  part  of  the 
world  for  tnore  than  sixty  years,  occurred  a 
lew  years  ago  in  the  north-eastern  part  of 
ladia.  It  waa  of  tbe  utmost  importance 
to  our  tenure  of  tbe  possessioos  which  we 
had  acquired — nay,  lo  the  very  existence 
of  the  British  name — in  Indiu,  as  well  as 
lo  the  maintenance  of  the  spirit  of  the 
army,  that  their  reputation  should  be  re- 
vived by  success  ;  and  my  noble  Friend, 
tbe  noble  Earl  who  was  Governor  General 
of  India,  and  under  whose  auspices  tbe 
operations  were  carried  on  in  all  direc- 
tions, which  restored  to  the  army  the 
credit,  reputation,  and  honour  in  which 
it  was  always  held  up  to  that  moment, 
and  which  tended  so  much  to  the  advao- 
lage  and  honour  of  the  country — the  no- 
ble Earl  thought  it  proper  to  follow  tbe 
example  of  tbe  case  of  the  battle  of  Wa- 
terloo, and  ordered  medals  to  be  struck, 
and  distributed  to  every  individual  of  tbe 
army  that  fought  in  tbe  north-east  of 
India.  Tbe  noble  Lord  judged  most  cor- 
rectly that  it  was  important  to  give  some 
mark  of  the  approbation  of  the  Govern- 
Btent  at  tltc  conduct  of  tbe  army  ;  to  take 
a  step  promptly  to  make  the  men  sensible 
of  the  estimation  in  which  their  conduct 
waa  held;  and  that  it  should  do  so 
promptly,    to    revive    the    spirit 


had  the  power  of  carrying  into  eiecution 
this  measure  within  the  territories  under 
his  own  government ;  but  it  required  tbe 
assent  of  Her  Majesty  in  order  that  thoae 
who  received  this  rnsik  of  honour  from  the 
noble  Lord  the  Governor  General  of  India 
should  be  enabled  lo  wear  tliis  decora- 
tion in  this  country :  and  Her  Majeiiy 
was  pleased  to  express  her  approbation 
of  the  measure  which  had  been  adopted 
by  the  noble  Eail.  This  is  tbe  history  of 
this  medal.  There  is  no  doubt  that  tbe 
army  retrieved  the  misfortune  which  bad 
previously  occurred,  and  the  good  conduct 
of  the  troops  regained  the  character  of 
tbe  army,  and  ri'storcd  confidence  to  tbe 
public, and  peace toludia.  Therewaiafter- 
wards  anoiber  instance  with  regard  to  such 
medals,  with  respect  to  which,  1  tbink, 
from  what  I  shall  stela,  it  will  be  excsed- 
iugjy  clear  that  they  were  given  on  such 
distinct  and  exclusive  grounds  that  they 
will  form  an  exceptioo  to  the  general  rule, 
and  I  think  that  I  shall,  in  a  few  words, 
show  yuuf  Lordships  a  full  justification  for 
the  distinction  that  waa  made — I  mean  the 
medals  given  in  the  case  of  China.  J 
have  before  had  occasion  to  draw  your 
Lordships'  attention  to  llie  extraordinary 
operations  performed  in  that  war.  My 
Lords,  we  had  fleets  and  armies  titere  car- 
rying on  joint  operations  on  a  hostile  coast, 
carrying  on  operations  against  fortified 
harbours  and  rivers,  against  fortreises  and 
fortified  coasts,  and  maneeuvriog  agajnat 
the  enemy  exactly  as  if  they  had  been  a 
body  of  troops  with  their  cannon  in  the 
Geld,  and  carrying  everything  before  lb«o>. 
My  Lords,  you  must  all  recollect  tbe  aox> 
iety  with  which  those  of  us  who  knew 
anything  of  the  natute  of  warlike  opera- 
tions, regarded  the  risks  and  dangers  of 
that  war  in  China.  My  Lords,  the  Bri- 
tish troops  ovcrcBUM  all  their  difficulties  ; 
and  1  must  add  that  there  was  this  pemi- 
liar  circumstance  attending  these  opera- 
tions, namely,  that  they  were  carried  on 
by  tbe  native  troopa,  who,  as  was  known 
lo  all  Governors  of  India,  bad  notorious 
prejudices  against  embarkation,  and  whom 
it  was  difficult  to  prevail  on  to  embark. 
They  did,  however,  give  their  services  in 
aid  of  Her  Majesty's  troops,  enduring  all 
tbe  hardships,  and  not  being  backward  ia 
their  services,  or  in  their  efforts  to  get  the 
better  of  tbe  enemy.     My  Lords,  after  an 


had  existed  before,  and  that  confidence  .  extraordinary  short  perit-   .. , 

in  their  own  exertions  which  was  so  im-  :  operations  of  that  war  wereemittently  euc- 
portaat  to  reestablish  discipline,  subor-  |  cessful ;  they  were  successful  at  every 
diuatioB,  and  good  order.  The  noble  Lord     point ;  and  ihey  terminated  in  a  peace 
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Mliafaetory  to  all  partiei,  and  which  I 
hope,  will  be  the  permaneot  bond  of  peace 
between  tliii  country  and  that  great  em- 
pire. Her  Majeity'i  Government  thought 
proper  to  reward  the  Mrvicea  rendered  by 
the  army  and  the  fleet  concerned  in  thoae 
great  operation*,  and  ordered  that  medals 
■hould  l>e  ilfuck,  to  he  given  to  each  in- 
dividual who  had  been  concerned  in  car- 
rying on  those  operalioni;  and  this,  I 
Bay,  is  another  singular  case,  which  forms 
an  exception  to  all  general  rule,  and  which 
cannot  be  quoled  as  a  precedent  Tor  any 
other  caie.  My  Lords,  I  have  already 
slated  to  your  Lordships,  ihat  the  army 
which  served  in  the  Peninsula  is  by  no 
means  an  army  that  was  not  favoared  ;  1 
bate  stated  that  it  has  been  highly  dittin- 
giiihed  and  rewarded  ;  and  hose  services 
are  considered  on  every  occasioa  in  which 
it  u  possible  to  regard  them,  with  a  view 
Id  promotion.  But  I  would  beg  your 
Lordships  lo  recollect  that  this  is  not  the 
only  successful  army  which  has  served 
this  ctHiolry ;  your  Lnrdships  mutt  not 
forget  the  army  of  Egypt,  you  mnil  not 
forget  ibc  army  thai  fought  in  Calabria. 
Aod  when  you  recollect  these  services,  1 
would  beg  your  Lordships  also  not  to  for- 
get the  fleets.  Did  anybody  ever  hear  of 
M  general  medal  for  a  fleet?  And  yet 
(bwe  have  been  great  naval  violories  ac- 
quired, such  as  the  battle  of  the  Ist  of 
June,  ibe  battle  of  Cape  St.  Vjocent,  and 
the  batik  of  the  Nile.  Did  anybody  ever 
faeai  of  a  general  medal  worn  by  every- 
body for  tboae  services?  Surely,  if  the 
Peninsnlar  army  is  lo  have  a  grant  of 
this  description,  aod  an  address  it  pre- 
sented by  your  Lordships  for  thst  object, 
it  is  Hnpoasible  that  yoar  Lordships  should 
not  notice  these  other  occasions.  Then 
there  is  another  circu«staDce  which  1  beg 
you  (o  recollect  in  favoor  of  the  tiavy  :  I 
nean  those  long  winter  campaigns,  if  I 
may  so  nntan  to  call  tbeiOiin  ibe  block- 
ade of  the  CDut  of  France,  and  in  the  Bay 
of  Biscay.  Month  after  month,  week  after 
week,  aiM  night  after  night,  that  Uockade 
was  peneveml  in  through  the  skill  of  the 
officers  and  seamen  in  the  ships  of  war 
of  the  Sovereign  of  this  eouotry.  Are 
tbese  services  not  to  be  rewwded  equally 
with  continued  oampaignBon  shore  for  six 
yeara  in  winter  and  snaimer?  Certaialy 
they  mutt  be.  If  you  take  the  step  now 
proposed,  you  must  take  others  ;  and  it 
wouU  be  impossible  that  you  should  not 
carry  (he  auature  to  the  full  extent  of 
giviog  a  gaaeral  brevel,  in  fict,  to  every- 


y21J  Officer,.  728 

body  who  ever  served  during  the  whole 
war,  as  well  of  (he  French  Revolution  as 
in  the  Peninsula, 

The  Marquess  of  Londonderty,  after 
the  speech  of  the  niible  Duke,  in  which 
he  fully  concurred,  thought  it  superfluous 
loadd  nnyihing;  but  he  must  say  a  few 
words  on  the  one  point  mentioned  by  the 
noble  Duke  on  the  ctoii  benches,  when 
he  alluded  to  the  services  of  those  distin- 
gutshed  oflicert  in  the  Peniosala  who  were 
not  so  fortunate  as  to  obtain  decorative 
honours.  He  would  not  yield  to  the  no- 
ble Duke  in  his  high  value  of  those  ofli- 
cera  engaged  in  those  services  ;  but  he 
regretted  that  the  noble  .Duke  had  come 
forward  to  present  this  peiilton,  and  that 
(he  language  of  British  officers  should  be 
such  as  to  seek  a  decoration  or  a  reward 
by  a  pelition  to  Parliament:  it  was  un- 
worthy of  British  officers  to  demand  any 
decorations  or  rewards  for  any  servrees 
they  might  be  called  upon  to  perform. 
The  right  of  giving  rewards  was  vested 
exclusively  Id  the  Sovereign,  and  it  could 
not  be  exercised  with  impartiality  if  the 
subject  could  be  referred  to  that  or  th« 
other  House  of  Parliament.  The  noble 
Duke  might  have  taken  warning  by  what 
had  taken  place  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament,  when  Colouel  Hay  presented 
a  similar  petition.  That  Gentleman  was 
answered  by  the  then  Secretary  at  War, 
who  was  DOW  Governor  General  of  India  ; 
and  so  incapable  was  (he  case  of  counter 
argument,  that  the  petition  was  rejected 
unanimouslyi  and,  he  believed,  without  ■ 
division.  And  they  had  the  other  day  the 
opinion  of  another  individual,  who  had 
also  filled  the  office  of  Secretary  at  War, 
and  he  wai  a  civilian,  who  deprecated  the 
interference  of  Parliament  with  the  re- 
wards confened.  What  did  these  peti- 
tioners say  ?  They  set  out  by  aayiag  that 
the  language  of  aupplicatton  would  ill  be- 
come British  soldiers,  and  yet  they  pro- 
ceeded to  ask  a  boon  which  they  said  they 
would  have  received  voluntarily  from  the 
jasiice  of  the  country;  nnd  they  con- 
cluded by  calling  upon  their  Lordshipa  (o 
interfere  in  their  behalC  Besides  this,  the 
lapse  of  liaie  had  been  so  great  that  be 
defied  (be  noble  Duke  to  point  out  any 
mode  by  which  the  just  claims  of  these 
officers  could  be  esiabliihed ;  the  only 
thing  that  could  be  dons  would  be  by 
giving  a  general  measure,  and  bis  noble 
Friend  the  noble  Duke  had  given  aubslan- 
tial  reasons  why  this  should  not  be  done, 
and  why,  instead  of  an  bonourablediMiDc- 
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tioQ,  it  would,  owing  to  the  misapplicatioo, 
be  entitely  valuelesi,  A  soldier  coutd  look 
upon  a  decoration  as  valuable  only  when 
it  came  Trooi  the  direct  recommeodation 
of  the  commander  under  whom  he  serred, 
or  by  the  ordet  of  the  tiovereign  of  bis 
country.  It  was  laid,  that  the  oBScers 
serving  la  India  and  in  China  had  receiv- 
ed medala,and  therefore,  that  the  Penin- 
sular officer!  oogbt  to  have  them;  but 
BuppoBing  the  officers  in  India  and  China 
had  not  been  decorated,  did  they  8UppO» 
that  the  Indian  and  Chioese  army  would 
have  come  to  their  Lordships'  House,  and 
have  asked  for  a  boon,  like  those  officers 
nbobad  petitioned  for  this  boon  for  Ibeir 
seivicei?  He  wasiurprisad  that  the  no- 
ble Duke  should  have  been  the  person  to 
countenance  a  petition  which  was  totally 
unworthy  of  British  officers,  because  the 
supplication  for  compensation  and  reward 
was  the  last  thing  which  they  should  make 
to  that  or  the  other  House  of  Parliami 
That  House  bad  not  the  power  to  grant 
the  prayer,  and  it  would  be  unconstiiu- 
tional  if  it  did  ;  and  he  was  certain  that 
afterwards,  when  sitting  by  their  own 
firesides,  these  very  officers  would  think 
a  medal  bo  obtained  totally  without 
value. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  replied.  The 
Doble  Marquess  had  taken  upon  himself 
to  give  bim  s  lecture  because  he  had 
thought  it  his  duly  to  present  a  petition 
which  be  thought  respectfully  and  pro- 
perly worded,  and  the  noble  Marqi 
wondered  that  he  had  not  taken  warning 
by  what  had  occurred  in  the  other  House. 
Now,  he  WBS  not  in  the  habit  of  giving  up 
his  opinions  in  consequence  of  anything 
that  took  place  in  the  other  House 
he  conceived  that  he  was  doing  his  duty 
to  those  who  bad  fought  and  bled  in  Iheii 
coaotry'i  cause,  and  who,  as  he  thoujEhi, 
had  been  neglected  by  ibeir  country.  The 
noble  Marqaess  said  it  was  unconslita- 
tional,  forsooth,  that  this  House  should 
giv«  rewards  to  the  army  and  navy, 
he  not  think  that  it  was  a  reward  for  the 
army  and  navy  to  receive  the  thanks  of 
of  Parliament  ?  The  army  and  navy  had 
ever  been  proud  to  receive  tbe  Thanki 
either  Hoase  of  Parliament,  and  there  was 
no  reason  why  sach  a  petition  as  he  had 
received  should  not  be  presented  to  their 
Lordships.  All  that  these  nndecorated 
officers  asked  was  some  memorial  to  show 
that  Ibeywere  the  individuals  to  whom  for 
these  sixteen  actions  the  House  bad  given 
its  thaaks.    The  noble  Marquew  deded 
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(0  show  any  mode  by  whieh  these  rights 
should  be  ascertained;  but  the  roll-call  of 
every  regiment  that  served  in  the  Peninsola 
was  preserved  in  the  Secretary's  Office. 
What  he  complained  of  was,  that  the  gene- 
ral officers,  tbe  commanding  officers,  and 
those  on  the  staff  who  had  not  brevet 
rank,  did  receive  rewards;  and  he  asked, 
why  the  captains,  the  lieutenants,  the 
subalterns,  the  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  the  soldiers,  were  not  allowed  to  wear 
some  mark  of  distinction,  to  show  that 
ibey  had  served  7  And  the  noble  Mar- 
quess asked  whether  the  officers  of  the 
army  lowered  themselves  by  coming  here 
and  asking  for  a  boon  ?  He  (the  Duke 
of  Richmond)  thought  not  at  all.  It  was 
very  well  for  those  who  were  covered  with 
decorations  to  say,  "  Don't  give  medali 
to  captains  and  subaltern  officers,  and 
non-commissioned  officers  and  privates." 
He  should  like  to  know  whether,  without 
these  officers  and  men,  they  would  have 
got  their  honours  themselves.  With  re- 
gard to  the  Waterloo  honours,  it  was  very 
well  known  that  one  corps  which  received 
them  did  not  know  of  the  action  till 
some  days  after  it  was  fought.  Yet  the 
officers  who  had  gone  through  all  the 
bard  service  of  ibe  Peninsular  war,  were 
allowed  no  testimonial.  All  must  admit, 
that  it  was  a  laudable  ambition  in  these 
officers  to  be  able  to  transmit  to  their 
posterity  some  memorial  of  their  own 
merits — of  their  country's  gratitude.  He 
was  sure  that  not  one  of  the  petitioners 
would  object  to  similar  rewards  being 
conferred  on  tbe  troops  who  had  served 
bravely  in  Egypt  or  elsewhere.  They 
were  willing  to  share  the  honour  with  all 
who  deserved  it;  but  they  bad  a  right  10 
expect  (at  least  he  thought  so)  that  they 
should  have  something  to  show  that  they 
had  gone  through  the  campaign  in  the 
Peninsula,  and  had  done  their  duty. 
Peninsular  officers,  wbofhad  gone  to  re- 
side with  tbeir  families  upon  tbe  Conti- 
nent, if  they  went  to  a  review,  going 
themselves  without  decorations,  found 
officers  there  with  decorations  who  bad 
never  been  in  action.  His  noble  Friend 
(the  Duke  of  Wellington)  said  he  ap- 
proved of  medals  being  given  in  India, 
because  it  was  necessnry  to  revive  the 
spirit  of  the  troops,  which  had  had  the 
shadow  of  a  shade  cast  upon  tbeir  repu- 
tation. He  (the  Duke  of  Richmond]  did 
not  think  it  was  very  expedient  to  tell 
the  army,  "  Only  suffer  a  disaster ;  then 
rally  and  distinguiab  yourselves  again,  and 
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you  will  receive  decorationB  to  revive  your 
spirits."  Hit  case  was  this — that  when 
the  thanks  of  Parliament  were  given  lo 
the  armj,  the  connnissioDed  aod  non- 
commissioned oSicers  and  private  soldiers 
should  have  some  record  that  they  had 
been  in  ihe  engagement  and  done  their 
dniy  there. 

Petition  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on 
the  Table. 

Colleges  (Ireland)  Bill.]  Order 
of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading 
read. 

Lord  Stanley  said:  In  moving  your 
Lordships  to  agree  to  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill  to  enable  Her  Majesty  to  en- 
dow certain  Colleges  in  Ireland,  it  is 
hardly  necessary  to  remind  your  Lord- 
ships of  the  gracious  speech  delivered  by 
Her  Majesty  from  the  Throne,  in  which 
She  recommended  to  Parliament  to  pto- 
?ide  for  the  improvement  and  extension 
of  academical  education  in  Ireland.  In 
obedience  to  that  recommendation,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  submitted  to  Par- 
liament a  Bill  for  that  object,  which  has 
undergone  very  minute  and  lengthened 
consideration  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, and  il  passed  all  its  stages  there, 
though  not  with  unanimity,  undoubtedly 
with  very  large  majorities.  My  Lords,  I 
should  only  waste  time  if  I  were  to  go  in- 
to any  argument  lo  prove  the  advantage 
of  extending  to  all  classes  in  Ireland  the 
benefits  of  the  best  education,  and  of  the 
duty  of  Government  to  advance  the  puh> 
lie  interest  by  lending  its  aid  to  promote 
such  education  throughout  the  realm. 
But  in  the  expenditure  which  lias  been 
made  by  Parliament  and  tlie  couniry  for 
the  purposes  of  education,  and  aniidst  the 
commendable  anxiety  which  has  been 
generally  evinced  of  late  on  the  subject,  I 
cannot  but  think  that  there  has  been  one 
great  omission.  Whilst  liberal  provision 
has  been  made  for  the  education  of  the 
higher  orders,  and  while  the  Legislature 
has  shown  its  wisdom  and  liberality  in 
encouraging  the  education  of  the  lower 
orders,  while  these  two  extremes  have 
absorbed  attention,  the  middle  classes 
have  been  neglected  in  the  great  scheme 
of  menial  improvement ;  whereas,  if  there 
is  one  class  which,  more  than  any  other, 
should  obtain  the  advantage  of  a  liberal 
and  sound  education,  it  is  the  middle  class 
T-aodby  "middle  class,"  I  mean  the  class 
below  the  highest  and  above  Ihe  lowest ; 


and  this  is  the  class  which  your  Lordships 
are  now  called  on  to  legislate  for.  Your 
Lordships  cannot  fail  to  recollect,  that 
from  the  circumstances  of  the  country, 
many  (1  will  not  say  moat)  of  the  large 
landed  proprietors  of  Ireland,  men  there- 
fore of  tlie  most  powerful  and  beneficia] 
influence,  do  not  exercise  the  influence 
they  have  upon  the  society  of  Ireland, 
being  habitually  residents  in  oiher  coun- 
tries. 1  say  not  this  in  condemnation  of 
those  individuals;  it  is  one  of  the  unfor- 
tunate consequences  of  the  peculiar  situ- 
ation in  which  Ireland  is  placed.  But 
the  effect  is  to  give  a  much  larger  influ- 
ence over  society  to  the  class  immediately 
below  the  highest — the  inferior  gentry 
and  tradesmen,  than  is  properly  their  due. 
Your  Lordships  will  also  bear  in  mind 
that  by  the  extraordinary  munificence  of 
Parliament  the  lower  orders  are  at  this 
moment  lo  a  great  extent  in  the  receipt 
of  a  liberal  and  extensive  education;  I 
hope  it  will  become  a  religious  and  moral 
education,  but  it  is  certainly  an  intel- 
lectual education;  and,  in  this  slate  of 
things,  whilst  the  lowest  classes  are  hav- 
ing their  intellects  sharpened,  their  pow- 
ers cultivated,  and  their  minds  refined,  it 
is  most  material  the  class  immediately 
above  them  should  have  provision  made 
for  their  improvement,  since  the  provision 
for  the  education  of  that  class  is  more 
deficient  in  Ireland  than  elsewhere.  How 
stands  the  case?  Ireland  does  not  stand 
on  the  same  footing  in  respect  to  educa- 
tion with  any  other  part  of  the  Empire, 
In  this  country,  besides  our  ancient  Uni- 
versities, many  of  the  great  towns,  by 
their  own  exertions,  had  established  col- 
legiate institutions.  What  is  the  case  in 
Ireland?  With  the  exception  of  the  In- 
stitution at  Belfast,  you  have  one  College, 
and  only  one,  the  single  establishment  of 
Trinity  College,  Dublin,  Now,  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  is  open  not  only  to  the 
highest  classes  of  the  community,  but  also 
to  those  who  do  not  belong  to  that  class; 
and  Ihe  system  of  education  in  Trinity 
College  is,  in  respect  lo  religious  disiinc- 
tioni,  of  a  very  liberal  character ;  I  believe 
there  about  lUO  Roman  Catholics  receiv- 
ing education  within  its  walls.  Not  only 
Roman  Caihulics,  but  Dissenters  from  the 
Estalilished  Church,  are  admitted  into 
Trinity  College,  Dublin,  and  receive  the 
benefits  of  education  there;  they  may 
compete,  too,  for  honours  ;  but  when  yoti 
come  to  the  erooluments,  the  Roman  Ca- 
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iholio  and  DisKnUri,  lliougb  admtued 
to  the  benefits  of  education,  are  excluded 
from  the  emoluments.  Is  this  (he  course 
that  should  be  pursued?  1  have  heard 
the  petition  which  haa  been  presented  to- 
night by  the  noble  Eati  near  me  (the  Earl 
of  Eldon),  not  from  the  University  of 
Oxford,  but  from  certain  Members  of  that 
University;  and  if  we  were  legislating  for 
a  country  in  which  there  were  no  religious 
differences;  if  we  were  all  members  of  the 
same  church,  followers  of  ibe  same  creed, 
and  acknowledged  the  same  spiritual  head, 
1  can  readily  conceive  the  advantage  of 
making  science  in  all  cases  the  handmaid 
of  religion,  and  bindint;  both  together  in 
indissoluble  bonds.  But  is  it  so  in  Ire- 
land? Recollect  that  we  have  to  deal 
practically  with  the  case  of  Ireland;  a 
case  where  tbe  establiahfd  religion  is  the 
religion  of  a  small  tninoriiy;  with  the 
case  of  a  country  which  is  xeparated  into 
various  religious  creeds,  and  ^tiibdivisions 
of  those  creeds.  Then  what  are  you  to 
do?  Are  yon,  for  the  purpose  of  extend- 
ing ibe  advatilagei  of  academical  educa- 
tion in  Ireland,  (o  cling  to  the  system  of 
Oxford  and  Cambridge,  to  require  that 
tests  (hall  be  taken,  if  not  by  the  students, 
at  least  by  all  the  professors  t  Are  you,  io 
establishing  academical  education  for  a 
people  mainly  Roman  Catholic,  to  insist 
that  all  the  institutions  shall  be  built  upon 
the  basil  of  the  Church  of  England? 
And  if  not,  what  will  you  do?  Will 
you,  if  I  mav  coin  a  word,  un protestantize 
Trinity  Colle'ge,  Dublin  ?  Will  you  open 
the  emoluments  and  the  endowments — 
will  you  deal  with  the  revenues  and  tbe 
statutes  of  that  College,  and  throw  it  open 
with,  if  you  please,  increased  endowments 
to  all  classes  of  the  populaiion,  wiihout 
religious  distinction  ?  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment do  not  think  it  would  be  expe< 
dient,  wise,  or  just,  to  take  such  a  course. 
They  consider  that  Trinity  College  is,  and 
always  has  been,  a  Proieslani  establish- 
ment endowed  for  Protestant  purposes, 
supported  by  Protestant  fuiiiis,  and  in- 
tended as  H  nursery  for  the  formation  oF 
clerical  members  of  the  Prolesiaot  Church 
as  established  in  Ireland.  And  here  I  must 
be  permitted  to  do  jusiicG  to  a  Uentlcman 
from  whom  I  widely  differ  on  snme  points, 
in  admitting  the  liberality  of  a  sentiment 
which  he  expressed  in  giving  his  evidence 
before  jour  Lordships  in  IS'J'j.  Mr.O'Con- 
nell,  to  whom  I  refer,  deprecated  on  that 
,  as  an  act  of  injustice,  the  diver- 
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sion  of  any  portion  of  the  revenues  of  Tri- 
nity College,  for  the  purpose  of  conferriog 
scholarships  or  advantages  of  that  descrip- 
tion on  persons  not  professing  ihe  religion 
of  the  State.  I  think,  my  Lords,  that  such 
an  interference  with  Trinity  College  would 
unnecessarily  and  dangerously  excite  Ihe 
Protestant  feeling  of  the  country,  raise 
against  you  Protestant  prejudices,  aod 
create  Protestant  animosity,  wiihout  at 
at  the  same  time  tending  to  the  harmoriy 
or  advantage  of  the  institution  itself. 
What  then?  Will  you  establish  in  Dub. 
lin  itself  three  or  four  rival  colleges,  each 
dedicated  to  the  support  and  maintenance 
of  a  particular  creed,  with  professors  be- 
longing to  that  creed,  endowed  by  ilie 
State?  I  think  that  sucb  a  proposition 
would  not  be  likely  even  if  the  Ptolestant 
population  of  this  country  were  willing  to 
concede  it,  to  tend  to  tbe  harmony  of  the 
city  of  Dublin.  I  think  that  the  inevitable 
consequence  of  having  three  or  four  sucb 
rival  institutions  within  the  precincts  of 
the  metropolis  would  be,  that  their  rivalry 
would  lead  to  controversial  disputes  and 
discuisiuns,  which,  in  a  short  period,  would 
generate  bitter  hostility.  You  have  now 
to  deal  with  a  case  in  which  it  is  necessarj 
to  provide  for  the  moral  education  of  » 
large  portion  of  people  who  differ  from 
you  in  iheir  religious  creed,  I  think  it 
would  be  most  unfortunate  that  you  should 
deprive  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  itself, 
of  the  advantages  of  educating  within  iu 
walls  a  considerable  number  of  Roman 
Catholics.  I  think  it  is  a  matter  of  infinite 
importance  that  vou  should  not  dls- 
courage  —  I  would  say  that  you  should 
rather  endeavour,  by  all  the  means  in  your 
power,  to  encourage  the  combined  instruc- 
tion, as  far  as  it  can  be  combined,  of  the 
young  men  of  Ireland  of  different  rehgious 
persuasions.  1  am  satisfied  that  the  fact 
of  being  educated  in  the  same  Colle^,  of 
being  brought  up  under  the  same  teachers, 
of  being  compntitors  for  the  same  honours, 
of  being  ndmittpd  impartially  to  those 
honours,  of  mixing  together  in  familiar 
society  at  a  period  of  life  when  the  atfec- 
lions  are  warm,  and  the  heart  open  and 
ready  lo  receive  impressions,  not  only  of 
a  lively,  hut  permanent  nature  —  I  am 
satiified  that  such  a  course  tends  more 
than  Hny  other  that  could  be  devised  to 
sof[en  those  asperities  wbicli  may  arise 
in  after  life,  and  lead  both  parlies  to  judge 
more  calmly,  and  make  greater  allowances 
for  their  different  religious  feelings,  how. 
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ever  great  and  rundamental  may  be  ihe 
point!  upon  which  those  differences  rest. 
Would  that  object  be  likely  to  be  efTecled 
by  difierent  College*  being  established  in 
the  cily  of  Dublin?  1  think,  my  Lords, 
il  is  quite  clear  that  the  infallible  conse- 
quence of  establish  in  K  within  the  limits  of 
the  city  of  Dublin  a  Protestant  College,  a 
Presbyterian  College,  a  Homan  Catholic 
College, and  a  Unilarian  College,  would  be 
that  Roman  Catholic  parents  would  send 
Iheir  children  lo  the  Uoman  Catholic  Col- 
lege, Presbyterians  theirs  to  the  Presbyter- 
ian College,  members  of  iheChiirch  of  Eng- 
land theirs  to  the  Protestant  College,  and 
the  Unitarians  iheirs  to  tlie  Unitarian  Col- 
lege, thus  breaking  up  that  union  which 
nowsubsisu.and  most  advantageously  sub- 
sists, within  the  walls  of  Trinity  College, 
and  reducing  the  College  itself  to  a  merely 
exclusive  institution.  Thanks  to  the  abo- 
lition of  the  penal  laws,  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholics of  the  country  are  rapidly  rising  in 
station  and  amount  of  properly.  There 
mav  be  those  who  regret  to  see  their  Ro- 
man Catholic  fellow  countrymen  thus 
rapidly  ascending  in  (he  scale  of  society  ; 
but  for  my  pari,  my  Lords,  I  cordially 
rejoice  at  il.  But,  at  all  erents,  rejoice  at 
or  regret  it  as  we  may,  it  is  a  r.ict,  my 
Ixirds,  with  which  you  must  deal:  and  if 
you  are  to  educate  the  middle  clasaes  of 
the  people,  you  must  necessarily  educate 
the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland.  What, 
then,  will  you  do?  I  reject  the  alternative 
of  opening  Trinity  College,  and  doing 
away  with  (he  existing  application  of  its 
revenues  and  its  existing  distinctions;  1 
deprecate  the  establishing  of  rival  Colleges 
in  the  Irish  metropolis;  and  1  have,  there- 
fore, only  to  entreat  your  Lordships  fa- 
vourably to  consider  the  only  other  alter- 
native— at  least  the  only  one  that  presents 
itself  to  my  mind — namely,  the  estab- 
lishment of  different  Colleges  in  different 
provinces  in  Ireland — Colleges  that  shall 
be  placed  in  such  a  position  that  while 
they  disclaim  and  disavow,  and  steadily 
ispudiate  all  sectarian  principles,  all  pro- 
telytism,  and  all  religious  sects,  yet  shall 
be  able  to  teach  somewhat  of  the  prevail- 
iug  opinion  and  creed  of  the  people  in  the 
district  in  which  they  were  established. 
You  may  ask,  why  not  establish  a  Pres- 
byterian College  in  Belfast,  an  exclusively 
Roman  CathoTjc  instituiion  in  Cork,  Lim- 
erick, and  Oalway,  and  an  exclusively 
Ptotastant  one  in  Dublin  ?  My  answer  is, 
tbki  I  set  loo  much  value  upon  (he  adran- 
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tages  lo  be  derived  from  a  united  educa- 
tion to  assent  to  any  such  proposition.  I 
think,  that  as  you  have  given  yoursanc- 
clusive  system  in  Trinity 
College,  Dublin,  for  the  purpose  of  sup- 
plying clergymen  of  the  Established 
Church,  and  as  you  have  connected  theo- 
logical professors  of  the  Presbyterian 
creed  with  the  Presbyterian  institution  at 
Belfast,  so  do  I  think  that  you  have  wisely 
and  liberally  agreed  tocootiibute  to  theedu- 
cation  of  the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood, 
by  endowing  the  College  of  Maynooth. 
All  these,  however,  are  theological  endow, 
ments:  when  dealing  with  the  laity  of 
these  three  persuasions,  I  do  entreat  of 
your  Lordships  lo  throw,  if  possible, 
one  drop  of  sweetness  into  that  amount 
of  bitterness  which  too  nnhappily  prevails 
throughout  Ireland,  and  permit  the 
youth  of  that  country  to  be  educated  in 
common,  and  under  the  same  teachers,  in 
all  those  branches  of  learning  which  do 
not,  and  cannot,  affect  their  religious  opin- 
ions. The  plan  vrhich  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment arc  anxious  to  lay  before  your 
Lordships,  and  which  has  already  ob- 
tained the  sanction  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, goes  to  establish  in  the  four  pro- 
vinces of  Ireland  academical  collegiate 
institutions,  of  which  the  basis  and  funda- 
mental principle  shall  be  this — that  there 
shall  be  no  religious  test  required  ;  that  no 
theological  examination  shall  be  deemed 
necessaryas  a  part  of  theCollege  discipline; 
and  that  there  shall  be  no  attempt  what- 
ever to  interfere  by  the  College  authorities 
with  the  religious  opinions  or  the  students. 
But,  my  Lords,  I  repudiate  altogether  that 
stigma,  for  so  I  consider  il,  which  is 
sought  to  be  fixed  upon  this  scheme,  by  de- 
signating it,  as  it  has  been  designated  in 
another  place,  as  a  "gigantic  scheme  of 
godless  education,"  That  designation,  if 
i  uati  v  a  pplicabie  to  the  plan  no  w  propounded 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government,  applieswith 
equal,  if  nut  greater  force,  to  the  University 
of  London,  in  which  the  absence  of  tests, 
oftheological  examinations,  and  of  divinity 
lectures,  is  a  fundnmenlal  rule  of  the 
institution  itself.  The  Scotch  are  any- 
thing but  an  irreligious  people,  and  yet  1 
believe  it  is  a  principle  of  all  Scotch  Uni- 
versiiiea  without  exception,  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  pupils,  there  shall  be  no  reli- 
gious tests,  no  compulsnry  attendance 
upon  public  worship  or  upon  divinity  lec- 
tures, and  no  theological  examination. 
These  are  not  merely  not  compelled  to  be 
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obierved.  but  they  formed  no  part  of  th« 
Goane  of  atudy  adopied  by  ibe  Collegea. 
Aod  yet  I  have  never  heard  of  those  Uni- 
vertities  deGifnated  as  beinf  based  upon 
a  ayslem  of  "  godless  education,"  The  sue* 
cess  of  this  Bill  rests,  I  admit,  ealirely 
on  the  same  principle;  for  unless  jour 
Lordships  are  prepared  to  sanction  that 
principle — the  principle  of  entire  religious 
equality  and  the  exclusion  of  religious 
endowment  by  the  Stale— I  must  call 
upon  you  to  reject  the  Bill,  as  otherwise 
lending  to  evil  rather  than  to  good.  But 
if  your  Lordships  do  not  mean  lo  adopt 
that  principle,  what  will  you  do?  Do 
you  mean  to  endow  one  theological  pro. 
feswr  and  one  only,  and  is  be  lo  be  of  the 
Established  Church?  Do  you  mean,  thai 
in  Dublin,  Cork,  Limerick,  Galway,  and 
Belfast,  there  shall  be  endowed  by  she 
State  one  theological  professor  of  the 
Established  Chnrch,  and  that  all  the 
other  donominstions  are  to  depend  upon 
their  own  efforts  and  resources  i  Do  you 
mean  to  apply  that  principle  to  those 
three  out  of  the  four  Colleges,  the  great 
bulk  of  the  students  of  which  are  sure  to 
be  Diasenicrs  from  the  doctrine  of  the  Es- 
tablished Church  i  If  not,  do  you  mean 
10  have  four  profeasorB  to  suit  the  different 
denominalionsof  Protestant,  Preibytetian, 
Unitarian,  and  Roman  Catholic,  and  h'j 
the  authority  of  the  same  State,  and  the 
same  Government,  to  endow  those  four 
persons  for  the  purpose  of  teaching  to  the 
young  men  of  the  several  Colleges  the  va- 
rious and  confliclio^  doctrines  of  their 
respective  creeds?  When  the  education 
scheme  was  tirst  broached,  in  1831,  one  of 
the  condttioni  lirst  insisted  upon  was,  that 
all  persons  should,  under  the  authority  of 
the  Board,  be  compelled  to  attend  the 
service  of  their  respective  churches  every 
Sunday;  but  it  was  subsequently  struck 
out,  because  members  of  the  Church  of 
England  and  of  the  Presbyterian  body 
said  that,  in  their  judgment,  it  would  be 
ft  sin  to  which  they  could  not  be  a  pirty 
to  compel  attendance  upon  a  Roman  Ca- 
tholic place  of  worship.  Then  I  ask  you, 
my  Lord;,  are  the  same  class  of  persons 
now  (o  turn  round  upon  us  and  recom- 
mend, objecting  to  our  Bill  for  not  con- 
taining it,  that  in  these  Colleges  you  shall 
endow  a  Roman  Catholic  professor  for  the 
purpose  of  teaching  eiclusively  the  tenets 
of  that  religion  i  I  ask,  you  would  such  a 
course— the  appointment  of  four  theolo- 
gical professors — letien  or  do  away  with 


the  danger  of  proaelytism,  or  the  incon- 
venience of  theological  controversy,  or 
tend  to  the  harmony  and  good  feeling  of 
persons  of  dlHerent  religious  persuasions? 
And,  if  you  are  to  endow  those  professor*, 
have  you  considered  who  is  to  appoint 
them?  I  speak  with  oil  respect  of  the 
memorial  of  the  Roman  Catholic  prelates 
of  Ireland;  and  I  agree  with  the  nobis 
Lord  in  thinking,  that,  as  a  Government, 
we  are  bound  to  consider  not  only  the  ao* 
thoriiy  of,  but  also  the  weight  of  argu- 
ment in  that  memorial,  and  to  meet  ihe 
objections  it  urges  where  we  deem  them 
reasonable.  But  I  do  not  think  we  are 
bound  to  yield  to  such  an  objection  as 
this— that  the  faith  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic student  is  in  imminent  danger,  if 
he  be  called  upon  to  attend  lectures 
upon  aoalomy,  by  any  but  Roman  Catho- 
lic professors.  I  think  it  is  essential  that 
Ihe  Crown  should  have  the  power,  in  the 
first  instance,  of  appointing  the  president, 
vice-president,  and  professors.  I  do  not 
see  the  slightest  danger  that  (he  Crown 
will  abstain  from  appointing  in  Cork  and 
Belfast  those  who  are  best  qualified  to  dis- 
charge the  duties  of  their  respective  profes- 
sorships, because  they  happened  to  belong 
to  the  creed  of  the  great  majority.  I  see  no 
danger  in  leaviogto  the  Crown  the  appoint- 
meat  of  the  civil  professors  ;  but  I  do  tee 
danger  in  leaving  lo  them  the  appointment 
of  theological  professois.  While,  however, 
I  say  this— white  1  say  that  it  would  be 
highly  injudicious  to  establish  a  religious 
distinction  within  the  walls  of  these  institu- 
tions, or  endow  religious  professors,  or  in- 
sist upon  theological  examinations,  I  freely 
admit  it  to  be  our  bounden  duty  to  give 
every  possible  facility  for  the  inculcating 
of  religious  knowledge.  We  adopt  the 
professorial,  as  contradistinguished  from 
the  tutorial  system.  To  that  system  I  have 
heard  it  objected  that  the  young  men  are 
exposed  to  all  the  temptations  incident  to 
Colleges  in  the  midst  of  large  and  profli- 
gate towns;  that  they  are  taken  from 
under  Ihe  eye  of  their  parents,  and  they 
withdraw  themselves  from  the  influence  of 
the  professors.  Now,  as  tending  to  morality, 
I  think  it  is  not  wise  to  bring  up  yoang 
men  in  a  aort  of  monastic  institution  from 
the  age  of  sixteen  to  twenty,  in  strict 
seclusion,  if  such  could  be  maintained 
within  the  walls  of  a  College,  and  then 
throw  them  loose  upon  the  temptations 
of  the  world.  Oxford  and  Cambridge, 
Edinburgh  and  Glasgow,  London,  Qd- 
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fatt  and  Dublin,  are  all  proBigale  (owns. 
But,  Hccoriling  to  my  recollection,  I  do 
notlhlnk  there  was  such  abaoluic  srcurily 
lo  ihe  morals  of  the  students  under  the 
•yslem  of  rollcgiale  seclusion  ado|>ted  at 
Oxrord  as  should  make  it  a  model  which 
me  ought  to  ToHow  in  pref<;rence  lu  the 
ayHeai  adopted  at  Edinbui^h  aod  Glas- 
gow. It'  placed  within  reach  of  n  great 
town — Dud  the  convenience  of  having  a 
College  so  placed  U  very  great — I  can- 
not »ee,  whether  the  pupils  live  within 
the  walls  of  the  College,  or  in  houses  in 
the  town,  that  any  mure  control  can  be 
exercited  over  them  in  one  case  than  Ihe 
other.  Iq  Ireland  the  advantage  of  placing 
the  Colleger  in  large  towns  is  still  greater 
than  in  this  eouiii  ry ;  for  a  very  large  por- 
tion of  those  who  will  send  tlicir  chil- 
dren to  them  will  be  actual  residents 
within  those  towns ;  so  that  in  those 
cases  they  can  secure  for  their  children 
the  beneRt*  of  an  academical  education, 
and  at  the  same  time  those  of  parental 
■uperintendence  and  projection.  Then 
we  propose  by  ibis  Bill  that  no  young  men 
shall  be  permitted  to  be  members  of  those 
inatitutioQB  unless  they  are  living  nilbin 
their  pnrents' houses,  or  in  houses  licensed 
for  that  purpose  by  the  governing  body. 
who  have  (be  power  of  withdrawing  those 
licenses  if  a  proper  control  be  not  exer- 
cised ;  and  recollect,  that  none  except  the 
Principal  is  to  reside  within  the  College; 
what  is,  then,  more  certain  than  that  the 
professors,  taking  houses  in  ihe  tonii  in 
which  tliey  are  lo  deliver  lectures,  will 
themselves  open  boarding-houses  for  the 
pupils  who  come  from  a  distant  part  of  the 
country,  and  uho  will  ibui  be  placed 
under  the  immediate  superintendence  of  a 
professor,  Protestant  or  Roman  Catholic, 
according  lo  the  feelings  or  wishes  of  the 
parent,  and  have  secured  to  him  at  the 
same  lime  ihe  advantages  of  a  domestic 
supervision?  But  we  go  further;  for  if 
parents  should  prefer  the  tutorial  system, 
we  will  give  every  facility  for  the  estab- 
lishment of  balls,  the  rules  and  regulaiions 
of  nhich  may  be  laid  down  by  the  party 
endowing  them,  provided  they  do  not  vio- 
late the  religious  fditb  of  others,  and  sub- 
ject to  the  veto  of  the  governing  body.  I 
have  thus  briefly  stated  the  principle  of  the 
measure.  1  will  not  enter  into  the  de- 
tails. I  entreat  your  Lordship*,  in 
dealing  with  a  country  in  which  the  edu- 
cation of  ibe  middle  classes  is  most 
■trongly  fell,  and  in  which  you  cannot 
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deal  with  a  class  belonging  only  lo  one  re- 
ligion, that  you  will  lake  the  only  course 
by  which  you  can  fiiirly  confer  upon 
tbem  the  advantages  of  a  liberal  and 
academical  education.  I  an)  convinced 
that  if  you  reject  ibis  measure,  it  will 
be  attended  with  the  moat  acrious  conse- 
quences; on  the  other  hand  it  is  impos- 
sible to  overrate  the  good  which  may  be 
derived  to  generations  yet  unborn,  from 
introducing  into  Ireland,  by  the  unani- 
mous consent  of  Queen,  Lords,  and  Com. 
mom,  and  a  liberal  endowment  from  the 
national  fund,  an  establishment  for  the 
diffusion  of  an  enlightened  system  of  edu- 
cation, under  professors  qualified  lo  give 
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throughout  all  Ireland,  by  which  a  liter- 
ary,  scientilic,  and  moral  education  may 
be  conveyed  to  all  the  middle  classes, 
and  which  cannot  fail  in  the  result  to 
confer  the  unquestionable  benefit  of  reli- 
gious instruction  also  upon  Ihe  people. 

The  Earl  of  Shrewsbury  :  My  Lords. 
willing  as  I  am  lo  give  the  Government 
every  credit  for  the  best  possible  inten- 
tions in  this  measure,  still  I  cannot  but 
lament  that  it  hat  not  been  presented  to 
us  in  a  form  more  suitable  lo  the  wants 
and  wishes  of  those  for  whose  benefit 
chiefly  it  is  proposed  ;  nor  have  1  heard 
anything  from  the  noble  Lord  who  intro- 
duced it,  to  induce  me  to  alter  that  opin- 

My  Lotdi,  (bit  measure  has  been  de- 
clared lo  be  ''dangerous  lo  the  faith  and 
morals  of  the  people,"  by  the  unanimoua 
voice  of  the  Caiholic  hierarchy  of  Ire- 
land, because  the  requirements  of  religion 
are  not  incorporated  with  the  scheme. 
Nor  will  1  believe  there  it  one  noble  Lord 
in  this  House  who  does  not  feel  ihat  edu- 
cation without  religion  is  a  moral  evil; 
and  lhat  even  the  so-called  superstitions 
of  ftome,  are  a  fair  substitute  for  infidelity. 
That  ndmiiied,  how  comes  it  that  you  are 
about  lo  establish  for  a  very  large  and  in- 
telligent portion  of  the  community  over 
which  you  rule,  a  system  of  public  insttuc- 
n,  which  has  been  so  truly  and  emphat- 
lly  described ;  and  which,  notwith- 
standing the  few  modificntions  since  iuiro- 
duced  into  it,  is  still,  (as  I  thii>k,  at  least) 
to  be  so  truly  described  as  "  a  gigantic 
scheme  of  godless  education"  ?  My  Lords, 
is  uot  the  reason  to  be  found  in  this— that 
you  are  fearful  of  another  conflict  with 
the  fanatical  prejudices  of  the  country  ? 
For  is  not  this  an  analogous  case  lo  the 
2B 
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payment  or  llie  Cathnlic  clergv  ?  on  nhicli 
the  nublt!  Pre»idetit  of  ;lie  Council  nol 
long  aince  thuK  expreBsed  liimieir: — 

"That  as  to  himself,  he  had  long  since  ex- 
pressed his  opinion  on  that  point.  He  had, 
when  in  the  Commons,  Toled  for  the  measure 
proposed  by  Lord  Francis  EgerloD.  But  he 
would  fairly  state,  that,  unlil  he  could  see  that 
the  people  of  England  would  be  favourable  to 
such  a  measure,  he  did  not  think  it  nould  be 
prudent  in  any  Government  to  propose  il.  He 
did  look  forward  with  hope  to  a  time  when  a 
change  would  take  place  ;  but  there  were  now 
90  many  difficulties  in  the  way,  thai  he  did 
not  know  how  any  one  could  conceive  that 
the  Government  had  any  inleotion  of  propo- 
sing such  a  measure.  It  would  be  for  the  Go- 
reroment  lo  watch  the  feelings  of  the  country 
on  the  subject;  and  in  the  mean  lime  ihey 
proposed  this  measure  (the  Maynooth  Bill),  as 
one  which  was  important  in  itself,  and  as  an 
earnest  lo  the  people  of  Ireland,  that  it  was 
their  wish  to  do  all  that  lay  in  their  power  to 
conciliate  (hem.'' 

Now,  my  Lords,  I  will  not  stop  here  to 
inquire  how  fat  this  avowal  may  be  con- 
eiiteni  with  the  principles  of  the  Conaii. 
luiton  under  which  we  live:  whether  it 
be  nol  merging  both  your  Lordships'  pri- 
vileges, and  the  rigbis  of  the  Lower 
House,  in  a  power  which  the  Constitution 
only  recognise*  ai  Tepresented,  nol  repre- 
senting. But,  coniidering  this  present 
measnre  ai  analogous  lo  that  to  which 
iheae  observation*  of  the  noble  Lord  refer, 
(he  enig;mB  it  at  once  solved ;  nor  can  t 
see  any  ulhcr  solution  of  it.  Yei,  my 
Lorde,  though  you  have  been  victorious 
once,  and  would  undoubtedly  be  victorious 
again,  yet,  by  some  strange  fatality,  do 
you  dread  another  conflict  with  the  faoali- 
cism  which  assailed  you  under  the  May- 
nooth Bill. 

My  Lords,  the  people  of  Ireland  ask 
you,  why  it  is  that  they  who  are  Chris- 
tians are  to  be  educated  liiie  htalhens 
without  the  knowledge  of  God  ?  and  you 
answer  them— because  you  are  the  va«. 
■als  of  Proleslant  England,  which  deems 
your  creed  superstitious,  and  your  worship 
idolatrous.  My  Lords,  it  this  a  wise  or  a 
safe  answer  to  give  to  the  cry  for  Repeal  ? 
And  are  these  the  peoph 
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argue  ihut  under  the  Mnyn[ 
rather,  you  crushed  that  argument  under 
iHe  weight  of  your  Bulhoiiiy.  Why  listen 
10  It  now?  Had  you  listened  lo  it  then, 
you  knew  ihui  you  had  lost  for  ever  the 
whole  moral  force  of  every  effurt  yoa 
nishl  make  against  Repeal ;  for  that  was 


a  measure  founded  upon  the  strongnt 
claims  of  tigbl,  justice,  and  expediency^ 
supported  by  the  strongest  Government 
which  the  country  has  seen  for  years — 
carried  eventually  by  large  majorities  in 
both  Houses  of  Parliamenl,  in  spile  of 
an  opposition,  though  numerically  small, 
yet  bold  and  uncomptomliing  —  but  a 
measure  which,  had  you  yielded  to  the 
influence  which  now  appear*  to  arrest 
you,  had  been  thrust  aside  by  the  wild 
claiDOur  of  a  mere  section — as  I  am  sure 
it  is — of  the  people  of  England  and  of 
Scotland  ;  a  section,  however,  which  you 
are  now  elevating  lo  the  highest  pinnacle 
of  pnwer,  by  openly  avowing  yourselves 
subservient  to  il !  My  Lords,  1  do  think 
that  ihe  inference  is  just ;  for  be- 
tween the  principle  of  the  two  measures 
there  is  no  diftcrence,  nor  yet  between 
them  and  the  payment  of  the  Catholic 
clergy;  but  for  which  latter  (whether  it 
might  be  for  good  or  for  evil,  religiously 
speaking,  is  another  quest  ion,  and  not  now 
to  the  purpose)  —but  for  which,  presuming 
it  to  he  politically  advantageous,  as  it  it 
asteried  to  be,  we  are  now  to  wail  for 
the  good  pleasure  of  the  fanatical  party  in 
England — we  mnst  watch  the  feelings  of 
the  country  on  the  subject.  My  Lords, 
bad  such  been  your  policy  only  a  few 
weeks  since,  yon  never  after  could  have 
told  the  people  of  Ireland  that  they  were 
represented  in  Ihe  Parliament  of  England  ; 
yet,  such  is  yourpolicy  now,  admitting  a* 
you  must — and  no  man  doubts  or  denies 
il — that  religion  uu^hl  to  form  the  basis, 
the  strength,  and  the  handmaid  of  every 
wij<e  system  of  education. 

It  is  a  mere  inockery,  my  Lords,  (at 
least  so  it  appears  to  me,)  to  tell  the  Ca- 
tholics of  Ireland  ihai  they  may  provide 
ihis  for  themselves;  for,  divested  ns  they 
have  b^en  of  the  whole  of  their  own  ec- 
clesiastical pro perty— taxed  for  the  sup~ 
port  of  iwo  Churches — continually  ex- 
hausted by  their  own  heroic  efforts,  at  I 
may  justly  cull  them,  io  *upi)ly  their  own 
miserable  de5ciencics  in  suilabie  places  of 
religious  worship,  by  the  erection,  in  many 
instances,  of  splendid  structures  in  the 
t rue,  old ,  ecclesiatiical  style ;  aod  in  which, 
to  the  credit  ol  their  Protestant  tandlorda 
be  it  said,  they  are  often  generously  as- 
sisted by  them — ihui  circumstanced,  it  is 
not  possible  lo  suppose  that  tht^y  either 
can  or  will  provide  those  very  large  re- 
sourcrs  necessary  lo  carry  out  the  task 
you  have  imposed  upon  them.     Why,  my 
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Lords,  before  th«y  are  in  a  condilian  to  do 
this — if  ever  your  meisure  come  into 
operation,  wliich  I  very  much  doubt — one 
generation  nrter  another  muit  have  grown 
up  under  the  mlBerabl;  dereclive  lyiiein 
which  you  now  offer  them,  lill  perhaps, 
till  probably,  there  are  none  who  care  any 
thing  about  the  matter.  While,  on  ihe 
other  band,  every  requitile  wilt  be  iipeedijy 
grovinj;  up  around  the  small  Protestant 
minority,  under  their  o  vn  superior  wealth, 
and  the  Toslerine  influence  of  the  most 
richly-cndowed  Cbutch  in  the  world. 

You  ha»e  provided  a  sufficiently  reli- 
g[ioui  cduoation  for  early  yoiiib:  is  it  the 
le»  reqiiisiie  for  early  manhood?  when 
the  passions  are  contending  for  the  mas- 
tery ;  when  impressions  for  good  and  evil 
are  the  more  deep  and  permanent ;  when 
the  reason  is  developing  its  powers,  and 
demanding;  a  clear  and  deDoite  roundaiion 
for  what  it  had  hitherto  been  content  to 
receive  on  trust,  on  the  mere  dictum  of 
authority? — a  period  in  which  faitb  m»y 
readily  ytpid  to  scepticism,  when  backed 
by  the  in6uence  of  the  passions,  and  per- 
haps by  the  known  indjfTerentiim  of  the 
Government  pToressori. 

Ai;ain,  my  Lords,  will  not  thii  loheme 
of  yours  vividly  contratt  in  the  mind«  of 
those  for  whom  it  is,  or  ought  to  be,  prin- 
cipally intended,  the  great  Catholic  mn- 
jorily— will  it  not  vividly  contrail  In  their 
minds,  not  only  with  the  state  of  their 
more  fortunate  Protestant  fellow  couniry- 
men,  but  also  with  whnt  ihey  fancy  at 
least  would  be  their  own  condition  under 
a  domealic  Legislature?  Will  iliey  nui 
picture  10  themselves  the  college,  the  com. 
man  hill,  the  refectory,  the  cloister,  the 
chapel,  (the  library  they  are  to  have,)  tlie 
strict  Catholic  collegiate  discipline,  every 
requisite  for  a  good  moral  education,  every 
thing  that  in  former  times  they  enjoyed  ii 
■o  superlative  a  degree,  every  thing,  ii 
fine,  (hat  ihey  know  to  exist  in  Proteilan 
England -but  from  which  they  are  de 
barred  because  their  lot  it  cast  in  Cstholii 
heland?  My  Lord*,  till  you  make  u[ 
your  minds  to  govern  Ireland  as  a  Catlio 
lie  country,  as  in  fact  it  i»,  so  long  wil 
she  be  your  difficulty,  and  you  never  nil 
succeed  in  what  I  belitive  the  Cioveinmen 
sincerely  to  desire,  lo  conciliate  her  people 
and  make  ihcm  your  strength  instead  of 
your  weakness. 

My  Lords,  it  has  been  said   that  this 
measure  has  been  devised  to  Proieslanl 
Ireland.    My  Lords,  I  do  not  believe 


however  this  result  may  be  contemplated 
by  some,  I  do  not  believe  it  to  have  en- 
tered into  the  scope  of  the  original  frameri 
of  ihe  Bill,  It  would  be  a  device  altoge- 
UBworthy  of  any  honest  man,  still 
orediUibla  to  an  Administration  which 
professes  to  be  guided,  and  I  am  willing 
I  believe  it  is,  by  high  and  liberal  prin- 
ples  in  the  government  of  the  oountry. 
To  what,  then,  are  we  to  ascribe  it,  but 
lo  that  same  apprehension  so  candidly 
by  the  aohle  President  of  the 
Council,  in  reference  to  anolher,  though 
nind,  a  perfectly  similar  ques- 
must  watch  the  feelings  of  the 
country  on  tlie  subject.  Dut  is  it  not 
he  duty  of  the  Oovernment  rather  to 
create  and  guide,  than  to  follow,  and  ba 
subservient  to  the  feelings  of  the  country? 
And  in  reference  to  this  present  measure, 
applicable  to  this  present  case,  what 
are  thote  feelings,  and  what  proportion  do 
:hey  bear  to  the  sterling  sense  and  virtue 
if  the  country  ?  Why,  my  Lords,  these 
)re  the  very  leetings  that,  but  just  now, 
you  so  wisely  disregarded  and  so  signally 
defeated.  And  is  it  in  the  flush  of  victory 
that  you  bold  this  language— that  what- 
ever  Government  may  think  of  the  bene- 
ficial character  of  a  measure,  however  just 
in  itself,  however  advantageous  not  only 
to  Ireland,  but  to  the  whole  Empire— till 
the  people  of  England,  that  is,  the  clamor- 
ous, ignorant,  uneducated  sectiona  of  the 
people,  who  believe  that  all  Catholics  are 
Jesuits,  and  Jesuits  the  very  children  of 
Satan  ;  who  have  been  taught  to  cant 
upon  the  enormities  of  Rome,  that  Ba- 
bylon of  the  earth,  and  mother  of  iai. 
quityi  upon  the  superstition  and  idolatry 
of  her  system,  her  sanguinary  propensi- 
ties against  her  enemies,  her  disloyalty 
to  the  Stale,  her  infidelity  to  man, 
and  her  treasona  against  God — matters 
upon  which  they  know  nothing,  and,  if 
possible,  understand  leii — lill  this  single 
section  of  the  people  be  renewed  in  spirit 
and  in  truth, till  ihey  beremodelled  and  en- 
lightened, and  the  veil  of  prejudice  be  re- 
moved from  before  their  eyes— till  then, 
the  progress  of  good  government  in  Ire- 
land, which  had  so  happily  set  in,  is  to  be 
arrested  ?  My  Lords,  if  ihii  be  the  cuse, 
new  generations  must  arise,  for  ihe  pre- 
sent, I  fear,  are  irreclaimable,  before  that 
consummation  so  devoutly  to  be  wished, 
but  otlierwite  so  impossible  lo  be  accom- 
plished, cau  be  effected,  and  (he  course  of 
good  government  be  again  allowed  (o  pro- 
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greis.  My  Lords,  if  this  be  aii  evil,  aa 
undoubledlj  it  is,  instead  or  leaving  it  to 
caulioua  aod  distant  obsecvatlon,  is  it  not 
our  duly  to  grapple  with  ii,  and  overcome 
it,  as  you  have  EO  lately  done  ?  But  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  these  feelings  are  lo  go 
unehecked  aod  unrestrained,  governing 
the  very  Government  itself;  if  having 
conquered  we  are  now  to  yield;  if  ihey 
are  to  become  a  recognised  principle  in 
the  Commonwealth,  exercising  dominion 
over  ihe  most  imporlant  destinies  of  the 
country  ;  it  behoves  us  at  the  very  least  to 
examine  ihem  more  closely,  to  sift  the 
means  by  which  ihey  have  obtained  so 
fatal  an  ascendancy,  and  lo  see  whether  it 
be  not  possible  to  counteract  (hem  by 
■ome  other  method. 

My  Lords,  they  who  represent  these 
reelings  in  Parliiiment,  and  ihey  who  con- 
Bliiule  ihem  out  of  doors,  lell  us,  one  and 
all,  that  they  have  their  origin  and  their 
force  in  the  doctrinal  errors,  and  tainted 
morality — the  superstition  and  idolatry  of 
Rome.  Let  us  begin  with  those  without. 
But  in  dealing  with  this  subject,  do  not 
fear  that  I  shall  detain  you  long,  or  weary 
you  with  an  argument  on  every  point;  I 
■hall  selert  one  only  as  a  sample,  and  for 
that  even  I  crave  your  indulgence,  though 
I  think  1  have  a  right  lo  it — for  remem- 
ber, that  we  are  eonltnually  accused  of 
high  crimes  and  misdemeanor  before 
God  and  man,  and  if  it  were  only  to  rescue 
ourselves  from  dishonour,  putting  all  con- 
■ideration  of  the  well-beingof  the  country 
out  of  the  question,  I  do  think  that  I  have 
a  right  lo  demand  your  attention  for  a  few 
moments. 

My  Lords,  I  will  bring  but  one  witness 
to  the  means  by  which  these  feelings  are 
created  and  sustained  throughout  the 
country  ;  it  is  a  Sermon,  and  a  pretty  one 
it  is,  with  this  title,  "  Popery  our  Giant 
Foe;  a  Sermon  preached  in  the  Church 
of  St.  Malthew  the  Evangelist,  Rugby,  on 
Sunday  evening,  the  ]8lh  May,  1845, 
bein);  the  evening  previous  to  the  Third 
Reading  of  the  Maynoolh  Endowment 
Bill,  by  Ihe  Rev.  C.  R.  Alford,  M.A.,  in- 
cumbent." 

After  a  deal  of  fanalical  trash,  page  5, 
the  rev.  incumbent  is  pleasrd  to  say, 
(but  I  should  first  observe  that  the  con- 
gregation were  so  delighted  with  it  that 
they  requested  it  might  be  printed  for  the 
benefit  of  the  world  at  large,  thinking  it  a 
pity  that  so  much  knowledge  should  be 


conBned  to  themselves  aloae ;)  veil,  page 
5,  the  rev.  incumbent  says— 

"  We  have  to  contemplate  the  foe  whom  we 
are  compelled  to  dread.  That  foe  is  Popery— 
a  system  of  religious  belief  and  practice  which, 
in  every  age  of  its  existence,  has  proved  itself 
to  be  a  master-piece  of  evil,  eiquisilely 
adapted  lo  the  unrenewed  heart  of  man,  and 
for  the  destruction  of  the  soul. 

"  The  system  is  idolatry  in  religion  ;  inas- 
much as  it  inculcates  the  payment  of  Divine 
honours  to  other  beings  than  God  ; — angels, 
men,  and  women,  llie  Virgin  Mary  in  paiiicu. 
lar,  are  the  objects  of  its  adoration,  &c. 

"  The  system  is  treason  in  politics,  inasmuch 
as  it  teaches  that  kings  have  no  dominion  over 
(heir  subjects,  if  the  Pope  be  pleased  to  de- 
clare (he  said  kiop  deposed  or  excominuni- 
cate;  and  alio,  that  the  oath  of  allegiance  lo 
any  sovereign  not  thus  deposed,  is  not  binding, 
if  Ihe  cause  and  interests  of  Romanisin  can  be 
served  by  breaking  it.  Sec. 

"  The  system  is  vice  in  mor^ils,  inasmnch  as 
it  teaches  that  it  is  not  murder  la  kill  men  who 
oppose  the  system;  ihal  it  is  not  perjnry  to 
break  any  oath  or  promise,  if,  when  you  made 
it,  you  did  not  intend  lo  abide  by  ii,  &c. 

"  Once  more,  the  system  is  absurdity  iu 
general,  &c.,  &c. 

"  Such,  brethren,  is  Popery ;  idolatrous, 
treasonable,  vicious,  and  absurd,  &c.,  however 
fostered  by  our  rulers,  and  likely  lo  obtain  as- 
cendancy in  this  country  I " 

Again,  p.  10- 

"  Jn  the  second  place,  we  distinctly  charge 
Ihe  sin  of  gross  idolatry  upon  the  Church  of 
Rome.  .  .  .  Through  each  of  these  (the 
saints)  is  the  Divine  Majesty  to  be  approached, 
and  prayers  are  lo  be  addressed  to  them.  To 
Ibem,  did  I  say? — nay,  to  their  images  and 
pictures !  And  this  surely  is  idolatry,  benealli 
its  grossest  form." 

Now  let  us  see  hii  proofs  for  this  last 
point:— 

"The  Creed  of  Pope  Pius  IV.,"  says  lie, 
"thus  slates  this  doctrine; — 'I  believe  ihat 
Ihe  saints  who  leign  with  Christ  are  to  be 
worshipped  and  prayed  to.* — 'I  most  firmly 
assert  that  the  images  of  Christ,  and  of  Ihe 
Mother  of  God,  who  was  always  a  Virgin,  are 
to  be  had  and  retained  ;  and  that  due  honour 
and  worship  is  to  be  given  lo  them.'  The 
Council  of  Trent  declares,  that '  it  is  lawful  to 
represent  Uod  and  ihe  Holy  Trinity  by 
images,'  in  defiance  of  the  Second  Command, 
meni,  and  that  'the  images  and  relics  of  Christ 
aod  the  saints  are  to  be  duly  honoured,  wor- 
shipped, and  venerated ;  and  that  in  this 
veneration  and  worship  those  are  venerated 
who  are  represented  by  there." 

Now,  my  Lords,  will  you  believe  it? — ' 
that  this  minister  of  justice,  charity,  and 
ttuili,  while  lie  vouclies  for  the  accuracy  of 
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his  statemGnt — he  may  ha*c  taken  it  from 
another,  but  that  is  do  excu«c,  for  he 
vouches  for  its  truth — «i\i  jou  believe  it, 
that  he  has  had  the  audacity  lo  iolerpo- 
late  these  three  passages,  each  placed 
between  inverted  commas,  to  show  them 
10  be  teal  and  (rue  quoiations — he  has 
had  the  audacity  to  interpolate  every  one 
of  them  with  the  word,  and  the  only  word 
upon  which  bis  whole  argument  tutni,  his 
whole  accuiation  reposes — the  word  wor- 
ship; without  that,  he  knew  that  hia  ac- 
cusation could  not  stand,  for  that  the  real 
doctrines  of  the  Church  were  precisely  the 
contrary  to  that  which  he  represented 
them;  but  he  was  determined  lo  carry 
bis  point,  and  he  carried  it  by  the  most 
unblushing  forgery ! 

My  Lords,  this  is  a  sample,  and  only  a 
sample,  of  the  many  blasphemous  —  as 
some  of  them  ere — and  disgraceful  faUe- 
hoods  contained  in  this  blind,  strange 
effort  of  bigotry.  I  wish  it  were  as  soli- 
tar.v  as  it  is  strgoge,  and  yet  has  the 
reT.  incumbent  the  effrontery  lo  put  bid 
name  to  it,  as  a  further  guarantee  for  its 
truth  ! 

Are  you  then  surprised,  my  Lords,  that 
a  petition  numerously  signed  nhouid  have 
come  up  from  Rugby  against  Maynooth.or 
that  with  such  appliances  as  these,  your 
Table  should  have  been  loaded  with 
them?  To  be  sure,  the  rev.  incumbent 
does  say  ia  the  next  paragraph,  that— 

"The  later  writers  (that  ii,  subsequent  to 
the  Council  of  Trent,  meaning  there  were 
none  such  previously)  of  the  Romiih  commu- 
nion have  emieavoured  to  meet  the  charge  of 
idoktry,  by  making  a  dislinclion  between  the 
worship  that  is  paid  lo  God,  and  that  wliich  is 
offered  to  the  saints.  But  this  Is  a  mere  equi- 
vocatioD,  and  it  is  brought  forward,  not  to 
caatioD  the  Romanist  against  idolatry,  but 
merely  to  silence  the  Protestant  oppo- 
nent," ftc. 

Here,  my  Lords,  are  two  fresh  falsehoods, 
two  new  calumnies,  in  one  short  sentence, 
against  hit  Catholic  fellow  countrymen  I 
Now  let  us  Just  see  bow  these  passages 
really  stand.  The  passage  cited  from  the 
Creed  of  Pius  IV.  standi  thus  in  the 
original : — 

"  I  constantly  hold,  (hat  the  saints  reigning 
(ogelher  with  Christ  are  to  be  honoured  and 
invocBied,  that  they  offer  prayers  to  God  for 
us,  and  (hat  (heir  relics  are  (o  be  venerated. 
I  most  firmlf  asiert,  that  the  images  of  Christ, 
and  of  the  Mother  of  Qod,  ever  a  Virgin,  and 
also  of  the  other  saints,  are  to  be  had  and  re- 
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taiaed  ;  and  that  due  honour  and  veneration 
are  to  be  given  them." 

Now  for  the  Council  of  Trent.    The  Sy- 
nod decrees — 


"  That  images  of  Christ,  o(  the  blessed  Vir- 
gin, and  of  other  saints,  are  lo  be  exposed 
and  retained,  particularly  in  clmrchcs,  and  that 
due  honour  and  veneration  aielo  be  shown  to 
them;  not  as  believing  that  any  divinity  or 
virtue  is  in  Ihem,  for  which  they  should  be 
honoured,  or  that  any  thing  is  lo  be  asked  of 
Ihem  or  any  trust  placed  in  them,  as  the  Gen- 
tiles once  did  in  their  idols,  but  because  tlie 
honour  given  to  pictures  is  referred  to  the 
prototypes,  which  they  represent ;  so  that 
through  the  images  which  we  kiss,  and  before 
which  we  uncover  our  heads  and  kneel,  we 
may  learn  to  adore  Cliriii,  and  venerate  his 
saints."— Sess.  xxv.  De  Invoc.  S.  8. 
Now  let  us  see  how  this  doctrine  ia  ex- 
plained in  the  catechism  drawn  up  by 
order  of  the  Council.  Amongst  other 
things,  in  explaining  the  lawful  use  of 
images,  the  pastor  is  enjoined  to — 

"  Inform  llie  unlettered,  and  those  who 
may  be  ignorant  of  the  proper  use  of  images, 
that  they  are  intended  to  instruct  in  the 
hisloi-y  of  the  Old  and  New  Testaments,  and 
lo  revive  the  recollection  of  the  events  which 
they  record  (  that  ihui  excited  to  the  contem- 
plation of  heavenly  tilings,  ue  may  be  the 
more  ardently  inflamed  to  adore  and  love 
God.  Ha  will,  also,  inform  the  faithful  that 
the  images  of  the  saints  are  placed  in  churches, 
not  only  to  be  honoured,  but  that,  also,  admo- 
nished by  their  example,  we  may  imitate  their 
livesand  emulate  their  virtues."— Pages  331,2. 
And  again,  in  explaining  the  different 
manner  of  addressing  prayers  to  the  Al- 
mighty and  10  the  saints,  they  say — 

"In  the  performance  of  this  duty,  it  is 
strictly  incumbent  on  all  not  to  transfer  to 
creatures  the  right  which  belongs  exclusively 
to  God ;  and  when,  kneeling  before  the  image 
of  a  saint,  we  repeat  Ihe  Lord's  Prayer,  we 
are  also  to  recollect,  that  we  beg  of  the  saint 
to  pray  with  us,  and  lo  obtain  for  us  those  fa- 
vours which  we  ask  of  God  in  the  petitions  of 
the  Lord's  Prayer;  in  fine,  that  he  become 
our  inlerpreiet  and  intercessor  with  God. 
That  this  is  an  office  which  the  saints  dis- 
charge, we  read  in  the  Apocalypse  of  John 
the  Apostle."— Page  46T. 
Now,  my  Lords,  I  wiSI  ask  what  war- 
ranty is  thcte  ID  all  this  for  the  accuja- 
lion  of  (he  rev.  incumbent  ?  And  I 
will  also  ask  what  warranty  is  there  for 
the  reiterated  assertion  of  the  noble  Duke 
upon  Ihe  cross  benches  (Nevcasile),  that 
Catholics  are  idolaters,  becauae  (hey  put 
up  images  in  their  chuiches  to  worship 
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I  ■■urlion  which  wu  olieflred 
>fh«n  he  made  it,  and  which  the  noble 
Dulct  laid  he  would  periiit  in  making,  in 
pretence  of  the  Cathalic  Mentben  of  tliii 
House  Bi  well  ai  in  their  abienc«,  berore 
their  facea  as  behind  their  backi.  But  I 
Biuit  tdl  tlic  noble  Duke  that  bi  long  as 
he  periiiti  id  making  it,  lo  long  rouct  1 
peniit  in  contradicting  it ;  but  I  beg  or 
]rouT  Ltordihipi  (o  observe  the  difference 
between  ui — thai  the  noble  Duke  isterii 
without  hii  prooft,  1  contradict  with  my 
aatbority  hy  my  side.  And  why  will  not 
that  authority  conviace  him.  and  thoie 
who  think  with  him?  It  ii  m  acceisible 
Id  him  ai  it  ii  to  me.  Am  I  yel  lo  tell 
him,  before  he  will  diiheliere  it,  am  I 
yet  lo  tell  him  that  (here  are  150  million* 
of  Chrisliaui  now  in  exiitenoe  ready  lo 
■wear  that  hii  auertion  ii  false?  Am  I 
;at  to  telihim  that  be  may  in*aiQ  ranisck 
the  whole  hiitory  of  the  Chrisiiao  Church 
for  one  aingle  authority — for  one  single 
aniliority  in  favour  of  picture  or  image 
worship^  from  the  first  rude  efTorii  of  thi 
pvncil  in  the  caiacombs  of  Rome,  to  the 
matchless  wonders  of  Michael  Angela  and 
Raphael,  in  St.  Peter's  and  the  Valicsn— 
from  the  day  on  which  St.  Augustine,  ihi 
aposile of  England, adranced  inproceuion 
lo  King  Ethelberi,ai  the  envoy  from  Romr 
with  the  crosa,  the  emblem  of  redemption, 
carried  before  him,  to  that  on  which  his 
venerated  ihrina  was  pillaged  aod  made 
desolate  by  the  rapacious  hands  of  ihc 
Iconoclasts  of  the  sixteenth  century? — 
and,  my  Lordi,  I  have  ever  fancied  that 
the  weight  of  gold  and  jewels  which  eu' 
cased  them,  waa  far  more  precious  in  the 
tight  of  the  profauers  of  these  ritics,  than 
the  principle  for  which  (hej  contended, 
Am  1  yel  to  tell  the  noble  Duke,  thatatic 
frotn  that  tine  lo  thia,  do  1  defy  him  to 
bring  one  aingle  atom  of  evidence  in  sup- 
port of  hii  auertion,  more  worthy  of  credit 
than  the  iulerpolationi  of  the  rev.  in- 
cumbent of  the  church  of  St.  Matthew 
the  Evangelist  at  Rugby?  My  Lord i,  I 
defy  the  noble  Dake  to  ihovr  that  the 
Church  Catholic,  from  the  Grit  day  of  her 
existence  to  the  present  hour,  occupying, 
as  she  ever  ha>  done,  the  most  civiliied 
portioni  of  the  globe  ;  exposed  to  the  gaze 
and  scrutiny  of  all  i  the  nurse  and  mistress 
of  the  aris  and  sciences,  both  sacred  and 
profane  ;  whether  filling  the  world  with 
her  learning,  &nd  illustrating  her  doctrines 
by  her  virtues  J        *    '       ' 


feision  by  their  vices—still  do  I  defy  the 
noble  Duke  to  sliow,  that,  under  any 
change  of  circumstance*  or  condition,  did 
she  ever  once  inculcate  or  connive  at  the 
heinous  crime  of  idolatry,  that  is,  the  pay- 
ment of  divine  honours — a*  idolatry  is 
very  juilly  defined  by  ihe  rev.  incum- 
bent at  Rugby — the  payment  of  divine 
honours  to  any  other  than  to  tlie  one,  only 
true,  end  living  God  I 

My  Lords, in  approaching  the  next  por- 
lion  of  ihii  question,  1  mean  the  declara- 
tion so  long  made  by  the  Legislature 
against  the  so-called  auperitition  and  ido- 
latry of  Rome,  and  which,  though  aban- 
doned as  a  teit,  aava  in  one  aolitary  in- 
itance,  is  still  so  prominently  brought  for- 
ward, I  will  at  least  promise  not  to  deiain 
yon  long.  But  that  declaration  having 
been  very  recently  appealed  to  by  noble 
Lords  and  right  rev.  Prelates,  in  a  solemn 
protest  on  our  Juuroali,  not  only  as  a 
warning  to  your  Lordships,  and  for  the 
purpose  of  influencing  the  policy  of  the 
country,  but  also  aa  a  proof  of  the  trnth 
of  what  il  asserts,  it  leems  neceiiary, 
besides  what  I  have  said  already,  to  con- 
sider under  tvhat  circumstanrei  that  decla- 
ration was  first  framed  and  ai^cepted  by 
the  Legislature,  and  what  right  it  has  ac- 
quired thereby  to  exercise  the  control 
which,  used  as  it  is,  I  believe  it  does,  over 
the  feelines  and  delusions  of  the  people. 

Your  Lordships  are  too  well  vcried  in 
the  hiitory  of  those  limei,  for  me  to  do 
more  than  just  to  remind  you  that  that 
declataiionwai  the  immediate  coDieqtience 
ofOates'i  plot, commonly  called  the  Popish 
Plot. 

Here  the  noble  Earl  wai  interrupted  by 
Lord  Brougham,  who  declared  that  there 
must  be  limits  to  iha  debates  in  that  House; 
the  noble  Earl  wai  going  into  qtieations 
which  had  nothing  whatever  to  do  with 
the  subject  before  the  Houie — he  was  in- 
troducing a  theological  controversy  for 
which  there  was  no  occaaion. 

The  Eari  of  Shremtbitrif  .*    I   am  sure 
that  theological  questions  bnva  not  been 
introduced  by  me  :  I  am  only  on  the  de- 
fensive.    I  had  always  understood  it  la  be 
conformable  with  the  usage  of  the  Houoe 
ipon  the  state  of  the  country,  and 
the  influences  under  which  measures  were 
pauing  through  the  House.     A  Minister 
of  iheCrown  had  told  them  that  a  parti- 
cular measure  Imd   not  been  introduced  in 
a  less  happy  limes,  too  I  deference  to  the  feelings  of  the  couoiry— -. 
lanyof  her  members  disgracing  their  pro- 1  a  measure  analogous  to  thai  now  before 
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thein-~aDd  iie  thougbt  il  Decessaiy  to  dis- 
cuss ilie  nuture  and  csuse  of  ilioie  fetlin^ 
Would  (tie  noble  and  learned  Lord  promise 
not  to  introduce  theological  questions  him- 
self?—would  he  promise  to  desist  from 
indulging;  in  his  invectives  against  the 
Catholic  religion— sgainsi  the  religioo  of 
the  Catholic  Members  of  this  House  ? 

L')rd  Brougham  would  pledge  himself 
on  the  pretent  occasion  to  avoid  going  into 
what  the  noble  Earl  leiii|)led  him  to  go 
into,  by  his  most  gratuiious  defence  of  the 
Catholic  religion,  and  what  had  not  betn 
bfoughl  into  qucMioD. 

The  Earl  of  Shreivtburi/  continued  : — 
My  Lordi,  I  was  saying  lliat  the  declara- 
tion in  question  was  ihe  immediate  cunse- 
quence  of  Oales's  plot— a  plot  hiiiched 
and  supported  on  those  very  same  popular 
driusions,  those  very  same  charges  against 
GailiolicR,  and  their  religion,  which  noble 
Lords  and  right  rev.  Prelates  brought 
forward  on  the  Majnootb  Bill ;  a  plot 
which  characterizes  the  moat  disgraceful 
period  of  our  history,  which  was  eagerly 
seized  by  the  unprincipled  leaders  of  the 
facitousOppoBitionoflheday  for  their  own 
unprincipled  ends,  cliiefly  to  support  the 
credit  of  the  parly  which  they  represented, 
(the  fanaiical  or  country  party,)  to  main- 
tain the  belief  throughout  the  kingdom  in 
ihe  truth  ofthese  vary  charges, and  ihereiiy 
to  raise  themselves  to  power ;  a  plot,  the 
incidents  of  which  were  so  improbable,  nay 
so  impoBsible,  that  Mr.  Vox  declared  they 
could  not  have  been  believed  even  from 
the  mouth  of  Cato,  but  which  were  never- 
theless, though  secretly  discredited  by  the 
leaders,  eagerly  received  as  so  much  gos- 
pel by  the  credulity  of  the  unreflecting 
multitude  ;  a  plot  which  speedily  immo- 
lated no  less  than  seventeen  innocent  indi. 
viduals,  one  of  them  seventy,  another 
eighty  years  of  age,  (for  the  plot  itself  was 
a  pure,  pure  fiction,)  end  which,  con- 
demaiug  seventeen  othets  to  death,  some 
of  whom  died  in  prison,  and  subjecting 
Ihe  whole  Catholic  population  of  the  king- 
dom to  the  extreme  of  misery  and  vexa- 
tion during  two  whole  years,  at  length 
terminated — no,  it  did  not  tetmioate  with 
Lord  Stafford,  for  there  was  still  another 
victim  to  its  thirst  for  blood  in  the  vener- 
able Archbishop  Plunket,  the  Primate  of 
Ireland — but  requiring  at  that  particular 
juncture  a  higher  and  more  distinguished 
victim,  lest  its  credit  should  slacken  and 
dejiart,  Lord  Siafibrd  was  selected  for  the 
purpose.     Sprung  from  the  best  blood  in 
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England,  venerable  fur  his  years,  remark- 
able only  for  the  quiet  innocence  of  hit 
life,  his  only  crime  that  he  was  a  Catholie, 
his  only  ofTence  that  he  was  a  man  of  un- 
preteoding  talent.  For  this,  was  Lord 
Stafford  selected  from  the  five  Catholic 
Peers  who  were  imprisoned,  and  selected 
to  stamp  the  judicial  proceedings  of  that 
unhappy  period  with  eternal  infamy  !  But 
why,  my  Lords,  do  I  dwell  upon  this 
scene?  Whyt  but  tu  show  the  char- 
acter, the  iniquity  of  the  men  who 
proposed,  and  the  ferocity  of  the  times 
that  accepted  that  declaration ;  and 
from  which  noble  Lords  and  right  rev. 
Prelates  still  aeem  to  draw  the  inference, 
that  because  it  was  accepted  by  the  Le- 
gislature, therfore  was  it  true.  My  Lords, 
it  was  not  likely  that  men  who  were  im- 
bruing their  hands  in  the  blood  of  so  many 
innocent  victim*  should  slop  to  inquire 
into  the  truth  or  falsehood  of  anything 
that  they  found  so  adapted  to  their  pur- 
pose, the  exclusion  of  Catholics  and  the 
destruction  of  their  religion,  to  gratify  the 
fanatics— Parliament  too  largely  and  loo 
fatally  participating  in  the  crime,  to  gratify 
the  fanatics  through  whom  they  aimed  at 
power  and  place.  For  this  was  the  plot 
devised  and  prosecuted;  andwheo  Shaftes- 
bury, the  principal  leader  in  those  ini- 
quitous transactions,  was  taxed  by  « 
friend  with  the  improbability  of  its  inci- 
dents, what  did  he  answer?  "  The  more 
nonsensical  the  belter;  unless  we  can 
make  tbem  swallow  worse  nonsense  than 
that,  we  never  shall  do  aoy  good  with 
them."  Such,  my  Lords,  was  the  man, 
and  such  the  Parliament,  that  proposed 
and  accepted  that  declaration,  and  which 
now  carries  such  weight  with  it  because  it 
was  accepted  by  the  whole  Legislature  of 
Eriglandl  My  Lords,  from  the  Parlia- 
ment— and  remember  that  one  House  was 
the  prosecutor,  and  the  other  the  judge  of 
Lord  Stafford,  both  involved  in  one  com^ 
mon  guilt;  and  remember, too,  that  thes 
things  were  done  not  in  the  green  wood, 
but  in  the  dry,  when  the  new  principles 
had  enjoyed  150  years  of  fair  play  to 
purify  the  faith  and  improve  the  morals  of 
the  country !— from  the  Parliament,  let 
us  ascend  to  the  Sovereign,  the  third  estate 
of  Ihe  realm.  My  Lords,  the  Sovereign 
who  gave  his  unwilling  auent  to  that  de- 
claration, sealed  his  disbelief  of  it  by  dying 
a  Catholic ! 

But  why  do   I  still    dwell  upon  those 
times?      Why,    but    because    tliese  very 
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game  chtirgei  of  noble  LorHi  and  right 
lev.  Prelntes  were  then,  ai  oow,  ever  fore- 
most on  itte  scene;— because  ihey  ihen, 
as  nciw,  governed  (lie  feelings  and  regu- 
lated llie  legislalion  of  the  couniry — be- 
cause I  verily  believe  them  to  be  even  nuw 
the  cause  of  ihe  derective  character  of  this 
very  measure  now  before  us — because  upon 
ibem  the  whole  framework  of  Oaies's 
plot  was  buill— because  they  were  thrust 
forward  at  the  opening  of  the  prosecution 
againsl  Lord  Smfford,  to  prejudice  (he 
minds    of  your    Lordships'   House,    th< 
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Bcqiiently — consequenily,  as  is  well 
tested,  for  Ihe  evidence  ilself  wag  not  fit 
(o  hang  a  (Jog — which  conjequently  con- 
demned him  by  a  verdict  at  which  pos- 
terity will  never  cease  to  shudder. 

Do  not  fancy,  my  Lords,  that  ihcse 
charges  were  not  cootradicied  and  dis- 
proved then,  as  they  are  contradicted  and 
disproved  now;  Loid  Stafford  himself 
appealed  for  their  contradiction  to  a  woric 
then  recently  published,  and  universally 
considered  to  be,  as  it  has  been  ever  since,  a 
true,  correct  and  raithfiil  exposition  of  the 
real  doctrines  of  Catholics  on  those  points. 
It  is  entitled,  "  Roman  Catholic  Principles 
in  reference  to  God andthe King."  Iipassed 
through  no  less  than  twelve  editions  during 
the  first  six  years,  has  been  printed  and 
reprinted  ever  since,  has  frequently  been 
distributed  gratuitously  through  the  coun- 
try, but  yet  has  it  never  proved  any  suffi- 
cient aniidote  to  the  poison,  for  the  charges 
themselves  are  as  rife  as  ever. 

There  is  one  passage  in  the  Preface  so 
etceedingly  apposite  to  our  present  pur- 
pose, that  i  trust  your  Lordships  will  allow 
me  to  read  it  to  you,  and  I  have  done. 

"  You  tell  me,"  says  he — he  is  writing  to  a 
friend— "and  you  are  in  the  riKht,  that  ilie 
thing  which  halh  rendered  credible  the  testi- 
mony of  oiherwise  incredible  witnesses  against 
us,  and  which  lia(h  invalidated  all  contrary 
evidence  given  in  our  behalf,  is  a  persuaiion 
many  Pro(esiants  have,  that  the  Calhohc  re- 
ligion is  made  up  of  traiioroui  principles,  de- 
Htrucdve  of  peace  and  govemment.  You  say 
you  have  been  informed  by  commcn  report, 
by  piimed  books,  nay,  by  some  ministers  in 
(heir  very  pulpid,  that  Catholics  bold  i(  an 
ar(icle  ol  fai(h  tu  believe  (hat  the  Pope  can 
depose  kings,  absolve  their  subjec(s  from 
allegiance,  and  dispose  of  (heir  kingdoms  to 
whom  lie  plea'^ei.  That  (o  murder  Proieitanis 
and  deslruy  llie  n;i(ion  by  tire  and  sword  for 
tlie  nro|i3g,iiion  ol'  (he  Ca(holic  faith,  are 
wotk>  of  piuiy,  uiij  lueriiorious  of  heaven. 
And  is  It  not  iiranjje,  and  severe,"  eoiitinuci 
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he,  "that  principles— and  those  pretended, 
of  faith  too,  should  be  imposed  upon  men, 
which  Ihey  themselves  renounce  and  de(esi* 
Ifthe Turk's  Alcoran  should  in  like  manner 
be  urged  upon  us,  and  we  be  hanged  up  for 
Mahometans,  all  we  could  do  or  say  in  such 
a  case,  would  be,  patiently  to  die  with  pro(e»- 
tations  of  out  own  innocence.  And  this  ii  the 
posture  of  our  present  condition." 
My  Lords,  he  speaks  feelingly  in  this 
matter;  for  he  was  a  Benedictine  monk, 
and  one  of  those  (tied  for  Oatcs's  plot, 
but  fortunately  acquitted. 

"  We  abhor,  we  renounce,  wa  abomiuate 
such  principles;  we  protest  against  them,  and 
seal  our  proiestalions  with  our  dyins-  breaths. 
What  shall  we  lay  ?— what  can  wc  do  more  i 
To  accuse  men  as  guilty  in  matters  of  faiih 
which  they  never  owned,  is  the  same  thing  as 
to  condemn  them  for  ma((ers  of  fact  which 
they  never  did." 

The  author  then  proceeds  to  give  a  true 
and  candid  explana(ion  of  his  belief  io 
the  main  points  of  faith  and  lovalty,  con- 
troverted between  Catholics  and  Protest- 
anis,  as  Ihey  seveially  relate  to  God  and 
the  king;  and,  in  conclusion,  says — 

"  These  are  the  principles,  these  the  treasons, 
these  the  idolatries  and  superstitions  which, 
though  no  other  than  what  we  hare  received 
from  our  forefathers,  and  what  the  greatest 
part  of  the  Cbrislian  world  now  profeiseth  ; 
yet  have  drawn  upon  us  poor  Catholics  in 
England  such  dreadful  punishments.  Sweet 
Jesus,  bless  our  savereign  !  pardon  our  ene- 
tnies  i  grant  us  patience,  and  establish  peace 
and  charity  in  our  nation  !  This  is  the  daily 
prayer  of.  Sir,  your  faithful  though  distressed 

Now,  my  Lords,  as  I  said,  I  have  done; 
but  I  trust  that  an  impartial  survey  of  the 
history  of  those  times — and  a  careful  re- 
peiusal  of  it  will  amply  repay  the  trouble 
— it  is  beautifully  given  in  Liugard — 1 
trust  that  it  would  serve  as  a  caution  to 
every  man  of  statioa  and  influence  not  to 
eucourage,  nor  yet  to  yield  to  these  popu. 
lar  delusioDi,  now  seemingly  become  he- 
reditary in  the  country,  though  resting 
otily  upon  so  many  traditionary  falsehoods. 
My  Lords,  if  1  have  mistaken  the  true 
import  of  what  fell  from  the  noble  Presi- 
dent of  (he  Couocil,  or  if  I  have  over- 
slrained  iny  inferencei— though  I  do  not 
think  that  I  have  done ;  for  1  have  a  very 
strong  additional  argument  in  favour  of 
my  opinion,  in  a  declaration  made  only 
the  other  day  in  another  place,  (hat  jou 
do  not  mean  to  relax  the  penal  laws 
against  the  Regulars  ;  for  upon  what 
conceivable  principle  is  it  that  joa  siionld 


753 


Colleges 


{.}VLX21} 


{treland). 


ISA 


continoe  to  prnscribe  such  men  as  Faiher 
Mathew  in  Ireland,  unless  it  were  upon 
ihe  principle  of  concession  to  ihe  Tanaiict 
in  England  ?— but  if  I  have  oveistraioed 
my  inferences,  the  noble  Lord  ought  lo 
be  obliged  lo  me  for  giving  him  this  op- 
pottuniiy  of  explaining.  But  lei  but  the 
Government  disown  all  pernicious  con- 
trol from  the  Ultra-Proieaiant  party— let 
them  openly  declare  their  determination 
lo  pursue  their  promised  legislation  for 
Ireland  in  the  same  spirit,  and  with  the 
same  magnanimity,  as  they  displayed 
upon  Ihe  Maynoolh  Bill — through  good 
rvport  and  evil  report— tieither  declining 
to  the  right  band  nor  to  the  left— equally 
regardless  of  the  clamour  of  the  fanatics 
in  England,  as  they  are  of  the  cry  of  the 
Repealers  in  Ireland — weighing  only  the 
intrinsic  virtue,  merit,  and  wisdom  of 
their  meaiutes,  and  their  adaptation  to 
Ihe  declared  purposes  for  which  they  are 
intended  —  not  acting  with  the  vacillations 
of  a  pirty  seeking  to  retain  power  and 
place  at  the  expense  of  principle  and 
consistency,  but  as  a  real,  effective  Go- 
vernment in  the  country,  capable  of  con- 
trolling the  bad,  and  of  encouraging  the 
good — busy  in  closing  our  lamentable 
divisions,  and  remedying  the  evils  of  the 
miserably  diseased  state  of  our  popula- 
tion— thns  professing,  and  thus  acting,  I 
trust  that  the  blessing  of  Heaven  would 
be  upon  Iheir  labours,  and  that  tliey  would 
ever  receive  that  support  from  Parliament 
aod  the  country  which  they  would  Iher 
so  deservedly  have  earned.  Aa  a  proof  of 
their  sincerity,  I  wish  tbey  would  with- 
draw this  measure  for  a  season— for  if 
they  persevere  in  it,  it  will  be  but 
fresh  source  of  discord,  instead  of  a  boon 
of  conciliation,  in  thai  unfortunate  coun> 
try  tor  which  it  is  destined — unfortuDatf 
only  because  you  do  not  govern  it  with 
jaslice — I  wish  they  would  withdra 
for  a  lime,  and  return  with  it  in  a  fashion 
more  suited  to  the  wants  and  wishes  of 
those  for  whom  principally  it  is  intended. 
My  Lords,  I  trust  I  have  not  said  that 
which  should  reasonably  offend  any  one 
— noihtog  was  further  from  me;  but  I 
have  deemed  it  right  thus  openly  to  ex- 
press the  deep  convictions  of  my  m; 
more  especially  do  I  trust  I  have  not  said 
that  which  should  buit  the  feelings  of  tbi 
noble  Marquess  near  me  {the  Marquess  of 
Breadalbane)  —  I  thought  he  had  beeo 
still  in  the  House — for  1  have  ever  admired 
Ihe  huoesly  of  purpose  which  he  has  dis- 


played, though  I  cannot  but  lament  the 
'  sions  under  which  1  believe  him  to  be 
on  these  matters,  and  the  countenance 
id  eupport  he  thereby  gives  to  a  mul- 
titude of  others  less  honest,  and  far  more 
deluded  than  himself. 

Lord  Brougham  begged  lo  correct  a 
misapprehension  into  which  the  noble 
Earl  who  had  just  spoken  appeared  to 
have  fallen.  He  had  meant  nothing  dis. 
respectful  by  the  interruption  he  had 
offered,  either  lo  the  noble  Eatl  hiroielf, 
or  the  religion  to  which  he  belonged  ; 
but  he  wished  to  avoid  an  interminable 
controversy,  quite  wide  of  the  subject  be- 
fore them.  There  was  nothing  so  vexa- 
tious, unbearable,  and  harassing,  as  ft 
speech  of  great  ability,  in  which  the 
talents  and  abilities  of  the  excellent 
speaker  only  winged  him  away  from  the 
question  at  issue.  In  such  a  case,  when 
the  speaker  turned  bis  back  upon  the  sub- 
ject, and  at  every  step  be  took  receded 
farther  and  farther  away,  the  suffering 
caused  to  the  hearer  was  acute  beyond 
conception.  Returning  to  the  question 
now  before  the  House,  he  regarded  this  as 
a  most  judicious,  wise,  and  liberal  mea- 
sure;  judicious  in  its  foundation,  and  in 
its  superstructure  answering  to  the  excel- 
lence of  its  grouridvrork,  for  the  establish- 
ment of  four  Colleges  in  Ireland,  in  which 
should  be  educated  all  Her  Majesty's  sub- 
jects, without  distinctioD  of  party  or  sect, 
by  the  exclusion  of  alUeclarian  differences 
and  theological  education.  What  earthly 
connexion  with  the  question,  with  any 
view  men's  wisdom  could  take  of  it,  or  any 
arguments  men's  faculties  could  raise  upon 
it,  could  there  be  in  a  discussion  of  the 
historical  merits  of  the  Catholic  religion? 
It  seemed  as  if  the  noble  Ear]  thought 
there  was  to  be  a  professor  hostile,  in  his 
teaching,  to  the  Roman  Catholic  religion, 
appointed  in  each  of  ihese  Colleges;  but 
instead  of  that,  there  was  to  be  no  profes- 
sor of  theology  either  Catholic  or  Protes- 
tant. And  for  this  simple  reason,  that  if 
you  were  to  teach  theology,  you  could 
not  make  it  a  truly  catholic  College  ;  that 
WAS  to  say,  a  College  at  which  alt  sects  of 
religion  could  be  equally  taught.  The 
noble  Earl  had  passed  a  splendid  pane- 
gyric on  thereligion  to  which  he  belonged, 
as* the  nurse  of  arts,  the  patroness  of 
science,  enshrined  in  virtue,  adorned  by 
humanity,  and  founded  in  eternal  truth. 
That  might  be  true, or  the  reverse  of  true,  but 
it  was  a  question  utterly  foreJgu  lo  the  pre- 
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sent  discnatioD.  ITlherewat  any  one 
ject  nhicb  ought  not  to  be  dUcuased  in 
liaroeiit,  it  was  the  faiih  and  creed  of  their 
Members,  for  which  ench  individual  wi 
spODtibleonly  to  hit  Maker.  With  reipect 
to  what  the  noble  EatI  said  bb  (o  the  ler- 
man  a(  the  rev.  incumbent  of  St.  Matthew's 
Ru|jby,in  which  he  had  discovered  abiur- 
dily,  ianaticism,  disgraceful  and  notorious 
lalsehood,  he   presumed   the    noble  E; 
had    been    aciuated    by   a    wish  to  she 
that  all  the  abuse  was  not  conHned  to  o 
side    of     ihe    controversy.       He    (Lord 
Brougbani)  bad  given  his  support  to  tbi 
Mnynooth     Bill,   not    because     he    had 
lowered  his  approval  of  Protestantism,  t 
his  disapproval  of  the    Roman  Catholi 
system,  which  he  held  to  be  as  perfectly 
false  in  a  theological   sense  as  the  noble 
Eail  believed  it  to  be  perfectly  trne. 
was    there   any  inconsistency  in  Ilia 
porting  that  Bill,  and  maintaining  his  Pro- 
testantism, which  he  had  as  much  riglil 
to  do,  as  the  noble  Eail  had  to  repudiate 
the  present  Bill,  and  uphold  his  Catho- 
licism. He  rejected  theerrorsofthe  Roman 
Catholic  Church,  not  only  for  its  theolo- 
gical tendencies,  but  for  its  political  mis- 
chiefs, and  should  do  so  until  a  more  sub- 
tle doctor,  and  more  powerful  reasoner- 
one  who  could  Slick  to  the  question,  ai 
argue  upon  it,  and  would  not  fly  from  it- 
than  the  noble  Earl  appeared.     To  con 
iiovr  to  the  measure  before  the  House  :- 
he   held  this  to  be  one  of  the  greatest 
measures,  in  its  beneficial  tendencies,  as 
well  as  in  the   truly  catholic  (he  did  not 
mean  Roman  Catholic)  and  liberal  piin- 
ciples  on  which   it  was  constructed,  that 
ever  bad  been  brought  before  the  Parlia- 
ment of  the  United  Kingdom.  It  was  of  no 
more  use  to  tell  him  that  the  whole  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  were  against  this  mea- 
sure, than  it  would  be  to  say  that   the 
whole  Protestant  hierarchy  were   against 
it.     If  the  whole  clergy  and  laity,  Protes- 
tant and  Roman  Catholic,  were  against  it, 
he  should  still  maintain  the  soundness  of 
the  views  on  which  it  was  founded,  and  the 
excellent  machinery  by  which  they  were 
carried  out.   He  had,  infinitely,  rather  see 
the  Catholic  clergy  approve  of  it ;  but  he 
could   not   in   any    event,   withhold    his 
bearty  gratitude  to  the  Government  for 
havInK  brought  it  forward.  He  had  never 
yet  heard  of  any  class  of  priests  who  were 
prone  to  approve  of  a  measure  that  tended 
to  sap  their  influence  over  their  flocks 
Whether  the  present  meuure  had  that 
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would  not  stop  to  inquire; 
ou)<h  for  them  to  iliiok  that 
it  had  such  a  tendency,  in  order  to  be 
alarmed  at  the  prospect,  and  irritated  to 
opposition.  The  principle  on  which  the 
measure  proceeded  was,  that  whatever 
ought  to  be  the  case  in  England,  it  was 
most  desirable  and  beneficial  in  Ireland, 
[hat  all  the  youth  of  that  country  should 
unitedly  participate  in  the  benefil  of  edu- 
cation to  be  conferred  by  the  new  Col- 
leges. It  was  on  the  ground  of  excluding 
all  sectarian  religious  instruction,  that  the 
Landon  University  had  been  erected,  in 
establishing  which  he  had  aided.  He  was 
not,  however,  one  of  those  who  hailed  the 
present  measure  as  the  triumph  of  this 
principle;  because  the  citcamttaocM  of 
the  two  countries  were  so  different, 
that  a  man  who  was  against  it  iu  Eng- 
land, might  yet  support  its  application 
to  Ireland.  While  the  proportions  ol 
the  adherents  of  the  established  and  dis- 
senting Churches  remained  as  they  now 
were  in  Ireland,  if  you  were  to  have  any 
leaching  at  all,  you  must  keep  religious 
instruction  apart.  This  was  denounced  ■« 
"  a  gigantic  scheme  of  godless  education," 
equally  by  the  Repealers  in  Ireland,  and 
greatest  enemies  the  high-church 
party,  with  a  harmoiiy  more  astonishing 
than  edifying.  The  noble  Earl  argued 
that  they  would  thus  suffer  their  youth 
p  without  religious  education, 
which  was  far  more  important  than  any 
secular  learning.  He  utterly  denied  that 
statement.  Would  they  exclude  religion 
by  teaching  the  classics, mathematics,  and 
natural  philosophy,  at  certain  hours,  within 
the  walls  of  the  Colleges,  while  religious 
nstruction  was  left  to  be  given  at  home 
by  the  parents  of  the  pupils,  or  the  pas- 
tors of  their  several  persuasions?  Was  it 
to  be  said  that  this  system  of  giving  re- 
instruction  was  not  as  good  as  that 
pursued  at  Oxford  and  Cambridge  f  If 
advocates  of  the  present  Bill  csred 
nothing  about  religion,  then  they  might 

nsistenlly   say    that    Roman    Catholics 

id  Protestants,  and  Mahomedans  and 
Hindoos,  and  all  the  sects  of  Pro- 
testant Dissenters  —  Baptists,  Unilari- 
nd  Presbyterians —  might  all  be 
taugiit  the  general  principles  of  religion 
together,  and  make  use  of  a  common  ti- 

.1  among  them.  But  ihey  said  "  no" 
that   doctrine.     They  said,  they  could 

L  allow  religious  principles  to  be  com- 
promised in  any  such  manner,  and  it  was 
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on  Ihat  ucODDt  that  their  deimed  it  ab- 
■olately  tmpowible  lo  teach  any  lyslem  of 
nligioD  mihia  the  walliof  theie  Collegei. 
They  acted  according  to  the  common  con- 
■cnt  of  mankind  in  cuch  mattera.  Where, 
be  would  aik,  wai  it  auppoted  iteceMary  tu 
combine  religious  education  under  the  in- 
■truction  giren  by  a  Preach  maater,  or 
an  Italian  maater,  or  a  daocinic  maiter,  or 
a  profeuor  or  drawing?  Were  Iheie 
branchei  of  edacalioo  deemed  to  be  ea- 
aenlially  connected  with  religion?  Moat 
decidedly  not.  He  was  at  perfect  liberty 
to  procure  a  French  maater,  or  an  Italian 
miatreia,  or  a  rauaie  or  tinging  matter,  to 
leach  hii  daughten,  without  at  the  same 
lime  thinking  it  neceuary  that  these  in- 
dividuals ibould  give  religioua  initruction 
aUo;  and  had  he  not  the  lame  liglit 
to  aead  liia  som  lo  learn  Greek  or  malhe- 
matice,  or  anatomy,  or  chemiatrj,  nitbout 
connectiag  any  or  these  brancbea  of  edu- 
cation with  religioui  iuslrnctjon?  What 
puaiible  difference,  he  wonld  atk,  could 
apply  to  one  ciiae,  which  would  not  be 
applkrabla  wiib  equal  force  to  the  other? 
Why,  in  one  instance,  aliould  the  tyatem 
be  thought  pCTfectly  safe,  and  in  the  other 
be  characierited  ea  a  godleis  tyatem  of 
education.  But  then  there  was  a  wide 
diilinclion  to  be  drawn  between  the  Cul- 
legei  propoaed  to  be  founded  under  Ihit 
Bill,  and  aome  of  the  Unieeraitita  of  ihii 
country.  A  young  man  going  to  Oxford 
vaa  enlireW  removed  from  the  eye  of  bii 
pareolB  and  paators,  and  he  \ns,  there- 
fore, in  a  very  different  poiilion  from  chil- 
dren living  under  their  fathera'  or  guar* 
diana'  loof,  and  going  daily  lo  study  at 
the  College.  That  diilinction  ought  to  be 
alvaya  borne  in  mind  in  considering  this 
queiiion.  Id  the  caie  of  Oxford  or  Cam- 
bridge, it  waa  quite  Hghl  and  necessary 
that  religious  initruction  should  be  com- 
bined with  secular  learning ;  but  in 
Univeraity  College  and  Kiog'a  College, 
and,  above  all,  in  those  four  Irith  Col> 
legei,  where  the  pupila  were  not  to  live 
within  the  walls  of  the  inititulion  —  in 
those  etiablishmenti  which  were,  in  fact, 
lo  be  only  day  achcola  on  a  large  icala — 
the  caae  was  very  diff«rent.  Such,  then, 
being  the  fad,  the  total  absuidiiy  was  ob- 
'  e  attempt  to  charge  theie  Col- 
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the  ayalem  waa  one  oF '  prieaileaa '  educa- 
tion. The  term  'godless'  education,  in 
fact,  meant  nothing  except' pnestleaa' edu- 
cation, and  the  not  inililling  the  youthful 
mind  with  such  deicriplion  of  aiudy  as 
might  be  designated  properly  by  the  term, 
at  the  same  time  with  secular  education. 
The  priesla  would  much  rather  have  the 
entire  control  of  the  education  of  all  chil- 
dren in  tlieir  own  hands.  They  would 
much  rather  that  no  person  should  leach 
anything  except  themselves,  they  being  per- 
fectly well  aware  that  ifit  were  so,  religious 
inatruGlion  would  form  nine  parts  out  of 
ten  of  all  the  education  they  would  im- 
part, and  that  even  the  tenth  would  be 
atronglv  tinged  with  their  religioua  opin- 
ions. Why  was  it  that  he  made  this 
remark  ?  Because  be  had  heard  it  openly 
avowed  that  it  was  dangerous  to  Catholi- 
cism and  to  the  Romiih  faith,  for  Roman 
Cathotic  children  to  be  taught  any  branch 
of  learning— even  anatomy,  it  had  been 
said  — if  religion  did  not  find  its  way, 
•t  the  same  lime,  into  the  youthful  mind, 
through  the  peraon  who  used  the  dissect- 
ing knife,  or  who  lectured  on  the  uaea 
and  relative  poiition  of  the  bonet.  No 
instruction  in  the  acience  was  to  be  given 
without  a  sprinkling  being  at  the  tame 
time  imparled  of  Roman  Catholic  truth,  sa 
they  called  it,  but  Roman  Catholic  error, 
at  it  waa  termed  in  that  House.  There 
was  another  class  of  objeclorB  to  the  mea- 
anrc,  who  were  represented  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Eldon),  who  had  in- 
troduced a  petition  to  their  notice  in  open- 
ing the  debate  from  a  hundred  and  odd 
Members  of  the  Univeriity  of  Oxford.  He 
had  understood  that  noble  Lord  to  say 
that  these  petitioners  objected  to  any 
education  which  was  not  grounded  on 
the  religioua  'syatem'  of  the  Oxford  and 
Cambridge  Univertitjes.  Now,  he  mar- 
relltd  greatly  that  to  profound  an  ig- 
norance should  have  obscured  ibe  learn- 
ing of  those  diitioguiahed  individuals,  aa 
that  they  should  speak  of  the  ■  system' 
of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  in  the  aingular 
number;  became,  as  regarded  the  quei- 
iion of  religious  inslrnction,  do  two  lys- 
tems  could  he  more  unlike — nay,  more 
oppoaite  lo  one  another — than  the  sys- 
tems followed  by  these  bodies.  In  Oiford 
legeswith  beingofan  irrellgioustcodency,  one  could  not  matriculate  without  aub- 
lo  talk  of  their  instilulion  aa  a  '  godless';  scribing  the  Thirty-nine  Articles,  and  con- 
system  of  educaiioa.  Why  such  a  charge  ]  aequendy  no  person  who  was  not  a  mem- 
abonld  be  made,  he  waa  really  at  a  loas  ber  of  the  Church  of  England — for  it  ex- 
to  find  out;  unless,  indeed,  it  was  because  .  eluded  Frotetlaot  Dissenlen  as  well  as 
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Roman  Catholics — could  enter  any  of  the 
Collei;es.  At  Cambridge  there  was  no 
such  subscription.  The  etudent  might  go 
lliiough  the  whole  curricutum  wilhoul  hav- 
ing any  inquiiies  made  respecting  his  form 
of  faith,  and  it  was  only  when  he  came  to 
take  his  degree  that  he  lirst  heard  of 
subscription.  Therefore,  instead  of  one 
system,  they  had  two;  and  the  system 
propounded  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern, 
nient  for  Ireland  was  precisely  the  Cam- 
bridge system,  as  opposed  to  that  of  Ox- 
ford. Therefore,  if  they  had  not  the  au- 
ihorityofthe  two  great  English  Univer- 
■ilies  in  favour  of  the  present  Bill,  they 
had,  at  least,  the  authority  of  one  of  them, 
namely,  Cambridge,  in  support  of  it.  The 
University  of  Cambridge  allowed  all  per- 
sons to  study  in  it.  The  Mahomedan, 
the  Hindoo,  the  Roman  Catholic,  and  the 
Jew,  could,  as  well  as  all  the  varieties  of 
Protestant  Disienters,  pursue  their  studies 
there:  and  as  his  noble  Friend  near  him 
(Lord  Monteagle)  Just  reminded  him, 
they  might  even  pass  their  examination 
and  take  honours,  though  tiiey  could  not 
acquire  a  degree  of  Bachelor  of  Arts, 
without  subscription.  With  the  exception 
of  the  post  of  Fellow,  and  the  nominal, 
though  he  admitted  highly  respectable, 
titles  of  Master  of  Arts,  Bachelor  of  Arts, 
Doctor  of  Divinity,  and  Bachelor  of  Di- 
vinity, there  was  no  one  pan  of  the  aca- 
demical curriculum  which  persons  of  any 
religion  might  not  go  through.  A  man 
may  be  senior  wrangler  though  a  Roman 
Catholic  or  Jew;  and  in  point  of  fact  he 
knewoueof  the  most  eminent  wranglers 
in  Cambridge — he  might,  indeed,  say  two 
— who  were  Jews, and  who  ranked  among 
the  best  raathematicians  of  the  day.  In 
the  same  manner  snme  members  of  the 
Society  of  Friends  hud  acquired  eminence 
in  that  University,  (hough  they  were 
obliged  to  stop  short  of  taking  a  degree. 
One  word  more,  and  be  would  conclude. 
He  confessed  that  he  was  one  of  those 
who,  in  the  late  controversy  on  the  May- 
nooth  question,  could  see  no  reason  what- 
ever for  the  line  of  argument  which  was 
now  revived  with  regard  to  the  present 
Bill,  of  confounding  those  questions  with 
the  principle  of  endowing  the  Catholic 
clergy.  He  never  saw  any  connexion 
between  the  two  measures,  or  never  could 
perceive  why  a  person  who  voted  for  one, 
might  not  take  an  opposite  course  with 
regard  to  the  other.  He  thought  the  two 
lines  of  argumeut  and  of  conduct  petfecily 


consistent ;  but  he  should  go  a  step 
further,  and  slate  as  his  opinion  that  the 
prospect  of  danger  held  out  had  nothing 
formidable  in  it.  He  had  always  thought, 
and  the  experience  of  every  day  of  hia  life 
strengthened  him  in  the  belief — every  re- 
flection of  his  mind  rooted  the  conviction 
more  strongly  within  him— that  it  was  a 
matter  deeply  to  be  regretted  that  they 
did  not  at  the  Union  carry  the  Catholic 
question.  The  country  ought  crer  to  la- 
ment thai  fact;  but  havingomitled  it  then, 
it  was  to  be  regretted  that  when  they  did 
carry  that  question  in  1829,  they  did  not 
accompany  it  with  a  wise,  a  liberal,  and  a 
wholesome  measure  for  endowing  the  Ro> 
man  Catholic  clergy.  And  if  ever  he 
lamented  this  omission  more  than  at 
another  time— if  ever  he  felt  really  rezed 
at  it  beyond  what  he  had  language  to 
describe,  it  was  when  he  reflected  that 
without  any  more  opposition  than  the 
Maynooth  grant  had  met  with— that  with- 
out any  more  ferment  in  the  country  than 
existed  on  that  occasion — that  without  any 
disagreement  or  dissension  among  political 
friends  and  co-religlous  fellow  bclicTers, 
than  had  been  roused  by  the  compara- 
tively unimportant  questions  of  the  May- 
nooth grant  and  of  the  present  Colleges— 
they  might  have  carried  (hat  great  mea- 
sure, which  every  hour  he  lived  made  him 
think  the  more  strongly  was  the  only 
really  efFeclual  and  ample  cure  for  that 
unhappy  part  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
He  was  told  that  if  that  question  were 
brought  forward,  the  Roman  Catholic 
clergy  would  not  thank  them  for  the  oSier; 
that  they  had  already  repeatedly  refused 
to  have  any  thing  to  do  with  a  state  en- 
dowment ;  and  that  they  would  persist  in 
resisting  it.  Credat  Judam  !  He  had  on 
a  former  occasion  told  them  of  a  conver- 
sation which  bad  taken  place  on  this  sub- 
ject in  Ireland,  in  which  a  noble  Earl  and 
a  prelate  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
were  concerned.  He  had  stated  that  the 
opposition  would  be  very  great  and  very 
searching — that  it  would  run  through  the 
whole  C«thalic  hierarchy,  but  that  it  would 
have  a  limit  in  point  of  time,  though  it 
would  have  none  in  point  of  space.  That 
it  would  he  very  strenuous — that  it  might 
be  even  very  sincere,  he  would  not  deny : 
but  that  ii  would,  ootwithslandiag  all  this, 
be  limited  as  to  time— of  this  he  felt  sa- 
tiaSed.  But  what  was  the  moment  when 
all  this  opposition  to  it  woold  cease  ? 
It  was  the  very  instant  when  the  Bill  wat 
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carried,  and  provision  aclualty  mide  for 
the  Roman  Caiholic  clergy.  To  use  the 
picturesque  expression  characteristic  or 
their  Irish  neighbours,  which  he  had  be- 
fore oientioneil  as  having  Tallen  from  a 
prelate  of  that  Church,  no  sooner  would 
the  State  provision  be  offered  to  the  lowest 
bidder,  but  the  clergy  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic petsuaaion  would  be  seen  filling  the 
Casile-yard  like  a  flock  of  rooks.  That  was 
not  his  language;  but  it  was  the  language 
ofa  right  reverend  prolocutor  of  their  boHy, 
He  must  again  express  his  regret,  first, 
that  no  provision  had  been  made  for  the 
Caiholic  clergy  at  the  time  his  noble 
Friend,  the  noble  Duke  opposite,  had 
added  to  his  illustrious  military  name  by 
the  great  act  of  ilatesmanship  with  which 
he  was  connected,  and  to  nhich  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  before  alluded.  He  re. 
gtetled  that  at  ihe  time  when  that  mea- 
sure— which  was  the  basis  of  all  concilia- 
tion ia  Ireland — without  which  no  mea- 
sure  of  improvement  could  be  worth  any- 
thing whatever— -which  of  ilself  was  not 
everything,  no  more  than  the  air  is  every- 
thing to  life;  but  as  without  air  life  be- 
comes extinct,  so  without  the  great  mea- 
sure of  1829  no  oiher  measure  of  concilia- 
tion could  be  applied,  or  have  any  hope 
of  success— he  regrelied  deeply  that  at 
that  lime,  the  measure  of  relief  was  not 
accompanied  wiih  a  provision  for  the  pay- 
ment of  the  Roman  Caiholic  clergy  by  ihe 
State.  But  he  lamented  still  more  that 
the  Bill  for  the  endowment  of  the  College 
ol  Maynooth  had  not  been  accompanied 
with  a  provision  for  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy.  He  begged  to  remind  Iheir 
Lordships  that  this  was  not  the  first  occa- 
aioij  when  the  question  of  endowing  the 
Caiholic  Church  in  Ireland  had  been 
brought  forward.  In  the  year  1825,  Lord 
Francis  Egerton,  in  the  other  House  of 
Pailiament,  proposed  to  grant  250,0002.  a 
year  for  the  endowment  of  the  Roman 
Ciiholic  Church.  anO  he  (Lord  Brougham) 
voied  for  it.  The  proposition  of  that 
noble  Lord  was  to  pav  1,500/.  and  l,200i. 
B  year  each  to  the  archbishops  ;  from  8002, 
to  1,000/.  a  year  lo  the  bishops:  from 
400/.  to  500/.,  or  rather  he  believed  300/. 
a  year  to  thirty  or  forty  deans  or  cathedral 
appointments;  and  from  1501.  lo  250/., 
and  300/.  a  year  lo  parish  priests.  When  j 
he  heard  it  objected  to  his  right  hon.  \ 
Friend  (Sir  R.  Peel)  in  the  other  House, ; 
at  the  present  day,  that  he  was  incon- 
eisieut  in  bringing  forward  the  Maynooth 
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grant  and  this  other  measure,  for  the 
founding  of  Colleges  in  Ireland,  after  his 
former  opposition  lo  the  Caiholic  claims, 
he  conld  not  forget  ihat  his  right  hon. 
Friend,  on  the  occasion  of  Lord  Francis 
Egerion's  Motion,  had  staled  in  answer  to 
a  question  raised  by  him  (Lord  Brougham), 
that  his  objeciion  to  the  measure  was 
twofold— first,  that  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  Roman  Caiholic  hierarchy  would 
be  pleasfd  with  il ;  but  yet  that'he  did 
not  rely  on  that  objeciion  so  much  as  on 
the  second,  which  was  ihe  main  objeciion, 
and  but  for  which  he  would  have  given 
his  support  lo  Ihe  Motion  ;  and  that  was, 
ihat  the  Catholic  question  had  not  been 
yet  carried.  "  If,"  said  he,  "  the  Caiho- 
lic question  had  been  carried,  the  case 
would  have  been  wholly  difTerent.  We 
are  beginning  at  the  wrong  end.  Let  ihe 
Caiholic  question  be  carried,  and  then  the 
Roman  Caiholic  hierarchy  may  be  pen* 
sioned."  Some  two  months  sgo,  when  he 
heard  the  clamour  which  had  been  raised 
against  his  right  hon.  Friend,  he  had  re- 
sort, in  order  to  satiify  himself  on  the 
point,  to  the  debates  for  ihe  period.  He 
had  compared  two  different  accounts  to- 
gether, and  the  result  was  the  slaiement 
which  he  had  just  made.  It  was  a  very 
great  mistake  to  suppose  that  by  such  a 
Bill  ihey  would  weaken  the  foundation  of 
their  Protestantism.  On  the  contrary,  his 
entire  and  full  persuasion  was,  that  the 
eilablished  religion  would  become  more 
secure  by  such  a  step.  He  well  remem- 
bered having  been  lold  by  a  noble  Friend 
of  his,  who  uas  now  present,  that  the  Into 
Lord  Ceslleieagh,  than  whom  no  man 
was  more  consistently  anxious  for  the  Ca- 
tholic qnestion,  had  always  treated  the 
repeal  of  the  penal  code,  end  the  necessity 
fur  endowing  the  Roman  Caiholic  clergy, 
~~  and  the  same  measure;   that  he 

ot  conceive  the  one  without  the 
other.     He  bad  this  statement  from  hia 
noble  Friend,  who — connected  as  he  had 
been  with  thai  noble  Lord  by  marriage — 
had  a  full  op|iortunity  of  knowing  his  sen- 
s  oil  the  subject,  and  he  had  seen  it 
staietl  also  by  the  Knight  of  Kerry 
pamphlet.     That  noble  Lord    had 
been  a  high  authority  on  the  subject ;  for 
no  man  could  be  more  attached   to  the 
F.stablishment,  or  to  the  necessity  of  con- 
tinuing   Protestant    ascendancy    in    the 
rounlry ;  and  no  roan  could  be  better  ac- 
quainted with  Ihe  priests,  as  well  as  the 
laity  of  Ireland.     When  he  found  such  an 
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authority,  aupported  as  it  wai  by  all  who 
had  most  profoundly  consulted  (he  na> 
tional  interests  of  the  Irish  Church  aod  of 
the  Irish  people,  he  thought  ss  IT  he  had 
found  a  rock  whereon  to  re«t  hit  case. 
The  nohle  Lotd  then  continued :—"  I 
can  cite  the  venerable  authority  of  the 
dead,  as  well  as  Hie  great  names  of  the 
living,  on  thU  point.  Ii  gives  me  paiO: 
but  at  the  same  time  a  melancholy  satis- 
facliuR,  that  I  am  to-night  bound  to  enrol 
among  that  illusrriout  class  who  liai 
paTted  from  amongst  Ui  one  wlio 
many  years  was  one  of  the  greatest 
ments  of  this  and  of  the  other  Ho 
Parliament.  And  if  among  the  clouds  of 
politiciil  controversy,  Biid  tlie  still  deniei 
mists  of  religious  differences,  I  may  bi 
permitted  to  pass  for  an  iiiBtant  loanothe] 
subject,  and  to  cast  my  eye  to  that  jlhis. 
triou)  name  '.hat  has  just  departed  from 
amongst  us,^  1  trust  my  feelings  will  be 
pardoned  for  taking  this  iirst  opjiortuniry 
that  has  offered  ol'  saying  that,  uliiiough  I 
lia»e  seen  many  men  of  powerful  mind- 
many  men  of  high,  unsullied  honour — 
many  men  of  pure  and  amiable  feelings 
and  disposition — yet  it  has  never  hap- 
pened to  me  to  know  of  these  ilifee  escel- 
iencies  being  found  in  such  combination 
as  in  the  person  of  my  illustrious  Friend 
who  has  now  paid  the  debt  of  nature,  and 
who,  from  that  happy  combinatior),  lived 
oulv  to  be  admired,  and  venernted,  and 
beloved.  He,  of  all  men,  held  this  opin- 
ion most  strongly,  most  consistently, 
and  for  it  m!ide  the  greatest  sacrifjces. 
To  give  libeny  to  Ireland,  by  eman- 
cipating the  Catholics — to  give  equal 
rights  to  our  fellow  subjects,  by  msking 
one  law  serve  for  the  poor  as  for  the 
rich  too — and  to  adopt  all  other  courses 
consequent  on  these  great  improvements 
which  would  make  that  country  no  longer 
the  scene  of  civil  faction  and  religious 
feud,  but  the  abode  of  peace,  and  of 
that  national  prosperity  to  which  her 
natural  resources  and  the  lalcnia  and 
the  virtues  of  her  people  enlille  Iiit; 
and  as  subseiviem  to  that  end,  to  take 
the  mischief  fiom  I'ne  bauds  of  the  mis- 
chief maker,  by  paying  the  clergy  by  a 
Slate  endowment — jiberally  to  endow  the 
Catholic  Chuicb — judiciouily,  but  liber- 
ally, was  one  of  the  most  favounie  objects 
of  the  life  of  ilie  statesman  whose  loss  we 
now  deplore.     It  has  been  i,\\A~Ulma- 

•  Eatl  Grey  died  on  the  ITtli  of  July! 


Ugnoi  Mtiarefaciam,  otiosot  reddam.  To 
make  them  no  longer  agitators  by  leaving 
them  nu  longer  a  grievance  about  which 
to  agitata — thit  wns  tha  doctrine  which 
he  held  through  life,  and  to  which  no 
man  of  any  parly  ever  made  greater  aac- 
ri6cei. 

The  Earl  of  Carnarvon  :  Having  given, 
on  a  very  recent  occasion,  my  uncompro- 
mising support  to  my  noble  Friends  on  the 
Treasury  Bench  on  a  great  question  of  re- 
ligious policy,  and  being  a  decided  advocate 
for  the  adoption  of  large  and  liberal  mea- 
sures towards  Ireland,  I  find  myself,  with 
pain,  compelled  to  oppose  the  Bill  which 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  have  just  intro- 
duced into  the  House.  I  quite  concur  in 
the  temperate  address  of  those  temperate 
and  enlightened,  calm  thinking,  and  con- 
siderate men,  whose  petition  from  tha  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  has  been  presented  by  my 
noble  Friend  who  has  just  sat  down  (the 
Eurl  of  Eldon).  Like  them  I  come  forward 
in  reluctant  but  decided  opposition  to  the 
present  measure.  I  quite  concur  iviih  them 
in  thinking,  that  interests  the  most  sacred 
are  endangered  by  this  Bill ;  they  feel,  in- 
deed, that,  with  this  conviction    on   their 


minds,  silence  would  !«  servility ;  and 
that,  when  weighed  in  the  balance,  tlieir 
natural  desire  to  support  the  Ministers  of 
the  Crown  most  nut  be  put  even  in  mo- 
mentary competition  with  what  they  con- 
ceivo  to  be  their  duty  to  their  country  and 
their  God.  And  I  am  sure,  my  Lords, 
that,  proceeding  from  men  influenced  by 
ill  feelings,  and  so  well  qualified  to  form 
nund  judgment  on  a  question  of  academi- 
cal instruction,  I  am  sure  that,  whetjicr 
or  not  your  Lordships  may  respond  to  th« 
prayer  nf  their  petition,  you  will  at  least 
give  it  all  the  weight  and  consideration 
it  deserves.  In  the  observations  which  may 
full  from  me  on  this  Bill,  my  noble  Frienda 
on  the  Treasury  Bench  must  be  well 
aware  that  I  am  not  actuated  by  any  feel- 
ig  of  general  Iiostility  towards  tlieir  Irisli 
policy.  Much  of  that  policy  I  approve, 
with  reference  to  the  measure  before 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  lake  one  view 
of  the  subject;  and  1,  in  common  with  your 
Otford  petitioners,  uke,  most  distinctly, 
another.  In  the  universal  ferment  of  the 
public  mind  for  and  against  Maynooth,  this 
Bill  did  not  at  first  attract  very  general 
attention  ;  at  first  it  slept  under  the  slta- 
luw  of  Maynooth,  hut  it  is,  in  mv  liuinUe 
ipioion,  a  question  of  fur  mightier  moment, 
rom  the  absence  of  those  elements  of  suc- 
cess which  usually  give  practical  effect  to 
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legidalive  meunrea,  from  tbe  undisguiied 
averdon  in  whiclntia  held  by  parties  the  most 
clissimitaT  ia  Ireland,  it  may  indeed  fuil  in 
theTesultsconieroplatedbyitaprojectorSiand 
be  alike  powerless  fui  good  or  for  evil ;  but  if 
lliis  measure  he  attended  by  what  my  noble 
Friend  on  the  Treasury  Bench  calls  success, 
if  it  attract  a  great  concourse  of  scholars,  I 
shall  then  regard  it  as  one  of  the  most  impor- 
tant measures  o\  domestic  jmlicy  which  has 
been  for  many  years  submitted  to  Parlia. 
ment ;  and  when  I  reflect  oii  the  probable 
consequences  resulting  from  the  determina- 
tion of  Government  lo  exclude  religious 
instruction  as  a  regulnr  part  of  their  sys- 
tem ;  when  I  think  of  the  direct  evil  of 
positive  religious  ignorance  which  maybe 
anticipated  from  this  mode  of  leaving  reli- 
gious instruction  to  adjust  itself  as  it  may, 
and  on  the  indirect  mischier  produced  by 
that  discredit  into  which  religious  in- 
Blruction  may  fall  iri  the  minds  of  peo- 
ple from  seeing  it  severed,  by  a  delib- 
erate act  of  the  Government,  from  ^^eculnr 
initruction,  the  one  required  the  other 
barely  tolerated ;  when  I  remember  that 
this  is  a  system  to  operate  upon  the  mid- 
dling classes,  upon  the  rising  generation 
and  future  strength  of  Ireland,  and  which, 
if  sanctioned  on  the  present  occasion,  may 
hereafier  he  introduced  into  our  oIJ  col- 
legiale  bodies,  perhaps  into  that  very  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford  which  has  to-night  sent 
up  its  prayer  against  this  Bill ;  why,  then, 
my  Lords,  when  I  ponder  on  all  these 
considerations,  I  feel  that  this  indeed  is  one 
of  the  most  important  measures  wc  have  ever 
had  \a  consider;  and  1  greatly  fear  that  if 
your  Lordships  permit  ibis  Bill  to  pass  into 
law  in  its  present  form,  yuu  will  have  dealt 
the  heaviest  blow  (hat  has  ever  yet  been 
struck  against  the  interests  of  religion  by 
a  British  Parliament.  In  a  religious 
point  of  view,  I  believe,  my  Lords,  that 
those  noble  Lords  who,  from  conscientious 
feelings,  were  opposed  to  the  Maynooth 
endowment,  and  those  who  were  friendly 
to  it,  sought  the  same  end,  though  by 
widely  different  means.  Noble  Lords  who 
were  opposed  to  that  measure  resisted  it  as 
calculated,  in  their  opinion,  to  impede  the 
advance  of  true  religious  knonledge  :  we. 
on  the  contrary,  who  voted  for  it,  felt  that 
we  were  advancing  truths,  intermixed  with 
error,  but  still  great  Christian  truths,  in 
the  only  way  in  which  they  could  be  prac- 
ticably introduced  among  a  Romnn  Catholic 
population.  They  in  their  opposition  to, 
wa  iu  our  advocacy  of  the  measure,  sin* 
Mrtly  felt  that  we  were  fighting  for  the 
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cause  of  religious  instruction;  but  in  the 
Bill  before  us,  we  disclaim  religious  in- 
struction of  any  kind,  as  a  necessaiy  part 
of  the  educational  course;  we  utterly  aban- 
don that  field  of  instruction  which  wo 
have  been  accustomed  from  our  cradles  to 
regard  as  the  most  essential  to  the  welfare 
of  man  in  his  position  here,  and  with 
reference  to  hia  views  hereafter.  Let  us 
consider,  ray  Lords,  a  Htlle,  the  tendencies 
and  prnvisiona  of  this  Dili.  At  what  age 
will  youths  be  admitted  into  these  Colleges  p 
At  the  age  of  fifteen,  or  sixteen,  or  seven- 
teen, at  latest,  I  suppose ;  for  my  nohio 
Friends  have  given  us  nn  very  exact  in- 
formation on  this  point.  Well,  my  Lords, 
from  this  early  period  of  existence,  as  far 
as  the  fundamental  laws  of  the  Colleges 
prescribe,  religious  instruction  may  be  to 
them  a  sealed  page;  habitsnf  attendanceon 
divine  worship  which,  if  not  embraced  in 
early  life,  are  seldom  taken  up  in  the  huai- 
nens  and  muUi])lied  avocations  of  after 
years,  are  either  entirely  dispensed  with, 
or  left  to  the  option  of  the  youth  himself, 
at  a  time  of  life  when  he  generally  con- 
sults the  inclination  of  the  hour,  and  is 
incapable  of  deciding  with  judgment  on 
moral  points.  I  cannot  call  this  a  Christian 
measure  of  education.  You  cannot,  in- 
deed, force  a  man  to  be  a  Christian  ;  but 
you  are  bound  to  instruct  him  in  the 
Christian  faith  at  that  tender  age,  when 
you  arc  commanded  to  "  train  him  in  the 
way  in  which  he  should  go."  Religion 
disowned,  or,  at  least,  unlionoured  by  the 
State,  will  be  too  often  utterly  neglected 
by  the  scholar ;  and  he  will  leave  these 
Colleges  stored,  perhaps,  with  every  spe- 
cies of  knowledge,  hut  that  which 
teachei  a  man  how  to  live,  ond  hnw  to  die. 
An  accurate  knowledge  of  the  Scriptures 
— an  accurate  knowledge  of  the  external 
and  internal  evidences  on  which  our  faith 
depends,  cannot  be  really  obtained  without 
much  labour  and  investigation  ;  and  is  it 
likely  that  in  the  race  for  those  secular 
honours  which  you  are  about  to  establish, 
in  the  struggle  for  pre-eminence  between 
youthful  competitors,  which,  if  the  Col- 
leges grow  into  importance,  will  become 
keener  and  keener ;  is  it  likely,  that  in  the 
midst  of  the  stringent  examinations  you 
have  announced  your  intention  to  institute; 
ia  it  likely,  I  say,  that  under  all  these  cir- 
cumstances the  student  will  pause  long  on 
that  species  of  instruction,  which  you  per- 
mit indeed  but  do  not  exact;  which  does 
nut  forward  him  one  jot  in  the  eager  race 
he  is  running ;  which  eonduces  to  no  imnie* 
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would  leave  the  religioua  education  of  hii 
child  a  matter  of  conjectuie  and  of  hope, 
and  not,  as  far  as  he  could  assure  it,  of 
moral  certainty  f  We  are  told  that  reli- 
gious instruction  is  conferred  on  our  chil- 
dren at  public  schools,  not  by  divinity  lec- 
tures, but  by  placing  them  under  some  re- 
ligious man  as  a  tutor,  and  are  asked  why 
nia;  not  a  similar  course  be  pursued  in  iheflc 
institutions  ?  My  Lords,  there  is  no  analogy 
whatever  in  the  two  cases.  Almost  every 
tutor  at  our  great  public  schools,  at  least  at 
those  with  whic!)  1  am  acquainted,  is  a 
clergyman  of  the  Established  Church  ;  and 
now  that  the  public  eye  is  so  much  directed 
to  nur  public  seminaries,  the  tutors  are  ge- 
neral!}- chosen  from  men  not  only  of  con^ 
sidentbte  attainments  but  of  known  piety, 
and  whose  attention  has  often  been  for 
years  directed  to  religious  subjects.  But  in 
the  Colleges  proposed,  where  the  tutors  will 
be  chosen  without  any  reference  to  reli- 
gious qualiRcations,  what  certainty  can  a 
parent  have,  that  a  single  professor  may 
be  found,  to  whom  he  can  entrust  the 
religious  education  of  his  child  with  any 
degree  of  certainty  that  it  will  be  really 
and  eornestly  inculcated?  At  Oxford  — 
with    Cambridge    [    am   less  acquainted 

—  but  at  Oxford  certainly,  at  Eton 
under  Dr.  Hawtrcy,  and  at  Winchester 
under     Dr.     Barter    and     Dr.     Moberly 

—  religious  instruction  has  greatly  im- 
proved within  the  last  few  years ;  but 
there,  the  ministers  of  the  Established 
Church  fill  the  different  posts  of  instruc- 
tion. At  Eton  there  are  seventeen  tutors, 
men  not  only  learned,  but  enlightened  up 
to  the  general  knowledge  of  the  day,  and, 
in  my  humble  opinion,  to  the  incalculable 
advantage  of  the  youth  committed  to  their 
charge,  ministers  of  the  Established  Church. 
Where  such  is  the  prevailing  system,  a  re- 
ligious spirit  becomes  necessarily  mixed  up, 
to  a  certain  extent,  witli  the  studies,  and 
still  more  with  the  intercourse,  which 
takes  place  between  the  tutor  and  pupil ; 
and  thus,  religious  impressions,  which  arc 
quite  as  efficacious  in  determining  the  fu- 
ture bent  of  mind  as  religious  knowledge 
itself,  become  habitually  and  almost  Un- 
consciously picked  up  by  the  pupil.  But 
where  religious  opinion  is  no  quulilication 
for  the  post  of  instruction,  and  no  security 
is  given  that  theprofesBOrs  be  not  complete- 
ly latitudinarian,  mere  scientiRc  worldly 
knowledge  is  just  as  often  opposed,  as  it  is 
favourable,  to  the  growth  of  a  religious 
spirit.  Let  it  not,  however,  be  supposed, 
from  what  I  have  juit  observed,  that  relt- 


diate  results;  which  leads  to  no  immediate 
distinction  ;  and  which,  however  valuable, 
has  not  that  kind  of  value  which  youth 
readily  appreciates.  If  religious  and  se- 
cular instruction  be  thus  dissevered,  the 
advance  of  the  one  must  necessarily  be  in- 
jurious to  the  progress  of  the  other.  By 
the  plan  now  proposed,  we  afford  every 
possible  incitement  for  the  acquisition  of 
secular  knowledge ;  we  hold  imt  no  one 
inducement  to  the  attainment  of  that 
which  is  reli^ous.  This  is  a  false  position 
for  any  Government  to  take  up,  or  for  any 
educational  institution  to  occupy  in  a  Chris- 
tian country.  My  noble  Friend  the  Sec- 
retary for  the  Colonies,  has  advened  to 
Oxford.  Far  different  is  the  case  at  that 
University.  Religious  knowledge  is  there 
essential  to  the  attainment  of  a  degree; 
and,  therefore,  in  the  course  of  study  pur- 
sued by  the  undergraduate,  religious  and 
secular  instruction  advance  part  patiu,  and 
work  harmoniously  for  the  general  good 
of  the  scholar.  My  noble  Friend  has 
stated  that  every  facility  will  he  afforded 
by  the  Government,  and  has  argued  as  if 
religious  endowments  instituted  by  indivi- 
dutds  must  necessarily  take  place.  Years, 
however,  may  elapse,  before  these  endow- 
ments are  made,  and  I  do  not  feel  secure 
that  they  may  be  ever  made  at  all ;  but 
granting  that  there  is  a  prospect— granting 
even  that  a  high  probability  exists  that 
such  endowments  will  he  founded,  can  it 
be  right  to  leave  so  grave  a  matter,  so 
great  an  interest,  to  the  hazard  of  the  die  ? 
I  shall  consider  it,  my  Lords,  a  deep  re- 
proach to  this  House,  if  a  single  year  ruU 
over  our  heads,  and  religion  be  untaught  in 
any  academical  institution  founded  by  the 
State.  Facilities  have  existed  for  establish- 
ing private  endowments  at  Maynooth  for 
fifty  years ;  but  I  believe  this  power  has 
never  been  eietcised,  with  the  solitary  ex- 
ception of  the  Dunboyne  appointment. 
What  then  has  taken  place  at  Maynooth, 
may  well  again  occur  at  these  new  institu- 
tions. 1  cannot  think  that  a  measure 
which  assures  no  religious  discipline,  which 
leaves  attendance  on  divine  worship  con- 
tingent on  the  enactment  of  by-laws,  and 
even  the  opportunity  of  acquiring  religious 
instruction  on  the  charity  of  individuals, 
can  be  right  in  an  institution  founded  by 
the  State.  I  think,  that  if  a  Government 
actually  interferes  with  the  education  of 
the  country,  it  should  stand,  as  far  as  it  can 
possibly  do  so,  not  only  toco  pnrentit,  but 
in  the  place  of  the  most  judicious  and  soli- 
citous parent  i  and  what  solicitous  parent 
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gion  at  Eton  ii  ottXy  indi 
have  a  ion  at  that  flourishing  establish- 
ment,  and  he  regularly  attends  hii  tutor's  * 
religioui  esamioations.  The  most  objection- 
able feature  of  this  Bi]l  wilb  respect  to  the 
education  of  our  youth  in  the  new  Col- 
lies, hng  reference  to  the  node  in  which 
it  totally  dinetrers  them  from  the  estab- 
lished clergy  of  the  country.  To  the  su- 
perinlendence  of  that  clergy  over  the  youth 
of  the  country,  and  to  the  discipline  car- 
ried on  under  their  auspices,  do  I  attribute, 
in  a  great  measure,  that  steady  priocipje, 
and  tempered  manliness  of  thought  and 
character,  which  are  so  frequently  percep- 
tible in  men  brought  up  at  our  public 
tchooli  and  Univenitiee,  and  which  pre- 
aentt  so  strong  a  contrast  to  that  ext^gera- 
tion  of  opinion  and  of  conduct  which  marks 
so  large  a  portion  of  the  foreign  collegiate 
youth.  But,  my  Lards,  this  influence,  this 
salutary  infli^ence  of  the  clergy,  has  no 
place  under  this  Bill ;  no  Prelate  or  ecclesi- 
astical superior  will  be  called  upon  to  exer- 
cise a  judgment,  or  even  to  have  a  voice  in 
the  nomination  or  removal  of  the  professors. 
["  No  !  "]  A  noble  Friend  oear  me  dis- 
Mnls ;  but  I  tay  there  is  no  such  provi- 
sion in  the  Bill;  and,  consequently,  there 
exists  not  a  shadow  of  reason  for  supposing 
that  their  opinions  will  be  called  for  with 
reference  to  those  appointments;  nor  will 
there  be  any  chaplains  to  instruct  the  oiind 
of  youth  in  the  Holy  Word;  nor  any  disci- 
pline to  enforce  attendance  upon  public 
worship,  and  to  train  up  the  young  student 
in  virtuous  and  regular  habits ;  nor  any 
theological  professor  to  lead  the  mind  into 
a  course  of  serious  investigation;  nor 
any  examinations  to  ascertain,  that  re- 
ligious instruction,  if  ind^d  any  reli- 
gious doctrines,  by  any  fortunate  chance, 
be  ever  broached  within  those  walls,  is 
duly  acquired.  My  Lords,  that  close 
amnexion  between  the  clergy  and  the  edu- 
cation of  the  youth  of  this  country  which 
has  made  our  gentry  the  first  gentlemen  in 
the  world,  because  they  are  the  first  in 
principle,  and  has  gone  far  in  rendering  the 
people  of  this  kingdom  not  only  great  but 
good,  is  proscribed  by  the  Bill  before  us; 
and  the  influence  of  the  Church  of  Eng- 
land, and  the  spirit  of  religion,  will  be 
alike  e»tinci— nay  not  extioct— for  it  will 
never  have  even  a  momentary  existence 
io  these  Irish  Colleges  about  to  be  es- 
(ablished  by  the  Ministers  of  the  Crown. 
1  am  not  insensible  to  the  difficulties  which 
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iih  reference 
to  this  question  ;  but  I  regret,  deeply  re- 
gret the  mode  in  which  they  have  abruptly 
cut,  and  not  attempted  to  unravel  ihe  Gor- 
dian  knot.  I  agree  with  my  noble  Friends 
on  the  Treasury  Bench,  that  if  religious 
instruction  is  to  be  administered  within 
these  Colleges  to  members  of  the  Estab- 
lished  Church,  it  must  also  be  admin- 
istered to  others  not  of  that  faith  ;  but 
this  principle  has  been  acted  upon  over  and 
over  again  :  and  1  think  it  is  mther  strange 
to  cootend  at  this  time  of  day,  when  we 
have  admitted  Roman  Catholic  chaplains 
into  our  gaols  and  wotkhouses,  concurrent- 
ly with  Protestant  ministers,  and  without 
experiendng  any  inconvenient  results — it 
seems  strange  to  contend  that  we  should 
refuse  to  admit  any  chaplains  at  all  for  the 
instruction  of  their  youth  and  of  ours, 
in  places  of  education,  where  1  should 
have  thought  their  services  would  have 
been  required.  {_"  Oh,  oh."]  My  noble 
Friend  near  me  need  not  ba  alarmed.  I 
am  not  about  to  enter  upon  the  delicate 
question  of  concurrent  endowments ;  such 
a  proposition  would,  I  know,  be  very 
displeasing  to  many  of  your  Lordships, 
and,  if  adopted  at  the  present  moment, 
might  involve  the  Government  in  diffi- 
culties which  no  friend  would  wish  to 
impose  upon  them.  But  might  no  middle 
course  be  steered,  which  would  deliver  the 
Government  and  the  Legislature  from  an 
embarrassment  of  this  kind,  and  would  yet 
relieve  the  measure  from  the  odium  under 
which  it  now  labours,  and  justly  labours,  of 
being  opposed  to  the  religious  feelings  of 
every  party  in  the  country.  Why  should 
not  my  noble  Friends  consent  to  the  enact- 
ment of  a  clause  which  should  prevent  the 
reception  of  scholars  in  these  Colleges,  till 
private  endowments  have  been  instituted, 
Bufticient  to  assure  the  public  mind  that 
religious  end  secular  instruction  shall  not 
be  dissociated  in  these  Irish  Colleges?  This 
proviso  would  not  disturb  or  disarrange  the 
machinery  of  your  Bill ;  and  if  you  really 
are  of  opinion,  as  you  say  you  are,  that  pri- 
vate benefactions  will  ultimately  take  place 
under  this  system,  would  not  such  a  deter- 
mination, adopted  by  you  the  Minisers  of 
the  Crown,  act  as  a  stimulus,  and  hasten 
the  period  of  these  endowments?  If  en- 
lightened men  attach  the  importance  which 
you  say  they  do  to  the  industrial  and  sci- 
entific knowledge  to  be  communicated  at 
these  Colleges,  will  they  not  combine,  in- 
dependently even  of  religious  considera- 
tions, and  subscribe  that  amount  of  fundi 
2  C  ,  -  I 


CoBeget 
which  may  he  required  1 


{LORDS} 


(/rebxd). 


773 


religious  foundatioDt,  ai  Uie  oulj 
of  bringing  the  Colleges  themselvei  into 
earlv  operation?  I  shall  aiibmit  no  cut 
and  dried  plan  to  jour  Lordihipa,  because 
1  know  well,  that  at  this  late  period  of  the 
SesMon  at  which  this  Bill  has  been  brought 
up  tous,at  this  the  eleventh  hour  of  tbemea- 
■ure,  and  in  the  present  state  of  the  House, 
and  temper  of  men's  minds,  no  prospect 
would  exist  of  carrjing  such  an  extennve 
modification ;  but  what  is  impossible  for  an 
individual  ia  eatj  to  a  Govemnient.  I 
know  1  maj  be  asbed  a  thousand  [Questions: 
with  what  amount  of  priTale  benefactions 
I  would  he  satisfied  ;  where  would  I  drew 
my  line;  what  classes  of  sectarians  would 
I  admit.  I  will  not  enter  upon  such  a 
fruitful  field  of  controTersy,  if  there  is  no 
hope  that  any  proposition  of  the  natuie  to 
which  J  ha*e  adverted  will  be  entertained  ; 
hut  this  I  wi]I  say,  that,  to  the  fair  and 
manly  eye  of  common  sense,  a  reasonable 
line  of  demarcation  would  appear — by  no 
means  removing  all  Inconveniences,  not 
unattended  by  difficulties  either  in  prin- 
dple  or  in  practice — but  which  jet 
would  satisfy  the  minds  of  just  thinking 
and  considerate  men,  that,  in  a  somewliat 
difficult  position.  Her  Majesty's  Ministers 
had  done  their  best  to  obviate  the  scruples 
and  meet  the  wishes  of  earnest  minded 
men,  aad  to  efface  from  this  measure  that 
which,  say  what  you  please,  will  be  con- 
sidered a  blot,  an  irreparable  and  deadlj 
blot,  alike  by  the  Protestants  of  England, 
and  the  Roman  Catholics  of  Ireland.  If 
it  be  argued  that  my  prupoiitioo  would 
indefinitely  postpone  the  opening  of  the 
Colleges,  why  then,  I  say,  that  if,  under 
the  influence  of  such  a  stimulus,  private 
endowments  are  not  instituted  to  the  de- 
sired extent,  we  have  the  gravest  reason  to 
apprehend  that,  without  any  such  impel- 
ling motive,  the  benefactions  will  be  small 
indeed,  or  none  at  all ;  and  then  we  are 
brought  at  once  to  that  frishtful  admis- 
sion, that  education  b  likely  to  be  con- 
ducted in  the  Irish  Colleges  without  any 
admixture  of  religion.  Education,  my 
Lords,  ill  regulated,  is  tike  the  giant  made 
by  man  in  the  faicy  tale — fatal  to  those 
who  have  called  it  into  existence ;  but  by 
impregnating  it  with  the  heavenly  spark, 
with  ^at  which  purifies  all  it  lights  upon, 
nil  langit  quod  non  ornal,  joU  make  the 
monster  not  only  harmless  but  beneficial, 
and  as  available  for  good  as  for  great  pur< 
poses.  I  duubt  whether  my  proposition 
would  entail  any  delay  ;  but  if  such  were 


ettablisb  the ,  the  result.  I  do  not  think  ih&t  a  little  de- 


lay would  prejndice  the  cuiae  ;  a  little  d 
lay  in  your  proceedings  may  posnbly  as- 
auage  the  angry  feeling  prevalent  amtaig 
Irishmen,  and  will  at  least  show  that  jmi 
respect  their  honest,  even  if  jou  condder 
them,  which  I  do  not,  miataken  viewa. 
If,  in  addition  to  these  arrangements,  your 
Lordships  would  decide  that  the  authori- 
ties of  their  own  respective  faitbi  ihould 
have  power  to  require  the  attendance  of 
tlieir  youth  at  their  respective  places  of 
worship ;  if  a  certificate  to  abow  that  every 
pupil  had  made  due  progress  in  his  religi- 
ous studies  under  his  awn  religious  in-* 
Btructor  were  considered  essential  to  the  at- 
tainment of  honours  at  an  examination, 
and  to  the  conferring  of  a  degree,  1  believe 
the  susfHcioni  of  all  parties  would  be  dis- 
armed ;  1  believe  the  Bill  would  be  then 
approved  of  bj  good  and  considerate  men  ; 
I  believe  it  would  be  no  longer  a  measure 
of  irritation  and  well-founded  distrust, 
but,  on  the  contrary,  of  love,  condliatiim, 
and  peace.  I 'am  not  insensible  to  the 
argument  raised  by  some  high-minded 
men  against  the  propriety  of  taking  any 
step  which  may  have  the  effect  of  appear- 
ing to  sanction  different,  and  to  some  ex- 
tent contradictory,  systems  of  faith  ;  still, 
my  Lords,  I  feel  tliat  within  certain  limits 
a  Chriatian  should  bend  to  circunataoces 
for  ihe  general  good  of  the  Cbristiaa 
cause;  and  where  vital  truth  is  to  be 
found,  even  if  it  he  encrusted  with  ernir,  it 
is  our  duty,  if  we  have  no  power  to  substi- 
tute a  better  system — it  is  our  duty  to  en- 
courage, not  to  withhold,  the  religion 
which  may  save,  because  it  may  be  in  our 
opinion  tempered  with  some  or  even  with 
much  of  alloy.  My  noble  Friend  the  Sec- 
retary for  the  Colonies  has  endeavoured 
to  impress  upon  your  Lordships,  that  the 
establishment  of  profeasorB  of  different  per- 
suasions must  necessarily  engender  intermi- 
nable strife  and  confumon.  I  am  not  goin^ 
my  Lords,  to  argue  on  the  present  occaidon 
in  favour  of  concurrent  endowments.  This, 
I  have  already  observed,  hut  I  must  pause 
to  ask,  whether  these  assertions  of  my  noble 
Friend  can  be  borne  out  by  experience? 
I  have  heard  that  in  Vienna,  a  capital 
situated  in  the  midst  of  a  Roman  Catholic 
population,  devotedly  attached  tothe  Romaa 
Catholic  faith,  there  is  a  Protestant  theolo- 
gical chair;  and  vet  that  Austrian  inalitu* 
tion  is  haraioed  by  no  religious  dissensions ; 
in  Bohn  and  other  towns  in  Germany,  the 
professors  of  different  persuasions  inculcate 
their  different  faiths  without  any  iQconve- 
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nient  retulth  Ii  my  noble  Friend,  who 
waa  so  lonf;  Chief  Secretary  in  Ireland, 
prepared  to  declare  that  Ireland  \»  the  only 
country  in  which  the  professors  of  the  dif- 
ferent religions  cannot  live  in  peace  ?  But 
facts,  my  Lords,  and  not  analogy  alune, 
disprove  the  reasoning  of  my  noble  Friend. 
Why,  at  this  moment,  if  I  mistake  not 
greatly,  there  are  two  sets  of  professors  in 
the  Belfast  Institution  maintaining  dif- 
ferent creeds,  and  both  are  salaried  by  the 
Government,  and  yet  the  institution  is  not 
disturbed  by  their  feuds.  My  noble  Friends 
do  not  contradict  me.  I  am,  therefure,  cor- 
rect in  my  statement.  The  positions  nf 
my  noble  Friend  on  this  point  are  utterly 
untenable.  Again,  when  my  noble  Friend 
dilates  upon  the  dissatisfaction  and  endless 
strife  which  would  result  from  the  estab- 
lishment of  professors  of  different  faiths  in 
the  same  institution,  does  he  forget  that  if 
the  expectations  of  the  Government  be 
realized,  if  professors  of  diSerent  faiths  be 
placed  by  private  endowments  in  the  dif- 
ferent chairs,  as  they  raaiotain  will  be  the 
case,  does  he  forget  that  the  controversial 
spirit  he  dreads  so  much,  and  which  would 
he  necessarily  engendered  in  his  opinion 
by  conflicting  religious  endowments,  would 
be  the  natural  and  certain  result  of  the 
Ministerial  scheme  itself,  of  which  he  is 
one  of  the  authors  and  promoters.  Or 
will  he  maintain  that  greater  harmony  is 
likely  to  prevail  amoug  professors  of  dif- 
fering creeds  established  by  private  bene- 
factions, than  among  men  appointed  by  the 
Government,  and  grateful  for  that  appoint- 
ment. What,  then,  is  the  value  of  this 
si^uuent  of  my  noble  Friend,  with  refer- 
ence  to  the  danger  of  controversy  P  an 
argument  which  has  been  used  to-night  to 
justify  our  placing  religion  under  a  positive 
ban  and  sentence  of  excommunication.  My 
noble  Friend  casts  his  own  arguments  to 
the  winds.  He  has  argued  to-night  on 
tbe  jpolicy  of  establishing  instituiiuns  in 
which  the  education  of  Roman  Catholic 
and  Protestant  may  be  conjointly  carried 
on.  Separate  institutions,  we  are  told, 
would  prevent  the  growth  of  that  happy 
intercourse  between  Roman  Catholic  and 
Proteitant,  which,  formed  in  the  golden 
days  of  early  life,  so  greatly  tend  to  eradi- 
cate the  prejudices  resulting  from  differ- 
ence of  religious  belief.  There  is,  unques- 
tionably, weight  in  this  argument,  and  I 
for  one  do  not  believe  thai  these  advan- 
tages need  be  foregone;  io  my  humble  judg- 
ment, a  blending  of  the  youth  is  not  in- 
Gompstible  with  goad  religious  instruction 


for  both ;  but  if  it  really  be  incompatible,  u 
you  maintain,  why  then  separate  institu- 
tions, ivhicb  would  enable  both  parties  to 
carry  their  own  religious  views  into  com- 
plete effect,  are  surely  preferable  to  \he 
abandonment  of  all  religious  instruction  by 
the  State ;  are  surely  preferable,  even  with- 
out reference  to  those  higher  consideration! 
which  should  have  weight  with  your 
Lordships  are  preferable,  even  in  a  hard 
dry-politic  point  of  view,  to  that  storm 
of  Irish  unpopularity  which  has  already 
burst  upon  these  institutions  yet  in  embryo 
—institutions  whose  only  hope  of  success  de- 
pends on  their  cordial  reception  by  the  peo* 
pie  among  whom  they  are  planted.  Sepa- 
rate institutions  .io  not  involve  unjust  as- 
cendancy, and  it  is  ilib  which  galls  the 
Irish  mind,  and  of  this  you  should  eradi- 
cute  every  vestige  in  your  legislation.  But 
when  my  noble  Friend  expatiates  on  the 
harmony  which  is  likely  to  arise  from  thii 
measure,  what  credit  can  we  give  to  hit 
anticipations  ?  Are  the  signs  of  the  times 
in  accordance  with  bis  prophecy  ?  The 
clergy  of  this  country  are  generally  op- 
posed to  the  Bill.  The  Representatives  of 
the  University  of  Oxford  have  voted  against 
it.  Is  It  probable  that  the  clergy  of  the 
Ivstablished  Church  in  Ireland,  which  dis- 
likes the  National  Board  because  it  only 
gives  extracts  from  Scripture,  will  regard 
with  favour  a  system  which  teaches  no 
Scripture  at  alL  Mr.  O'Connell,  the  leader 
of  the  Roman  Catholic  masses,  is  utterly 
hostile  to  it ;  [he  most  influential  of  the 
Irish  Members  have  denounced  it,  and  the 
Roman  Catholic  prelates  have  declared  it 
injurious  to  the  faith  and  morals  of  their 
youth.  Do  yuu  think,  my  Lords,  that  the 
priesthood  of  Ireland,  whose  influence  you 
have  yourselves  admitted  to  be  essential  to 
the  pacification  of  Ireland,  whose  opinion 
is  literally  law  with  millions,  do  you  think 
they  will  regard  with  satisfaction  a  mea- 
sure condemned  by  those  with  whom  they 
are  in  the  habit  of  acting,  and  to  whom 
they  look  u|>  with  reverence  and  affection? 
and  can  you  believe  that  without  their 
co-oi)cration  these  institutions  are  likely  to 
take  root  among  the  Roman  Catholic  popu- 
lation of  that  country  ?  By  the  measure  of 
Maynooth  you  conciliated,  by  this  Bill  you 
may  alienate,  the  power  that  influences 
millions.  By  this  Bill  we  shall  probably 
neutralize  the  good  effects  nf  our  recent 
policy,  and  undo  with  our  left  hand  what 
we  have  just  done  with  our  right.  For 
what  conceivable  object  shall  we  force 
reluctant  parties  in  Ireland  to  accept; 
2C2 
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tt  s  great  cost  that  tvhlch  you  may  call  respects,  materially  from  us.  I  conrar, 
k  boon,  but  which  they  stigmatize  as  however,  with  my  noble  Friend  in  think- 
ft  curse  upon  their  country.  I  believe  ing,  that  the  chairs  of  anatomy  and  gt^higy 
tbi^  measure  will  either  prove  an  utter  mav  be  safely  occupied  by  Roman  Catholic 
failure,  or  another  bitter  source  of  discord  or  Protestant  professors;  but  I  think  it  of 
in  that  sufficiently  distracted  country,  immense  importance  that  those  chair*  should 
'IVhen  you  see  men  of  such  different  par-  i  be  filled  bj  men  of  Christian  views,  becauM 
ties  concurring  in  one  common  denancia-  there  are  no  sciences,  particularly  that  of 
tion  of  the  measure  ;  when  you  see  on  the  geology,  which,  if  treated  in  an  artful  and 
Protestant  side  of  the  question  such  names  unfriendly  spirit,  can  be  made  more  eanlj- 
as  those  of  the  Members  of  tbe  University  1  subservient  to  the  purpose  of  shatting  the 
of  Oxford,  and  those  appended  to  the  peti-  ]  faith  of  inexperienced  youth ;  and  when  it 
tion  which  my  noble  Friend  has  to-night  is  triumphantly  contended  that  some  doubt- 
presented  to  the  House;  and  on  the  Roman  ;  ing  geological  allusion  can  scarcely  shake  ft 
Catholic  side  of  the  question  such  names  :  man  s  welUfounded  faith,  your  Lordshlpt 
as  some  of  those  who  appear  adverse  to  the  must  remember,  that  you  are  subjecting  to 
Bill  among  the  Roman  Catholic  hierarchy ;  this  ordeal  youths  in  the  first  dawn  of 
men  who  last  year  stood  manfully  by  Her  .  manhood,  of  whom  by  far  the  greater  num- 
Majesty's  Ministers,  and  braved  much  ob-  I  her  will  never  have  applied  their  minds 
loquy  in  their  behalf  in  endeavouring  to  :  for  five  minutes  together  to  any  conseca- 
carry  out  the  provisions  of  that  excellent  |  tive  train  of  thought,  on  any  serious  or  spe» 
measure  the  Charitable  Bequests  Bill  ;  ;  culative  subjects,  during  the  whole  course  of 
when  you  see  this,  all  this,  my  Lords,  have  I  their  previous  lives.  My  noble  Friend  bfts 
you  not  some  suspicion  that  opposition  !  aslied  us  whether  we  will  cling  to  tbe  sy>- 
from  such  varied  and  honourable  sources  ;  tem  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge  in  compel- 
would  not  have  arisen,  unless  this  Bill  bad  ling  the  adoption  of  tests?  He  has  sp«d- 
been  utterly  distasteful  to  the  feelings  of  fically  alluded  to  tests  as  applied  to  profet- 
religious  men  of  every  party,  and  pregnant    sors,  and  tests  as  applied  to  students. 


;  interests  of  all  reli- 
gion? My  noble  Friend  has  adverted  in  | 
terms  of  unnecessary  censure  to  a  memorial , 


that  it  is  of  more  importance  tc 
tain  that  the  student,  during  his  residence 
the  College,  has  become  grounded  in  the 


recently  issued  by  the  Roman  Catholic  j  great  truths  of  his  faith,  than  to  make  bin 
Prelates  of  Ireland.  They  may  be  mistaken  ]  state  at  his  matriculation  what  he  exactly 
on  one  or  two  points ;  but  are  they  so  very  .  believes  to  be  true  ;  but  with  reference  to 
wrong  in  all  their  positions  ?  Are  they  so  '  professors,  the  test  has  this  undoubted  ad. 
very  wrong  in  believing  that  on  many  I  vantage,  that  it  prevents  a  man  from  openly 
subjects  the  professors   of  one   persuasion  I  teaching  that  which  is  in  opposition  to  his 


cannot  safely  instruct    the   youth  of 
other?     Take,    for   instance,  the  depart- 
ment of   history )     Would   not  the    re- 
ligious faith  of  the  professor,  in  nineteen  !  upon 
instances  out  of  twenty,  affect  his  general  i  gent 
course  of  instruction — give   even,   s 
times,  an   undue  colouring  to  facts, 
trench   pretty  strongly,  at  particular  pe 
riods,  on  the  confines  of  that  very  religiou 
instruction  which  you  so  deeply  deprecate 


short,  from  endeavouring  to  sub- 
the  doctrine  he  has  sworn  to  observe. 
But  mynoble  Friends  have  felt  It  incumbent 
refuse  that  test,  little  itrin- 
_  which  was  proposed  is  ano- 

ther place  as  an  amendment  on  this  Bill, 
id  I  end  which  simply  required  the  professors 
2-  I  to  declare  the  Holy  Scriptures  to  contain, 
IS  ;  in    their  opinion,  the   revealed  Word  of 
God.     It  has  been  to-night  asserted,  thai 


Is  it  likely  that  the  most  influential  event    the  power  of  appointing  tiie  professors  and 
In  mo:1erii  history — the  mighty  movement    removing  them   by  the  aulhority  of  the 


of  the  Reformation— with  all  its  importE 
chain  of  consequences,  would  he  viewed  in 
the  same  light,  or  treated  in  the  same  spi- 
rit, by  the  Roman  Catliolic  and  the  Pro- 
testant professor?  The  very  supposition 
appears  to  me  to  be  founded  on  a  belief 
that  the  instructor  of  youth  shall  be  devoid 
of  all  religious  impressions — which  God 
forbid  in  any  institution  foudned  by  the 
State.  Agiiin,  on  subjects  of  moral  philo- 
sophy the  Roman  Catholics  differ,  in  eome 


Crown,  obviates  the  danger  of  improuec 
nominations,  and  renders  the  imposilura 
of  tests  unnecessary.  Now,  my  Lords,  I 
believe  that  my  noble  Friends  will  endea- 
vour to  select  as  professors  men  of  moral 
and  religious  character  ;  and  I  trust  they 
will  pursue  this  course,  not  only  because 
the  eye  of  the  country  is  upon  them,  but 
from  better  and  higher  motives.  !Jtill,  I 
cannot  look  upon  this  part  of  the  question, 
with  any  reference  to  my  noble  Ftiends  an 
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tbix  nde,  ot  with  aay  referance  to  my 
noble  Friends  on  that  side  of  the  House. 
In  8  matter  of  this  mBgnttude,  I  must  look 
to  the  prindple  itself,  1  must  took  to  the 
case  of  garernineau  yet  unboni ;  and 
when  we  remember  the  extent  to  which 
Governments  ate  pressed  on  the  nilfject 
of  patronage  and  appointment,  and  tbe 
temptation  under  whirh  thej  naturally  la- 
bour rather  to  favour  those  who  support 
them  politically,  than  to  listen  to  the 
claims  of  abstract  merit;  when  we  re- 
member how  little  time  a  Minister,  ab- 
sorbed by  the  pressing  duties  of  the  mo- 
ment, can  devote  to  ascertain  those  dis- 
tinetioiu  and  niceties  of  character  upon 
which  so  much  of  educational  success  de- 
pends—I cannot  bring  myself  to  believe, 
ihat  the  power  of  nomination  and  removal 
by  the  Crown,  without  the  recommenda- 
tion or  sanction  of  any  eccleriastical  board, 
afibrds  any  permanent  security  whatever 
against  imprcmer  doctrines  being  taught, 
or,  what  is  far  more  difficult  to  guard 
against,  being  insinuated  with  fatal  effect 
from  those  chairs— a  very  possible  evil, 
an  evil  which  has  prevailed  lo  a  great  ex- 
tent in  the  Foreign  Universities,  and  to 
which  my  noble  Friends  did  not  seem 
■Itc^ther  insensible,  when  they  contended 
not  a  week  ago,  against  tbe  abrogation  of 
tbe  Scotch  tests.  My  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  who  spoke  third  in  tbe  debate, 
advened  in  considerable  detail  tn  tbe  Lon- 
don University.  He  observed,  that  tbe 
prindple  about  to  be  adopted  in  the  Irish 
CoUegei,  i*  that  which  preraiis  in  the 
London  University ;  and  from  this  circum- 
sunce  he  argues  success.  As  it  is  not  es- 
•ential  to  the  matter  before  us,  I  will  not 
enter  into  a  question  so  delicate  as  that 
of  tbe  success  or  failure  of  this  University 
in  «  reUgious  point  of  view ;  but  I  must 
remind  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  that, 
although  University  College  may  enjoy 
tbe  same  glorious  exemption  from  religious 
thraldom  as  that  which  is  to  be  conferred 
nn  these  Irish  institutions,  still  in  my  hum- 
ble opinion  the  parallel  does  not  hold  ;  be- 
cause University  College  was  founded  on 
the  principle,  that,  after  the  labours  of  (he 
day,  the  pupils  would  return  to  their  fa- 
milies there  to  receive  religious  instruction. 
But  in  the  Irish  Colleges  the  pupils  will 
by  no  means  invariabw  come  fnim  the 
towns  in  which  the  Colleges  ore  situated, 
but  often  from  a  considerable  distance  i 
and  therefore  cannot  return  in  tbe  even- 
ing to  receive  the  benefit  of  parental  in- 
struction.   But  I  carry  the  matter  furihei 


than  my  noble  and  learned  Friend ;  fur- 
ther than  many  of  your  Lordships ;  and 
further,  much  further,  than  the  Ministers 
of  the  Crown.  I  think  that  if  a  Govem< 
ment  founds  an  educational  institution, 
it  entails  upon  itself  by  that  very  act,  re- 
sponubilities  of  tbe  gravest  kind,  and 
duties  which  it  cannot  delegate.  1  can- 
not acquiesce  in  tbe  principle  which  baa 
been  laid  down,  and  almost  admitted,  that 
when  tbe  parents  of  the  pupils  are  living 
in  the  towns  where  the  Colleges  are  sitn- 
ated,  it  is  unnecessary  to  afford  that  por- 
tion of  the  youth  reli^us  instruction 
within  the  walls  of  the  institution.  L 
wholly  dissent  from  this  view ;  parents 
may  be  irreligious  or  indifferent ;  or,  ab- 
sorbed by  various  avocations,  may  refrain 
from  giving  up  sufficient  time  to  the  reli- 
gious instruction  of  their  children.  Many 
too  naturally  well-disposed  may  be  utterly 
disqualified  by  tbfir  own  early  education 
and  habits  of  mind,  from  administering  re- 
ligious instruction  on  any  thing  like  a 
sound  and  definite  basis.  I  think,  my 
Lords,  that  when  a  Government  founds  an 
educational  institution,  it  engages,  as  far  aa 
human  imperfecrion  can  engage  for  the 
future,  to  remedy  to  tbe  best  of  its  abiliiy 
all  those  irregularities  of  circumstance  and 
position  which  bear  hardly  on  the  indi- 
vidual memb^s  of  that  common  family 
of  children  which  it  admits  to  the 
benefits  of  a  common  education ;  and  ai 
it  gives  tbe  best  secular  instruction  to  the 
child  who  cannot  obtain  it  under  the  pa- 
ternal roof,  so  it  should  make  up  to  the 
offspring  ufincspable  Or  irreligious  parent^ 
that  which  is  not  bis  own  fault,  but  tbe 
misfortune  of  his  birth.  I  think  a  Co- 
vemment  is  bound  to  act  upon  these  prin- 
ciples in  founding  great  educational  institu- 
tions— for  such  these  are.  These  are  not 
merely  lecture  rooms  which  you  are  about 
to  establish,  but  a  system  affecting  the 
whole  of  the  sister  island,  involving  ex- 
aminations, honours,  ultimately  degrees,  and 
all  tbe  incidents  of  a  University  system  ; 
and  yet  you  deliberately  propose  to  exclude 
religion — that  which  in  aCbristian  country 
should  be  the  moving  principle,  the  sun 
and  centre  of  your  system.  Theee  institu- 
tions are,  I  suppose,  intended  fur  tbe  public 
good  ;  and  we  cannot  more  e&ctually  pro- 
mote the  public  weal,  than  by  training  up 
our  population  in  habits  of  religious  disci- 
pline and  faith,  or  more  prejudicially  affect 
it,  than  by  neglectiog  sucb  precauiions-  Let 
me  turn  your  atteniioo,  my  Lords,  for  a 
moment  inim  domestic  matters.     Let  me 
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direct  yonr  attention  for  an  instant  to  the 
■tutcof  the  University  in  France.  I  do  not 
mean  to  saj  that  any  close  parallel  can  be 
inBlituted  between  the  state  of  society  in 
Ireland  and  in  France.  Oa  ihe  contrary 
the  circumstances  of  the  two  people  are  in 
many  respects  widely  difssimilar ;  still  the 
actual  condition  of  the  French  University 
has  a  direct  bearing  on  the  present  question, 
because  it  shows  the  fearful  consequences 
vhich  may  be  induced  by  the  esistence  of 
academical  institutions  from  which  religion 
is  practically  banished  by  the  State,  Here 
you  have,  indeed,  a  glorious  example  of  in- 
stitutions and  authorities  utterly  divested 
of  religious  prepossessions  and  restrictions. 
However  prejudicial  this  state  of  things  in 
the  French  University,  it  was  in  harmony 
with  public  feeling,  while  France  was 
■lumbering  in  the  night  of  utier  infidelity ; 
but  within  the  la.st  year,  and  most  especi- 
ally within  the  last  Iwo  years,  a  prodigious 
reaction  has  taken  place  in  the  public  mind ; 
in  the  provincial  towns  churches  are  now 
crowded,  which  were  deserted  a  few  years 
ago;  even  at  Paris  at  Notre  Dame,  on 
Easter  Day  alone,  3,000  communicants 
gathered  round  the  altar;  two  or  three  years 
ago  the  number  oa  such  occasions  was  in- 
considerable indeed.  And  this  returning 
spirit  of  religion  in  France  has  engaged  the 
Cburchinastruggle.inevitableon  their  part, 
with  the  University  ;  a  9tru(;g1e  which  will 
probably  involve  the  Government,  at  no  dis- 
tant ilav,  in  difficulties  nf  a  very  serious  kind. 
The  religious  party  in  France,  fast  growing 
in  num'^irs  and  importance,  complain,  and 
with  truth,  that  no  young  man  can  pass 
through  the  University  without  imminent 
danger  of  losing  every  principle  of  Chris- 
tian faith  which  he  may  have  imbibed  at 
home.  The  irreligious  state  of  the  Uni- 
Tersity  retards  the  revival  of  temperate  and 
practical  religion  in  France;  and  perhaps,  on 
theother  hand,  favours  the  progress  of  those 
Ultramontane  principles  which  your  Lord- 
■hips  dread  so  much,  because  religions  men 
compelled  to  choose  between  positive  infi- 
delity and  perhaps  too  much  belief,  range 
themselves  in  a  strengthening  phalanx  m 
the  Jesuits,  against  a  University  which  sys- 
tematically corrupts  their  youth,  anda  Go< 
vemment  which, however  mild  inits general 
policy,  in  this  respect  grievously  oppresses 
their  consciences.  Look,  my  Lords,  at  th( 
astounding  spectacle  of  no  less  than  fifi} 
Bishops  of  the  Gullican  Church,  men  menj 
of  them  of  high  and  spotless  character,  ap- 
pointed not  by  the  Pope,  but  by  the  King 
yet  Dow  arrayed  in  open  opposition  to  his 
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Government,  supported  by  their  clergy,  and 
by  an  increasing  number  of  the  laity,  all 
protesting  solemnly  against  that  place  of 
education  as  pregnant  with  utter  ruin  to  the 
youth  entrusted  to  their  charge;  that  Uni- 
versity founded  on  the  very  same  principles 
on  which  we  are  preparing  to  establish  the 
Irish  Colleges.  Shall  we  commit  the  same 
fault  with  such  a  warning  example  before 
our  eyes  i  shall  we,  with  this  experience 
staring  us  in  the  face,  build  up  institutions 
□n  similar  principles — institutions  calcu- 
lated to  poison  the  stream  of  knowledge  at 
the  fountain-head,  and  to  make,  or  at  least 
run  an  imminent  risk  of  making,  the 
rising  generation  and  future  manhood  of 
the  cotmtry  insensible  to  those  great  truths 
which  have  made  our  people  not  only  the 
most  powerful,  but  the  most  respected  in 
the  world.  My  noble  Friend  has  obterred 
that  the  state  of  religious  opinion  and  re- 
ligious parties  in  Ireland  renders  it  impos- 
sible to  introduce  into  that  country  the 
same  system  of  religious  instruction  which 
may  be  expedient  in  the  older  Univenitiea 
of  England  ;  but  if  it  be  true  that  great 
differences  in  the  social  condition  of  the 
two  countries  prevent  the  adoption  of 
the  same  system,  was  it  therefore  ne- 
cessary to  reject,  in  the  concoction  of  this 
scheme,  every  principle  of  a,  religious  ten- 
dency, and  to  oppose  every  amendment  that 
might  have  invested  the  Bill  before  us  with 
a  really  religious  character.  Propositions 
have  been  made  in  anolherplace,  which  would 
have  greatly  mitigated  my  objections  to 
this  Bill,  had  they  received  the  assent  of 
His  Majesty's  Ministers.  Had  the  Go- 
vemmen  t  sanctioned  the  proposition  broo^t 
forward  by  my  noble  Friend  (Lord  Mahon), 
with  his  usual  ability,  thai  the  theological 
chairs  should  be  supported  by  lecture  fees, 
without  calling  on  the  Stale  for  payment : 
if  the  Government  would  have  agreed  to 
an  amendment  made  by  an  eminent  indi- 
vidual, that  the  halli  for  religious  instruc- 
tion should  be  built  out  of  the  public 
money  ;  had  it  also  been  determined  that 
cha;)laiDs  should  be  appointed,  and  that  the 
list  of  visitors  should  include  the  names  of 
I  he  ecclesiastical  authorities  of  the  district 
— this  Bill  would  have  been,  in  my  humble 
opinion,  divested  of  many  of  its  gravest 
objections.  My  noble  Friend  has  taunt- 
ingly adverted  to  the  system  pursued  at 
the  Universily  of  Oxford  in  our  younger 
days,  and  has  asked  whether  indeed  it 
worked  so  well  that  we  should  give  it  an 
undoubted  preference  over  that  pursued  at 
Edinburgh,  where,  I  believe,  no  religious 
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iostniction  is  enforced  at  kU.  Unquei- 
tionabljr  at  tbe  time  to  which  he  adTciCi, 
leligious  itutruction  at  Oxford  was  pnc- 
tically  in  a  ybtj  defective  stale,  although 
an  efficicDt  remedr  haa  been  nnce  applied 
to  the  evil;  and  yet  an  inference  leenu  to 
'  be  drawn,  that  becauH  the  ajitem  was 
defective  al  that  time,  there  can  be  no  great 
haim  in  now  omiitiog  alt(^ther  religious 
in.itmciion  in  the  new  Colleges.  My  Lords, 
this  u  the  most  extraordinarj  poution  it  has 
ever  been  mj  lot  to  hear  laid  down.  If  I 
adopted  this  atiain  of  argument  with  re- 
apect  to  secular  instruction,  what  would 
you  ny  ? — if  I  reminded  your  lordships  that 
in  the  time  of  Gibbon,  young  men  lounged 
all  the  livelong  day  up  and  down  High- 
street,  ueTer  opened  a  book,  <a  called  into 
useful  exerdae  a  angle  faculty  which  God 
had  ^ven  them ;  if  1  reminded  your  Lord- 
ahipi  of  thii  undoubted  stale  of  things, 
and  then  observed,  this  was  the  slate  of 
■eculac  iaatruction  at  that  time;  our  fathers 
grew  up  under  that  system,  and  why 
should  it  not  suit  as  welt  the  generation  of 
the  present  day  in  the  Irish  Colleges }  if  I 
said  this,  would  not  your  lArdshipn  ask  me 
in  what  visionary  train  of  thought  I  had 
been  indulging — whether  I  really  conceived 
that  the  world  had  Stood  siill  since  that 
time,  that  1  could  imagine  it  possible 
eograft  the  comparative  ignorance,  or  i 
ther  the  indifference  to  the  acquisition  of 
knowledge  which  then  prevailed  on  the 
light,  and  science,  and  information  of  the 
present  buny  age  ?  I  ask  my  noble  Friends 
a  similar  question.  There  has  sprung  up 
in  men's  minds  within  the  lost  few  years 
as  great  a  difference  of  feeling 
of  religious  as  of  secular  import.  Shall 
secular  instruction,  then,  be  pushed  to  its 
utmost  verge,  and  religious  education  be 
alone  neglected? — that  initruction  which 
can  alone  give  real  value  to  secular  know- 
ledge— that  which  is  the  keystone  to  the 
arch— that  without  which  you  may  stimu- 
late the  intellect,  but  cannot  regulate  it; 
that  without  which  you  may  make  clever, 
bittcannotmakegoodciiiaensi — shall  this  be 
altogether  stationary  when  every  other  spe- 
cies of  instruction  is  rapidly  progressive. 
.  The  complaint  is,  that,  some  years  ago, 
religious  discipline  and  instruction  were 
not  sufficiently  enforced  at  Oxford;  but 
in  this  Bill,  religion  has  not  an  autho- 
riied  habitation  or  a  name.  The  defective 
state  of  religious  education  at  Oxford,  some 
years  ago,  was  not  so  much  attributable  to 
inherent  faults  in  the  system,  as  to  that 
.  genanl  deaduess  to  religious  matters,  pro- 
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duced  by  many  causes  connected  with  the 
history  and  social  state  of  the  country ; 
causes  which  weighed  down  the  public 
mind  during  the  greater  part  of  the  lost 
century,  but  which  the  nation  has  at  length, 
to  a  great  extent,  shaken  off.  The  regula- 
tions which  required  attendance  on  religi- 
ous worship — which  established  divinity 
lectures — which  enjoined  religious  examin- 
ations— which,  in  short,  connected  religion 
directly  with  the  instruction  of  youth, 
were,  even  then,  in  existence  at  Oiford, 
though  feebly  enforced ;  a  state  of  things, 
resulting  from  that  universal  relaxation  of 
opinion  on  religious  matters,  which  per- 
vaded the  entire  nation,  and  also  the  Uni- 
versities ;  for  bodies  of  men,  however  dis- 
tinguished, are  still  hut  men,  and  acted 
upon,  more  or  less,  by  the  feelings  which 
sway  the  rest  of  the  community.  Still,  my 
Lords,  the  foundation  of  all  that  was 
originally  right  and  good,  remained— the 
framework  was  in  existence —  the  ma- 
chinery  was  entire ;  it  only  required  an 
external  impulse  —  it  only  required  the 
revival  of  a  more  religious  feeling  in  the 
country  to  set  that  machinery  again  in 
action,  and  bring  forth  the  happiest  results  ; 
hut  here  we  have  do  authorised  system  of 
religious  poliQr  to  work  upon  and  improve. 
At  present,  my  Ixirds,  attendance  on  reli- 
gious worship  is  strictly  enforced  at  Ox- 
ford:  undergraduates,  from  the  period  of 
their  matriculation,  uniformly  attend  their 
t  utor's  dirinitylectures.whetherintendedfor 
holy  orders  or  not.  They  are  examined  in 
the  Thirty-nine  Articles — in  the  Four  Gos- 
pels— in  the  Acts  also — and  in  the  inter- 
nal and  external  Evidences  of  our  Faith, 
without  which  no  man's  religious  educa- 
tion can  be  tolerably  complete ;  as  he  who 
cannot  assign  a  reason  for  the  faith  that 
s  in  him,  may  huve  his  best  hopes  de- 
itroyed  by  any  specious  train  of  argument- 
Will  any  nohle  Lord  maintain,  that  re- 
quirements such  as  these,  are  too  great  for 
the  education  of  our  Protestant  youth,  in 
educational  Institution  founded  by  the 
State?  Can  we  conscientiously  consent  to 
forego,  for  the  Protestant  youth  of  the 
sister  country,  that  amount  of  religious 
instruction  which  we  think  essential  to  the 
education  of  the  Protestant  youth  of  Engr 
land?  The  Roman  Catholic  prelates  have 
declared,  that  such  a  system  is  absolutely 
insufficient  for  the  religious  instruction  of 
their  youth.  1  ask  my  right  rev.  Friends, 
whether  we  can  conscientiously  adopt  a 
lower  standard  for  ours  ?  Can  we,  in  these 
days  of  advanced  knowledge  and  experi- 


783  ColUget  {LORDS} 

ence,  consdentiouslr  anut  in  building  up 
Insiitutions  framed,  not  on  the  model  of 
tho^e  elder  Unirersiliea,  which  bare  been 
■ucceraful  to  so  great  an  extent  in 
own  counlrf,  but  on  that  of  the  French 
UniverMtv,  which  propagatei  the  worst 
of  religious  errora,  the  atoence  of  all 
ligioui  opinion ;  and  which  is  produt 
cousequences  which  may,  at  no  distant 
period,  convulse  society  in  every  part  of 
the  kingdom  }  I  do  not  impute  to  the 
Ministers  of  the  Ciown  any  hostility  (< 
religion.  No  one  will  suspect  my  nobli 
Friend,  the  noble  Duke,  who  bat  devoted  a 
long  and  glorious  life  to  the  service  of  bis 
country,  in  the  field  and  in  the  Cabinet,  of 
harbouring  any  feeling  against  the  religion 
of  his  country.  My  noble  Friend  the  Seo- 
reiary  for  the  Colonies  has  never  been 
considered  indifferent  to  leKgious  consid- 
erations ;  Ktill  of  this  I  am  conTinced, 
that  if  this  measure  pass  into  law,  the 
public  will  not  eauly  believe,  that  either 
the  Government  or  the  Parliament  an 
animated  by  a  real  wish  to  protect  reli^on : 
and  as  far  as  any  legislative  enactment 
can  have  that  effect,  this  measure  will  tend 
to  discourage  that  anxious  wish  to 
tend  religious  instruction,  which  has  now 
fur  some  years  past  been  prevalent)  not 
only  amot)g  those  circles  Id  which  your 
Lordships  move,  but  among  the  middling 
cliiaae»— an  anxiety  which  hu  been  grad- 
ually superiieiUng  the  coldness  of  the  de- 
parted age — which  has  been  slowly  but 
lurely  gathering  strength  from  one  end  of 
the  country  to  the  other— and  which,  I 
trust  in  God,  may  not  receive  a  fatal 
check  from  the  vote  to  which,  I  fear,  your 
Ifordships  are  about  to  come  to-night. 
Deeply  impressed  with  the  evils  of  the 
course  which  we  are  pursuing,  1  feel  it 
my  bounden,  though  painful,  duty  to 
move,  that  the  Bill  before  ui  be  read  this 
day  nx  months. 

The  Marquess  of  Latudoione  would 
confine  his  obiervaitons  lo  a  itaiemeot  of 
nhsl  parts  of  the  Bill  be  approved  of,  and 
in  what  respects  he  disapproved  of  it.  The 
Bill  must  be  considered  as  containing 
three  distinct  principles.  The  first  was 
one  which  had  long  been  recognised  by 
their  Lordships,  namely,  the  necetsliy  for 
beitowing  an  education  upon  the  people 
at  large.  The  second  principle  was  a  ne> 
cetfsry  result  of  the  fimt,  namely,  the  ne- 
cessiiy  for  proportioning  the  education 
provided  for  the  people  at  large,  so  as  to 
'uit  it  lo  the  condition  of  all  the  clasies  of 
people.    The  third  priaciple  iiiTOhed 
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in  (be  Bill  was,  the  ettablishmcBt  of  such 
a  system  of  education  as  ahould  render  it 
acceptable  to  persons  of  every  diff'ttrent 
form  of  religion  in  the  land  where  it  waa 
lo  be  founded,  and  likewise  such  a  ayitem 
as  should  remove  the  snares  and  sturabliog- 
blocks  which  would  preveot  conacieotiout 
persons  from  taking  advantage  of  the  be- 
nefits of  instruction  which  the  Bill  might 
offer  (o  them.     Their  Lordship*  had  loog 
since  adopted  the  principle  of  giving  an 
education  to  the  people  at  laige;  and  the 
Bill  before  the  House  proposed  for  (be  first 
time  to  adapt  that  education  to  the  wants 
of  persons  of  the  middle  station  of  life, 
who   previously    had  been    totally  over- 
looked in  the  educutioa  schemes  of  tbe 
Government ;   the  whole  allention  of  the 
Board   of  Education   of  Ireland   having 
been  directed  towards  the  humbler  work- 
ig  claaies  in  Ireland.  There  was  a  demand 
for  means  of  education  being  afforded  to 
middle  classes  of  persons  (here,  which 
demand  was  not  made  by  the  laity  alone, 
which  the  clergy  joined  to  a  very 
considerable  fxtent.     These  two  classea 
united  in  calling  upon  the  Government  to 
make  some  provision  for  the  better  educa- 
of  persons  in  the  middle  ranks  of  life, 
by  the  foundation  of  scholarBhips,  and  the 
establishment  of  Colleges  or  insiitutioos 
where  Instruction  in  the  higher  branches 
of  learning  could  be  offered  at  a  moderate 
cost,  and  of  a  superior  quality.     Tbe  ob- 
ject  which  the  Bill  was  expressly  devised 
lo  achieve,  was  that  which  he  had  just 
iscribed.     But  he  would  beg  to  ask  tbe 
ible  Earl  who  badjust  sat  down,  whether 
I  thought  the  meaaure  would  prove  of 
ly  beneSt  whatever  to  Ireland,  if  it  were 
to  be  confined  exclusively  to  peraons  of 
one  form  of  religious  belief?  Would  any 
person  proFesting  other  religioua   beliaf, 
apply  for  instruction  or  admtstiott  to  iba 
College*  which  should  be  inaiitoted  under 
the  Bill,  if  they  found  that  their  form  of 
faith  was  discountenanced  at  tfaoae  Col. 
leges?    The   Bill,   a*  originally    framed, 
made  no  provision  whatever  for  religions 
ioitructlonintbeCollegiateEstablishmeDU 
which  were  to  be  formed  under  it.     Est, 
consequence  of  what  had  occurred  dtu- 
f  its  progteis  in  auotherplace,  an  aliera- 
m    bad   been  agreed  to,  and  provision 
made  in  it  for  hall*  and  leetere  rooms, 
theological  lecture*  might  be  givau 
to  (bote  ttudeni*  who  were  disposed  to 
attend  to  such  a  course  of  instruction. 
There  were,  ho  admitted,  sotne  diflkalties 
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in  the  wa;  of  the  meature— the  principal 
of  which  was  Uie  appointment  nf  the  pro- 
reHoti  being  T«ited  in  the  Crown.  He 
thoaght  that  if  ihis  poster  continued  to  be 
■o  vetted,  it  nonld  at  no  very  distant 
period  become  a  mere  appendage  to  the 
palioaaKe  of  a  Minister,  and  consequently 
the  prafetiorshipi  would  degenerate  into 
mere  sinecure  piacea,  tilled,  not  by  com- 
petent penont,  but  by  men  uho  hud 
claim*  on  the  Minister  of  the  day  ;  and  the 
consequence  would  be  that  the  CoUefic 
would  fall  into  discredit  and  be  abandoned. 
He  did  not  abject  to  the  Crown  having  the 
power  of  making  the  first  nominations 
der  the  Bill;  because  ht;  thought  that 
power  would  be  carefully  and  judiciously 
exercised.  He  saw,  however,  with  plea- 
sure that  this  power  was  limited  to  a 
period  of  short  duration  i  and  he  trusted, 
when  that  period  had  elapsed,  the  Govern- 
ment  would  see  the  propriety  of  conhding 
the  appointments  to  the  proresaotBhi|ii 
■ome  competent  and  responsible  body 
the  Board  or  Education  in  Ireland,  for 
instance,  which  being  composed  i 
Roman  Catholic  and  Proteaiant 
and  of  Presbyterian  clergymen,  was  well 
calculated  to  act  impartially  in  the  matter. 
There  wac  another  fault  in  the  Dill  which 
(bowed  him  that  it  was  in  an  incomplrie 
Biate,  and  one  which  required,  and  he  did 
not  doubt  would  have,  future  altetaiioii  -. 
be  meant  Ihe  want  of  aorae  connexion 
between  the  four  Collegei  which  were  to 
be  CBlabliahed,  by  which  they  would  con- 
■tilute  and  form  of  themselves  an  Uni- 
varsity.  The  iirong  religious  opinions  in 
the  various  parts  of  Ireland,  which  diT- 
fered  so  widely  from  each  other  tn  the 
north  and  in  the  louih,  would  have  a  cor. 
responding  effect  upon  the  Colleges  which 
should  be  eatabliihed  in  those  various  dis- 
tricts, and  lesd  ultimately  to  rivalry,  and 
to  diiseniioD,  hurtful  [o  the  whole  estab- 
lishment, and  which  could  only  be  obvi- 
ated by  collecting  all  the  Colleges  under 
one  farm  of  discipline,  and  subjecting 
them  10  the  rule  of  a  University,  He  wa« 
fully  aware  of  the  difficulty  or  establishing 
an  Alma  Mater  which  should  gather  all 
the  newly  created  Colleges  under  her  au- 
thority. He  knew,  also,  the  diOicuhy  of 
making  Trinity  College,  Dublin,  such  a 
University,  and  of  endowing  it  proportion- 
ately to  Ihe  claim  of  the  new  Colleges; 
but  if  thote  diSiculiies  weie,  upon  exami- 
DBtion,  found  to  be  iatuperable,  he  saw 
no  objeclion  to  the  creation  of  a  ceatral 
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University  out  of  Dublin,  and  of  giving 
thai  University  the  power  of  conferring 
degrees;  placing  nil  ihe  Colleges  under 
an  uniform  system  of  discipline,  to  be 
established  and  enforced  by  such  Uni- 
veruiiy.  It  would  not  be  a  College  of 
itself:  hut  would  merely  constitute  a  focus, 
or  become  the  represenlaiive  of  the  four 
Colleges;  and  he  thought  such  an  addi- 
tion would  be  a  moat  salutary  change  in 
the  Bill.  Having  thus  exprested  his  sen- 
timents, and  shoivn  in  what  parts  he 
approved  of  the  raeaturei  and  wherein  he 
disapproved  of  it,  he  should  conclude  by 
expressing  his  intention  of  voting  for  the 
second  teadiiig. 

Loid  Cliford  said,  that  had  he  had  the 
good  fortune  to  have  attracted  iheir  Lord- 
shi[is'  allenlion,  as  he  wished,  three  hour* 
previously,  he  should  only  have  expressed 
ipecting  the  measure 
:iich  the  noble  Mar- 
spoLen  had  uttered 
uch  dignity  and  propriety  of 
expression;  and  to  which  he  gave  an 
Buthoiity  as  great  as  that  which  they  would 
have  derived  from  any  other  Peer  in  their 
Lordships'  House.  He  begged  also  to 
thank  the  noble  Lord  (Stanley)  for  the 
mode  in  which  he  had  brouglit  ihe  Bill 
forward;  and  he  should,  upon  the  noble 
Lord's  own  showing,  have  felt  disposed  to 
arquiesee  in  it,  even  had  he  not  been  cor- 
roborated in  his  views  by  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Marquees,  The  artful  repre- 
sentations which  bad  been  so  sedulously 
and  SI)  perieveringly  spread  throughout 
Ireland,  that  t>ie  people  and  Government 
of  England  were  filled  with  hostile  feel- 
ings towards  the  people  of  Ireland,  were 
wholly  and  totally  false.  He  pronounced 
them  to  be  false  from  his  own  observation 
of  what  the  true  senlimenis  of  the  English 
nation  were;  and  the  people  of  Ireland 
had  taken  a  far  wiser  and  better  course  by 
looking  up  to  the  Government  and  to  the 
English  people  for  justice  and  equal  rights, 
tbaii  they  would  have  done  had  they  turned 
to  those  who  look  upon  themselves  to  be 
their  counsellors  and  guides.  He  put  it 
to  the  noble  £^arl  opposite  (the  Earl  of 
Carnarvon)  whether,  after  the  suggestions 
:h  had  been  thrown  out,  he  thought  it 
Id  tend  to  ihe  public  interest,  and  to 
pacification  of  Ireland,  lo  persist  in 
the  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read 
that  day  three  months  ?J 

Lord  Beaumont  said :  I  shall  not  tres- 
pass for  any  length  of  tine  on  your  Lord- 
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•hipi'  iddDtgence,  u  1  neither  intend  to    him    from 


{Ireland). 


taking  a  larger  view  of  this 
imitate  the  example  of  the  noble  Earl,  who  queilion;  but  I  mutt  remiod  the  noble 
introduced   a   long  polemical  diicuition    Lord,  that  Ibe  arguments  he  uied  irere  as 


I  to  foll( 

B  argument  | 
00  the  policy  of  an  endowment  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  priesthood  in  Ireland  ;  for 
Iconress  I  could leenoconneiion  between 
the  gnbject  now  before  the  House,  and  the 
religious  topics  dwelt  on  at  such  length  by 
the  noble  Earl,  tinlesa  the  noble  Earl 
intended  to  prove,  by  practically  showing 
in  hia  own  person  the  inconvenience  which 
arises  from  giving  way  to  sectarian  leal 
and  indulging  in  religious  controversy, 
the  wisdom  and  sound  policy  of  the  Go- 
Temment,  in  excluding  from  ibeir  plan  of 
education  all  theological  professorships.  I 
most  likewise  own,  that  the  question  of 
Bii  endowment  for  the  Catholic  clergy, 
introduced  by  the  noble  and  learned  Lord, 
seems  to  me  to  be  equally  foreign  to  the 
Bill  now  before  your  Lordahipi,  as  the 
polemical  discourse  of  the  noble  Earl  who 
preceded  bim.  I  am  relieved,  also,  from 
any  necessity  of  dwelling  on  those  details 
of  the  Bill  which  seem  to  require  some 
farther  consideration  ;  as  the  otMervation* 
made  by  the  noble  Marquess  who  spoke 
last  but  one  embody,  in  a  more  for- 
cible and  effective  manner  than  1  should 
express  myself,  the  opinion  I  entertain  of 
the  necessity  of  affiliating  these  three 
Colleges  to  one  Uoiversity  ;  hut  although 
the  subject  has  been  nearly  exhausted  by 
noble  Lords  who  have  preceded  me,  1  am 
not  content  to  remain  altogether  silent, 
but  am  aoxions  to  express  in  words,  as 
well  as  by  my  vote,  my  unquBli6ed  ap- 
proval of  the  measure.  My  approval  is 
not  founded  merely  on  what  I  may  call 
the  narrow  ground  taken  by  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Stanley)  in  the  early 
portioD  of  the  speech  with  which  be  in- 
troduced the  measure,  namely,  its  peculiar 
appropriateness  to  the  present  state  of  Ire- 
land, bnton  the  broad  principle  ilcontains, 
which  is  alike  sound  and  true  in  England 
and  Scotland,  as  in  Ireland — 1  mean  (he 
abandonment  of  all  religious  tests,  and 
the  remoral,  by  mixed  education,  of  those 
aeetariin  distinctions  and  differences  which 
must  be  fostered  by  separate  establish- 
ments for  each  denomination.  I  blame 
not  the  noble  Lord  for  taking  this  narrow 
gronnd  ;fnr  I  am  aware  that  the  connexion 
of  the  noble  Lord  with  the  Government, 
awl  the  recent  conduct  of  the  Government 
in  itapect  to  Scotch  Uorreniliea,  preclude 


applicable  to  England  as  to  Ireland  ;  i 
if  he  founds  his  justification  of  the  present 
measure  on  the  great  diversity  of  religions 
opinions  and  persussions  in  Ireland,  be 
will  soon  find  the  selfeame  argument  ap- 
plied with  greater  force,  and  more  reason, 
to  the  case  of  England  and  Scotland.  It 
is  true,  as  the  noble  Lord  stated,  that  in 
Ireland  there  are  four  distinct  denomina- 
tion*, namely,  the  Presbyterian,  the  (Uni- 
tarian, the  Roman  Catholic,  and  the 
Church  of  England  :  but  in  England 
there  arc  not  only  these  four  leading  de- 
nominations, but  an  infinite  number  of 
other  less  numerous,  but  equally  distinct 
sects.  The  same  remark  is  applicable  to 
all  the  Free  Slatea  of  Europe;  the  time 
has  gone  by  when  exclusive  education  can 
be  maintained  in  any  of  the  great  coun- 
tries which  are  desirous  of  encouraging 
learning  and  science,  I  will  go  so  far  as 
to  say,  that  when  the  establishments  for 
purposes  of  educsiion  are  maintained  out 
of  the  public  funds,  to  which  all  denomi- 
nations alike  contribute,  the  Government 
has  no  moral  right  to  impose  a  religious 
test  on  its  subjects  who  wish  to  profit  by 
them.  I  say  you  have  no  right  to  close 
the  door  of  your  Colleges  against  the 
youth  who  seeks  to  enter,  till  you  have 
forced  from  him  a  confession  of  his  faith  ; 
nor  to  stop  the  itudentwhoisatcending  the 
steps  that  lead  to  the  temple  ot  science, 
and  say  to  him,  "  Sir,  what  is  your  reli- 
t;ion  !  Are  yon  a  Trinitarian,  or  a  Unt. 
larian— are  you  a  Catholic,  or  a  Proiea- 
lantp"  The  galea  of  the  College  should 
he  open  to  all;  at  all  contribute  to  aop- 
port  it.  My  noble  Friend  near  me  seemed 
to  mistake  the  subject  altogether,  when 
he  supposed  the  question  merely  affecied 
the  Catholics,  and  considered  it  as  one  on 
which  the  Catholic  bisfaopa  alone  ought  to 
be  consulted:  the  question  is  of  general 
education,  and  one  which  conccros  the 
laity,  and  not  the  priesthood.  It  is  for 
the  benefit  of  the  former  that  the  meaauie 
ii  introduced  ;  and  noble  Lords  are  mis- 
taken if  they  imagine  that  the  opposition 
of  the  Catholic  hierarchy  is  caused  by  the 
omission  of  theological  profesBorsbips  io 
the  intended  Colleges  ;  the  purport  of 
their  memorial  was  not  to  have  chaira  of 
theology  established  in  the  Colleges,  but 
10  preserve  in  their  own  hands  a  control 
over  the  teaching  and    profesiora  of  all 


789  Colleget 

the  icienees  ;  they  wish  lo 


{JWLT  21} 


laintBii)  their 
monopoly  of  learning,  and  condemn  Iny 
profcsiori,  or  profeuors  appointed  by  lay- 
tnen.  Their  objection  ii  b  very  diiferent 
one  rrom  that  lakeD  by  my  noble  Friend 
(ibe  EhfI  of  Carnarvon).  My  noble  Friend 
ii  cODtenicd  to  leave  aslronomy,  anatomy, 
geology,  &c.,  in  the  hands  of  lay  profei- 
9on,  but  complaint  of  ihe  want  of  a  chair 
for  religiouR  teaching,  and  alludes  to  the 
German  UniverEiiiei  ai  examples  to  be 
followed  upon  that  head.  Let  ut  contider 
what  really  ii  lh«  propo*ition  or  the  noble 
Earl,  nhen  he  wishei  to  establish  a  chair 
for  teaching  religion.     The  duty  of  (uch  a 

KrofeMor  would  be  not  to  preach  pariicu- 
ir  doctrine*,  or  inculcate  one  particular 
creed,  but  he  would  have  to  diacuii  the 
polity  of  each  form  of  faith,  enter  into  the 
mechaniim  (if  1  roay  so  call  it)  of  difier- 
cnt  religions,  lead  the  mind  to  investigate, 
perhaps  to  doubt;  hit  lectures  might  be 
instructive,  but  would  scarcely  effect  the 
object  ihe  noble  Earl  seems  to  have  at 
heart.  Let  meaik  my  noble  Friend  if  he 
is  aware  what  are  the  discourses  which 
proceed  from  the  chain  of  theology  in 
German  Universities,  and  who  are  the 
professors  who  have  filled  them  ?  Is  he 
ready  to  recommend  le&chert,  tinch  as 
Strauss,  and  other  deep  but  sceptical 
icholars,  who  have  filled  chairs  in  Ger- 
man Uuiversities,  but  whose  works  are  at 
variance  with  the  opinions  whicli  I  am 
■lire  my  noble  Friend  most  religiously  en- 
tertains? Great  ■■  is  ihe  npposition  to 
the  measure  on  the  part  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy,  it  would  have  been 
•till  greater,  had  the  Government  followed 
the  suggestion  of  the  noble  Earl,  and  pro- 
posed cliairs  of  religion  nn  the  principle  of 
(he  Germsn  Universities.  There  are  many 
other  points  to  which,  at  an  earlier  hour 
of  the  eveniog,  I  would  have  alluded ;  but, 
■t  the  present  advanced  period  of  the 
night,  i  wilt  be  content  with  repeating  my 
unqualified  approbation  of  the  measure. 

The  Bishop  of  Nonoich  could  not  allow 
this  great  question  to  pass  with  merely  a 
silent  vole  on  his  part.  He  had  come  to 
the  House  that  evening  with  considerable 
hesitation  as  to  the  manner  in  which  he 
should  give  his  vole:  and  had  the  Bill 
remained  in  the  Hate  in  which  ii  was  some 
weeks  ago,  he  should  have  considered 
bimieU  bound  to  oppose  it.  But  after 
what  he  had  beard  that  evening,  and  after 
the  changes  which  had  taken  place,  and 
Ibe  strong  arguuenta  uaed  by  Ihe  noble 


Lord  who  introduced  the  measnre,  h* 
could  franbly  say  rhat  ell  his  scrupleB 
were  gone ;  and  he  felt  il  hi*  duly,  holding 
the  (itualion  which  be  did  in  the  Churchy 
lo  give  this  question  of  education  fats  un- 
qualified support.  He  believed  that  the 
noble  Lords  at  the  head  of  Ihe  Govern- 
ment had  done  everything  they  possibly 
could  to  introduce  all  the  means  which 
could  be  well  introduced  into  the  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  religious  instruction;  and 
that  if  ihey  had  done  more,  instead  of 
providing  tlie  means  of  conciliation,  they 
would  have  excluded  the  people  of  Ireland 
from  the  advantages  of  this  system  of 
education  ;  and  would  have  failed  to  bring 
the  Roman  Catholic  and  Protestant  popa- 
latinn  into  those  bonds  of  amiiy  which  it 
was  the  duty  of  every  Christian  to  estsb- 
liib.  He  reiorned  hia  thanks  to  the  Go- 
vernment for  introducing  this  Bill,  which, 
if  carried  out  in  the  way  in  which  be 
trusted  it  would  be  carried  out,  would  in- 
troduce into  Ireland  that  spirit  of  Catholic 
Christianity  which  ought  to  reign  in  that 
country. 

Lord  LytteUon  wished  to  ask  a  ones- 
lion  with  respect  to  the  14lh  Clause.  With 
regard  to  that  clause  concerning  the 
attendance  of  students  to  receive  religioue 
instruction,  it  simplv  provided  thai  relj- 
gious  initructioo  should  be  afforded  lo 
such  students  who  were  desirous  to  re- 
ceive it.  One  would  infer  from  this,  that 
the  students  need  not  attend  if  ihey  did 
not  think  proper.  But  there  waa  another 
provision  of  the  Bill  which  slated,  that 
the  pupils  should  not  be  obliged  to 
attend  any  religious  instruction  which 
was  not  approved  of  by  their  parents  or 
guardiatis.  From  this  it  might  be  infer- 
led,  that  where  the  parents  or  guardians 
did  approve  of  the  pupils'  attendance,  that 
then  they  might  be  compelled  lo  attend. 
He  wished  to  ask  the  noble  Lord,  whether 
the  authorities  of  the  Colleges  would  have 
Ihe  power  10  compel  such  atlendance  ? 

Lord  Stanleg  apprehended,  that  there 
was  no  power  laid  down  in  ihe  Bill  ena- 
bling the  College  authorities  to  compel 
the  attendance  of  any  individual  to  receivo 
religious  instruction;  at  the  same  lime,  it 
was  prnvided  that  every  facility  should  be 
afforded  to  enable  them  to  do  so. 

The  Duke  of  NctBCaslle  rote  merely  to 
signify  how  thoroughly  be  disapproved  of 
llie  Bill  altogether;  and  he  deeply  re- 
gretted that  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try should  have  introduced  such  a  measure. 
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On  Queilion,  that  the  word  *'  now" 
■land  part  of  the  Queatian  t  Resolved  in 
lUa  Affirmative  :  Bill  read  2^  accordingly. 

Their  Lordshipt  adjourned  at  a  quar- 
ter past  iwelve  o'clock. 

HOUSE   OF    COMMOHS, 
Monday,  July  ^\,  1845. 

HllilITII.]    BiLU.    PkMIc— 1*    Coun  of  CtauKRT  (IR- 

!■'  Guiia  and  W^eng  Roil  Property  {No.  t|<  Turn- 
fVa  Rouli  (ScotlBndl  i  Unigm  (Irelud)  i  TaUmtDUiT 
DlipoilUoiii,  «fi  i  Joint  SlDc*BiBlu(a«)ItoDdiiDil  lie. 


itft  of  Luidii  THutart  wl 
nmdraEint  (Scodud)  i  Eniw 
1  lilindil  i  Jurors  Book!  (Ire. 
Renunal  i  Boadid  Con. 

r  Doocfiuri  Emti;  hbA'i 

(orCoihnd'i)  EHalei  Bnira'i  BUale. 
Jle/orlrt.  — Morden  CoUtge  EUin:  Lord  Momon'i  E^ 


■  (Irelud)] 
onSplrils(Cli 


3*^  and  pmed: — EppLbg  Ri 
IHvone;  BrlfbtoQ,  Lewet, 
liPB*.  Ryei  end  Aihfbrd  Bit 


it  Henliigi  HiUn;  (Hu- 


with  Church  Eduatton  SwfeCf  ([iriand)^By  In 
Sl)iut,ln)n  PnttntBj  of  AfT,  fM  Better  ObKrruH 
Ibe  Lonl't  Dut.— By  Lord  Dilmeny,  Mr.  Micwiliy, 
Mr.  W»rd,  ftqni  levenil  pteeea,  fbr  >  dumao  of  Pc 


of  Detiyof  EdinfaUT|h  HllL— By  Sir  G.  Slrli^lIlBd,  and 
Mr.  BiDka,  ftom  lereral  plus,  Id  favour  of  the  Tin 
Houti  SrUem  in  PieUitef.— By  Mr.  T.  Duoeooibe,  Iton 
Burrey,  for  Iniiulry  into  Oie  Traetiaenl  of  Lunmtln,  etc. 

PalpDoeiBeDt  of  Poor  Law  Ameodniait  (SeotludJ  BIIL 

House  met  at  twelve  o'clock. 

PooB  Law  Ahendhent  (Scotland). 3 
On  the  Motion  that  the  Poor  Law  Amead- 
mcnt  (Scotland)  Bill  be  read  a  Third  Time, 

Mr.  Haslie  said,  that  as  considerable  al- 
terations had  been  made  in  tbe  Bill,  upon 
which  the  people  of  Scotland  bad  no  time 
to  express  so  opinion,  he  felt  it  lo  he  his 
duty  to  move  that  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be 
primed,  and  read  a  third  time  that  day 
week.  He  thouifht  that  the  Bill,  under 
the  circumstances,  was  pressed  with  unjus- 
tiGable  haste.  He  did  not  deny  that  the 
people  of  Scoiland  were  in  favour  of  an 
alteration  of  the  Poor  Law  ;  but  at  the 
same  time,  they  were  an:(iou8  lo  liavs  an- 
other year  to  consider  the  Bill  more  fully. 

Mr.  Dundat  seconded  the  Motion. 

The  Lord  Advocate  hoped,  after  ihe 
thorough  discussion  which  the  principle  and 
almost  erery  clause  in  the  Bill  underwent, 
that  hit  hon,  Friend  would  not  presa  his 


Motion,  which  was  equiralent  to  a  post* 
ponement  of  the  Bill  for  soother  year,  par- 
ticularly as  bis  hon.  Friend  acknowledged, 
consistently  with  the  fact,  that  the  pemle 
of  Scotland  were  in  favour  of  an  altantion 
of  the  present  law. 

Mr.  Waklof  said,  he  bad  supported  the 
ill  originally  in  the  hope  that  alterationa 
Ight  be  made  in  it  with  the  view  to  iu 
improvement;  but.unfortunately,  the  many 
alterations  in  it  were  anything  but  improre- 
menls,  and  as  it  now  stood,  it  never  would 
work  welt  for  tbe  poor  of  Scotland.  He 
most  particularly  objected  to  that  part  of  it 
by  which  the  able-bodied  poor  in  Scotland 
were  denied  relief  when  out  of  work.  A 
Scotchman  being  in  distress  in  Englaitd 
sent  off  to  Scotland,  where  he  was  met 
by  this  Bill,  which  refused  him  all  aid. 
Why,  this  was  enough  to  set  the  Seoleh 
poor  mad,  particularly  when  they  saw  that 
a  difTeient  iaw  prevailed  in  England  and 

Mr.  Lockhart  believed,  that  il  was  the 
general  opinion  in  Scotland  that  relief  to 
ihe able-bodied  poor  in  that  country  would 
degrade  its  peasantry ;  but  he  could  not 
illow  the  third  reading  to  pass  withoat 
igain  entering  bis  protest  against  the  Set- 
tlement Clause,  which  would  greatly  inter- 
fere wiih  the  working  of  a  measure  in  other 
respects  unexceptionable.  Tbe  grievanee 
which  that  clause  would  rotail  on  Scotkad 
was  unknown  in  Bngland.  The  Irishman 
who  laboured  there  during  the  greater  part 
of  a  long  life  gained  no  settlement ;  and  in 
bis  own  country  he  bad  no  absolute  right 
to  relief  under  any  cireumstancei ;  yet  boo. 
Members  combined  tu  give  him  a  Kttle- 
ment  in  Scotland  after  a  residence  of  fiva 
yean;  so  that  what  could  not  be  effected 
by  an  iaduslrioui  residence  of  fifty  yean  at 
one  side  of  the  Tweed,  five  years  of  indo- 
lence would  gain  him  on  the  other-  Hence, 
Irishmen  wlio  exhausted  themselvea  in 
other  parts  of  the  kingdom  would  flow  into 
Scotland,  in  order  to  gain  a  settlement. 
This,  he  repeated,  was  most  unjust  and 
ungenerous  to  Scotland. 

Mr.  Eicolt  said,  that  the  Bill,  as  it  now 
stood,  altered  the  preseot  law  of  Scotland 
with  respect  to  the  rating  of  funded  pro- 
perty for  tbe  relief  of  the  poor.  Under 
the  exiiitin^  law  such  property  was  raleable 
for  the  relief  of  the  poor  ;  but  the  pretent 
Bill  gave  the  parJEh  authorities  tbe  power 
of  Hssessiog  or  not  assessing  such  property 
as  they  pleased.  He  certainly  thought 
this  alteration  was  objectionable. 

The  House  divided  on  tbe  QuettioBilhat 
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the  word  "  now"  itand  part  of  the  Quea- 
tion:— A;es  33;  Noes  7  :  Majoricf  26. 

ImI  of  lie  Aybb. 

baring,  rt.  ho.  W.  B.  Henley,  J.  W. 

Beobow,  J.  Huisey,  T. 

Benitnck,  Lord  O.  Hult,  W. 

Bowe*,J.  Jones,  Cnpt. 

Brolherton,  J.  Liocolo,  Earl  of 

Bruce,  Lord  E.  Lockhart,  W. 

Clark,  rt.  hn.  Sir  Q.  McNeill,  D. 

Clive,  Visel,  Meynell,  Capt. 

Cripps,  W.  Pringle,  A. 

Dick,  Q.  RoUeslon,  Col. 

Duke,  Sit  J.  Rous,  hoo.  Capt. 

Dnnconba,  hon.  0.  Scott,  lion.  F. 

Fioirer,  Sir  J.  Stuarl,  Lord  J. 

Forester,  hon,G.C.W.  Warhunon.H. 

Fremanlle,rt.hD.Sir  T.  Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 

Fuller,  A.  E.  TELLERS. 

Ooulhnm,  rt.hon.  II.     Cardwell, 
Hawes,  B.  Mackenzie,  W.  F. 

Li$t  of  the  Ates. 

Berkeley,  hon.  C.  Wauti,  ].T. 

Berkeley,  hoo.  G.  F.      Yorke,  II.  R. 

Mitcslle,  H.  TELLERS. 

Sherjdart,  R.  B.  Hatiie,  A. 

Wakley,  T.  Duodas,  F. 

Bill  read  a  third  dme  and  passed. 

Qahxs  and  Waqbrs.]  Sir  /.  Graham, 
on  muvine  the  Second  Reading  of  the 
Games  ana  Wagers  Bill,  said,  that  he  was 
quite  confident  that  the  changes  proposed 
ID  the  esiating  law  by  the  present  Bill 
wotild  be  found  most  salutary  in  their 
operation.  The  objects  of  the  Bill  were 
twofold.  Firstly,  it  gave  additional  fa- 
cilittea  for  the  suppression  of  gaming 
houaes  kept  open  for  the  purpose  of  gara- 
In^:  and,  secondly,  it  amended  the  law 
with  regard  to  wagers  generally.  With 
regard  to  the  operation  of  the  first  portion 
of  the  measure,  it  gave  to  the  Justices  of 
the  peace,  not  included  in  the  melropolican 
districts,  a  power  of  granting  warrants,  on 
information  given,  to  make  a  search,  a 
power  analogous  to  that  now  exercised 
within  the  metropolitan  dissricts.  Within 
the  metropolitan  districts  the  Bill  enlarged 
the  existing  power.  To  issue  a  warrant 
heretofore  it  was  necessary  to  get  the  in- 
formation signed  by  two  householders ; 
but,  as  might  be  supposed,  there  was  an 
unwillingness  on  the  part  uf  householders 
to  grant  this  information.  The  Bill, 
therefore,  proposed  that  the  warrant  to 
search  might  be  granted  on  the  informa- 
tion of  the  superintendent  of  police,  and 
the  finding  of  gaming  implement*  was 
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held  to  be  conclusive  evidence  that  gam- 
bling was  carried  on  in  the  House.  With 
regard  to  the  second  portion  of  the  mea- 
sure,  relating  to  wagers,  the  Bill  entirelj 
followed  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
mittee. It  took  away  all  cognizance  of 
wagers  from  the  courts  of  la*.  But  at 
the  same  time  it  made  parties  who  made 
wagers  and  gained  undue  advantage  frau- 
dulently, subject  to  the  penalties  to  which 
persons  who  obtained  money  under  false 
pretencen  were  subject.  It  put  an  end  to 
all  i^at  tam  actions  altogether.  He,  there- 
fore, considered  the  Bill  would  prove  very 
beneficial  to  the  public,  and  he  recom- 
mended it  to  the  adoption  of  the  House. 

Mr.  Hanes  said,  that  the  Bill  did  not 
coniine  iisell  to  the  recommendation  of 
the  Committee;  for  it  interfered  with  li- 
censed victuallers  in  a  manner  that  was 
not  contemplated.  There  was  an  attempt 
in  the  Bill  to  defioe  an  unlawful  game; 
but  that  delinitioD  was  so  extensive  as  to 
include  an f  innocent  game:  added  to  thia, 
[bey  were  going  to  do  that  by  the  Bill 
that  would  operate  as  a  further  heavy  tax 
upon  the  licensed  victuallere,  if  they  bad  ■ 
biltiard  table  —  the  licensed  victuallera 
were  a  body,  he  thought,  who  were  bu£S- 
ciently  taxed  already.  The  Bill,  in  fact, 
went  beyond  the  description  of  it  given  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  beyond  what 
was  contemplated  by  the  Gaming  Com- 
mittee. Unless  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  insert  a  clause  exempting  the  li- 
censed victuallers  from  the  operation  of 
the  Bill,  he  should  vote  against  Its  second 
reading. 

Mr,  Henley  saifl,  he  had  no  objection  to 
support  a  Bill  to  put  down  gaming,  but  he 
had  a  most  decided  objection  to  the  8tb 
Clause,  which  put  upon  the  owner  of  any 
house  in  which  a  person  might  be  found 
with  a  pack  of  cards  in  his  pocket  the  ne- 
cessity of  proving  that  it  was  not  a  gaming 

Mr.  Spooner  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth  would  not  penevere  in  his 
opposition  to  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill, 
the  object  of  which  they  must  all  concur 
in  approving.  There  were  some  of  the 
clauses  to  which  he  had  a  strong  objection  ; 
hut  he  thought  the  Bill  might  be  ao 
amended  iu  Committee  as  to  get  rid  of  the 
objections  to  which  it  was  at  present 
liable. 

Sir  J.  Graham  denied  that  the  picient 
Bill  was  brought  in  to  meet  the  speeial 
case  of  certain  individuals.  He  brought 
the  measure  forward  on  public  groundi, 
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and  (ot  tho  parpoae  of  pntting  down 
gmmblingi  which  had  lately  very  much 
increaaed  in  the  country,  and  produced 
■uch  pemicioui  and  fatal  efiect*.  He  de- 
nied that  the  Bill  left  gamblinjt  bj  the 
upper  cltmet  untouched.  The  2nd  Clause 
wai  especially  levelled  againiit  the  gambling 
of  the  higher  clanes — namely,  againct  ha- 
zant,  roulette,  and  other  game*,  where  the 
fasnk  was  kept  by  the  penun  to  whom  the 
house  belonged,  and  where  there  was  k 
dead  pull  againit  the  player.  The  object 
of  the  Bill  was  (o  protect  the  public,  high 
and  low,  againit  improper  eambling.  He 
followed  the  Report  genernJly,  but  be  did 
not  feel  bound  lervilely  to  fallow  all  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee.  It 
was  found,  since  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, that  French  haaard  wu  played  in 
billiard  home*  after  twelve  o'clock.  It 
wai,  therefore,  neceisary  to  include  such 
houses  in  the  Bill.  He  thought  that  the 
8tb  Clause,  which  made  the  finding  of 
eertain  implements  a  primd  facie  evidence 
of  gambling,  would  be  indispensable  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  measure.  He  admitted 
the  terms  of  that  clause  were  Urge,  and 
wereitudiotuly  made  so  ;  but  be  would  be 
willing  to  eonuder  in  Committee  whether 
those  terms  might  not  be  restricted.  With 
regard  to  the  licensed  nctuHllers,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  seemed  to  labour 
under  an  error.  Under  the  present  Isw, 
the  police  had  the  power  of  entering  pub- 
lic houses  at  all  times,  so  that  there  wu 
nothing  new  in  the  provisions  of  the  pro- 
posed  Bill.  The  Bill  might  not  be  good 
for  the  publican,  hut  it  would  be  good  for 
the  public.  He  did  not  anticipate  any  ob- 
jection to  the  Bill,  and  he  should  be  sur- 
prised if  the  House  of  Commons  rejected 
the  setxmd  reading  of  such  a  measure. 

Mr.  fVarburloH  thought  that  the  Bill 
dealt  moit  unruirly  with  respect  to  inform- 
ers. They  were  first  made  necessary  to 
carry  into  effect  the  Acts  of  the  Legisla- 
ture, and  then,  when  they  gave  informa- 
tion, they  were  prevented  from  proceeding 
with  the  action. 

Mr.  Bickham  Etcotl  said,  that  he  was  a 
Member  of  the  Committee  which  sat 
upon  ihe  subject  of  qai  lam  actions,  and 
the  Committee  were  dearly  of  opinion  thai 
the  Statute  of  Anne  was  never  intended 
to  apply  to  betting  on  horse  racing.  It 
diouid  be  recollected  that  the  inrormen 
with  respect  to  the  9111  tam  actions  had 
proceeded  on  an  old  and  obsolete  Statute. 
He  conudered  that  the  principle  of  the 
pietent    Bill  wm  ft  good  one;   and  be 


hoped  (he  House  would  enent  to  the  ■eo* 
ond  reading. 

Mr.  Craven  £erielejr  concurred  in  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Lam- 
beth, who,  he  hoped,  would  persevere  in 
his  opposition  to  the  Bill.  He  considered 
that  the  licensed  victuallers  were  hardlv 
dealt  with  by  the  Bill.  He  would  give  his 
support  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  if  he 
would  strike  out  all  the  clause*  in  the  Bill 
except  (hose  that  related  to  gm  fan  actions. 

Sir  G.  Slncbland  considered  the  BiQ 
contained  the  foundation  of  a  good  prin- 
ciple, and  one  from  which  the  public  would 
derive  great  benefit.  He  should,  there- 
fore, support  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill:  hut  he  certainly  thought  Clause  S 
was  too  stringent. 

Captain  Rout  said,  that  it  was  evident  that 
the  licensed  victuallers  would  not  be  placed 
in  a  worse  position  by  the  present  Bill 
tbsn  they  were  under  the  existing  law, 
nbicli  gave  tbe  police  thepower  of  entering 
their  houses  at  all  times.  He  thought 
the  priuciple  of  the  Bill  was  a  good  on^ 
and  he  hoped  the  first  conviction  under  it 
would  be  the  Crockford  Club  bouse. 

Mr.  Wakley  hoped,  as  a  friend  ID  the  li- 
censed victuallers,  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth  would  not  divide  the  House, 
as  such  a  course  would  be  likely  to  preju- 
dice their  case.  He  never  knew  aoy  matter 
of  police  regulation  to  come  before  the 
House,  that  the  licensed  victuallers  were 
not  selected  for  persecution.  With  respect 
to  informers,  he  thought  they  were  the  pests 
of  society,  and  were  entitled  to  no  sympathy, 
whether  the]  proceeded  against  the  rich  or 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  that  tf  the  House 
went  into  Committee  on  the  Bill,  he  would 
endeavour  to  meet  the  objectiuoi  which  had 
been  urged  agninst  the  Bill  in  a  fair  a'jd 
conciliatory  spirit.  With  regard  to  the 
8th  Clause,  he  admitted  that  the  terms  of 
it  were  stringent;  but  be  believed  they 
would  be  necessary  to  put  an  end  to  tbe 
practice  which  prevailed  in  Doocaster  and 
other  places  of  persons  taking  lodgings 
during  the  races  in  private  bouses  where 
gamblmg  was  carried  on.  Unless  they 
armed  the  authorities  in  those  localities 
with  strong  powers,  the  evil  they  sought  to 
suppress  would  thrive  and  increase.  He 
did  not  wish  to  press  harshly  on  the  licensed 
victuallers,  further  than  to  prevent  the 
growing  evil  of  gambling. 

Bill  read  a  second  time. 

At  the  sittings  afur  five  o'dodt, 
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Cattain  Bolubro  nm  Ms.  Bohham.]    to  thii  mBtter,  and  directed  him  to  confine 


Mr.  Haiva  wished  to  put  a  queotion  to  the 
right  hoD.  Baronet  th«  First  Lord  of  the 
Treaiui7>  upon  a  subject  of  gieai  public 
importBDcej'of  hitintemion  to  do  which,  he 
had  alTead}^  given  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man notice.  The  question  had  reference 
to  the  Report  of  the  Committee  which  had 
■at  upon  a  lubject  connected  with  the 
South  Eastern  Railway  Company.  He 
had  deUyed  putting  this  question,  in  order 
that  the  Government  might  be  the  better 
enabled  to  act  upon  their  own  discrelioo 
and  responsibility  in  a  matter  of  this  kind. 
His  question  was,  whether  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  had  bad  under  their  consideration 
the  Report  of  that  Committee,  and  wbether 
they  had  taken  any  steps  in  consequence, 
in  reference  to  the  names  of  certaiu  parties 
mentioned  in  that  Report — namely.  Cap- 
tain Boldero,  Mr.  Bonham,  Mr.  Hignett, 
and  Mr.  Wray;  and  if  so,  wbether  they 
were  prepared  to  slate  what  those  steps 
were  which  they  had  taken? 

Sir  R.  Peel:  Sir,  I  am  prepared  now  to 
state  to  the  House,  in  consequeoce  of  ibe 
question  which  has  just  been  put  to  me  by 
tne  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth,  and  which 
I  understood  would  be  put  to  me,  the 
course  which  has  been  taken  hy  Her  Mn- 
jesiy's  Government,  after  a  full  consider- 
ation of  the  Report  of  the  Committee  to 
which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers.  Shortly 
after  the  Report  was  pretiented  to  the 
Houne,  Mr.  Bonhnm  and  Cajitain  Boldero 
rignified  to  me  their  wish  to  tender  their 
resignations  of  the  situations  irhich  they 
respectively  held  under  Her  Majeity.  Tbey 
stated,  that  altbough— speaking  with  re- 
ference  to  transactions  of  the  present  year 
which  had  been  brought  under  the  con- 
■ideration  of  the  Committee  —  they  felt 
consdoua  of  their  perfect  integrity,  end 
that  their  conduct  as  public  officers  could 
not,  in  the  slightest  degree,  be  influenced  by 
the  holding  of  shares  in  any  railway,  yet, 
at  the  same  time,  they  believed  that  their 
efficiency  and  usefulness  as  members  of  a 
public  department  were  likely  to  he  im- 
paired hy  that  Report.  They,  therefore, 
iett  themselves  called  upon  to  tender  their 
resignations,  and  I  considered  it  to  be  my 
duty  to  advise  Her  Msjestj  to  accept 
them,  and  Her  Majesty  has  accepted  them , 
In  reapect  to  Mr.  Wray,  who  holds  the 
office  of  Receiver  General  of  Metropolitan 
Police,  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 


himself  exduaiTely  to  the  proper  functions 
of  his  department.  With  respect  to  Mr. 
Hignett,  who  was  Solicitor  to  the  Board  of 
Ordnance,  bis  right  hon.  Friend  the  Master 
General  of  the  Board  of  Ordnance  had  felt 
it  to  be  his  duty  absolutely  to  dismiss  Mr. 
Hignett  from  his  situation. 

Captain  Boldero:  Sir,  I  feel  confident 
that  tbe  House  will  indulge  me  by  its  alten- 
tion  for  a  few  moments.  1  feel  that  there 
could  scarcely  be  any  position  more  painful 
to  myself  than  that  which  I  now  occupy, 
in  rising  to  address  you  upon  the  subject 
which  has  just  been  brought  under  your 
consideration.  The  House  is  aware  that 
the  South  Eastern  Etailway  Company  had 
presented  a  petition  to  this  House,  accom- 
panied by  a  letter,  in  which  certain  charges 
were  made  against  my  friend  Mr.  Bonham 
and  myself.  That  petition  vas  referred  to 
the  consideration  of  a  Select  Committee ; 
and  that  Committee,  after  the  most  diligent 
and  scrutinizing  inquiry,  came  to  this  con- 
clusion. In  the  Report  laid  upon  the  Table 
by  the  Committee,  I  find  it  stated — 

"  Thnugh,  however,  Mr.  Hignett  admilled 
that  he  had  written  the  leiter  referred  to,  be 
declared  to  your  Committee,  that  when  he 
wrote  it,  he  bad  no  aulhority  to  use  Iha  name 
oF  eilher  Mr.  Bonham  or  Captain  Boldero; 
that  he  'had  no  conversation  whatever  wilh 
those  ([enllemen  upon  the  subject ;'  and  ihat  he 
used  their  names,  considering  that  it  wonid 
■  give  weight  to '  hit  apptiealian  for  tlie  shares 
he  was  soliciting  from  the  Company.  Mr. 
Hignett  further  declared,  that  the  statement 
that  he  had  spoken  to  Mr,  Bonham  was 
'  untrue  ;'  and  that  tlie  presumption  intended 
to  be  raited  by  this  ute  of  the  names  of  influ- 
ential member*  of  the  Board,  that  the  demands 
of  the  Company  on  the  Board  might  be  as- 
sisted by  the  course  suggested  by  the  letter, 
was  without  fonndatioo,  as  '  they  had  not  the 
power  to  further  the  objects  of  the  South  Elast* 
ern  Compnny'— the  questions  at  issue  being 
deemed  of  a  purely  military  nature,  and  the 
decision  upon  vuch  questions  resting  solely 
with  ihe  Matter  General,  and  not  with  the 
Board," 

Now,  I  can  declare  that  this  is  the  unde- 
viating  course  in  every  question  connected 
with  railways.     The    Committee  further 


That  they  feel  it  to  be  their  duly,  in  the 
.  instance,  to  stale,  that  nothing  which  has 
ispired  leads  them  to  suppose  that  ihe  de- 
of  the  Master  General  upon  any  of  the 


of  Swie  for  the  Home  Department  has  fnr-  j  questions  brought  before  him  by  the  parties 
warded  to  Mr.  Wray  a  communication,  in  '  promoting  either  the  South  Eastern,  North 
which  he  seriously  animadverted  on  the  Kent,  or  the  London,  Chatham,  and  Kent 
proceedings  of  this  gentleman  in  reference  lines  of  railway,  were  inHueaced  hy  any  other 
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■up pose  ihi 


tlian  striclljr  publi 
your  Comrnitles  aiij  retuun 
SDjr  act  of  the  Board  of  Ordi 
or  influeoced  by  ihe  conduct  of  Mr.  lii^nell ; 
however  well  calculated  that  conduct  was  to 
suggest  the  suspicions  expressed  in  tlie  peti- 
tion of  the  Soutli  Easlern  Railway  Company. 
Yont  Comtniliee  entertain  no  doubt  that  the 
decisions  of  the  Master  General  and  the  acts 
of  the  Board  of  Ordnance.in  reference  to  these 
railway  companies,  were  the  result  alone  of  a 
desire  10  protect  public  interests,  and  to  afford, 
consistently  with  them,  a  reasonable  and  pro. 
per  accommodation  to  the  public  in  the  dis- 
tricts through  which  it  was  proposed  that  these 
railways  should  pass." 

Thus  the  Committee  (both  on  tlie  letter 
and  the  petition)  enter  into  a  complete 
ezctilpation  of  my  friend  Mr.  Bonbam  and 
roysetf.  Sir,  irben  I  vas  under  examination 
before  the  Committee,  I  exposed  every  pri- 
vate transaction  connected  with  the  few  rail- 
way shares,  without  hesitation,  in  which  I 
had  been  engaged.  I  stated  that  I  had  pur- 
chased in  Ihe  North  Kent  line,  and  other 
lines,  as  I  thought  them  advantageous,  but 
that  I  was  Qot  in  any  degree  influenced  by 
my  position  as  a  member  of  the  Board.  In 
tbe  Committee,  very  few  questions  were 
put  to  me;  and  I  was  led  to  suppose  that 
the  explanation  I  had  given  was  satis- 
fiictory,  otherwise  [  should  have  explained 
some  points  in  detail,  which  now  appear  to 
me  to  have  been  misunderstood  by  the 
Committee.  If  I  bad  not  considered  my 
evidence  had  been  conclusive  and  satis- 
factory to  tbe  Committee,  I  would  have 
added  to  its  weight.  I  had  not  the  oppor- 
Rity  of  hearing  it  read  by  the  clerk,  nor 
were  the  notes  of  the  shorthand  writer 
sent  to  me.  The  Committee  have  done 
me  the  justice,  in  their  Report,  to  no 
that  oversight.  How  it  occurred  I  know 
not.  Such  is  the  fact.  On  «  perusal  of 
the  evidence,  I  find  1  gave  one  answer 
which  does  not  appear  to  be  sufficiently 
eiplanatory  of  my  intention,  and  it  had  re> 
ference  to  my  motive  for  selling  forty  shares 
which  I  then  held  in  the  North  Kent  Rail- 
way, The  real  facts  of  the  case  connected 
with  Ihese  forty  shares  I  will  now  state.  On 
Saturday,  tbe  7tli  June,  after  the  hiisinessof 
the  day,  I  read  the  public  journals;  and  from 
the  Times  newspaper  1  received  the  first 
intelligence  chat  military  officers  had  been 
examined  before  the  Committee  on  Group 
A  of  railtvays,  touching  a  powder  estab- 
lishment at  Fnversham,  nut  the  property 
of  the  Board  of  Ordnance.  It  struck  me, 
then,  that  possibly  the  sdme  course  might  be 
puraued  with  reference  to  the  Ordnance 
piai)ertyatChathtm«adWgolwich,through 
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-which  tbe  line  wai  proposed  lo  pass;  and 
that  perhaps  I  might  be  called  upon,  aa  a 
Member  of  the  House,  as  then  balding  an 
official  situation  in  the  Board  of  Ordnmx, 
to  explain  some  acts  of  the  Master  Geaenl, 
who  was  not  a  Member  of  this  Hoiiae.  I 
lediately  decided  upon  selling  thov 
shares.  The  8th  was  Sunday;  on  Man- 
day,  the  9th,  I  disposed  of  tbe  forty  share*; 
and  I  acted  solely  on  the  principle  that, 
should  I  be  lulled  on  to  give  evidence  or  to 
take  part  in  a  debate  in  this  Hovsej  I  migbt 
do  so  without  ths  slightest  bias,  even  if  it 
be  possible  that  the  small  amount  of  forty 
shares  should  bias  any  gentleman.  The 
sale  of  these  forty  shares  had  no  Tcfercnce, 
'  1  the  remotest  degree,  to  the  poet- 
tion  I  held  as  a  member  of  tbe  Board. 
There  is  a  paragraph  in  tbe  Report  weeded 
with  extreme  severity  against  me,  altboogh 
I  bow  to  the  decision  of  the  Committee. 
In  that  paragraph,  tt  states  that  the  pro- 
gress of  the  North  Kent  Bill  depended 
upon  the  consent  of  the  Board  of  Ord- 
nance. Of  course  I  am  sensible  this  was 
the  impression  then  made ;  but  I  can  assur* 
the  House  that  it  is  entirely  and  totally 
inconsistent  with  the  mode  in  which  public 
business  is  carried  on  in  that  Department ; 
for  the  Board  has  no  power  whatever  in 
such  matters,  either  in  the  negative  or 
the  affirmative ;  it  is  solely  in  the  Master 
General's  hands:  the  decision  and  the  cod- 
sent  rest  with  him,  the  acts  of  tbe  Board 
being  ministerial  only.  If  there  should  ba 
any  doubt  about  what  I  now  slate,  I  think 
the  evidence  of  the  Master  General  of 
the  Ordnance,  and  of  my  gallant  Friend 
the  Surveyor  General,  should  be  brought 
forward  ;  and  I  will  undertake  to  say  that 
both  will  corroborate  every  word  1  have 
uttered ;  and  in  that  case  the  paragraph 
should  not  have  been  inserted.  However, 
there  is  the  paragraph  ;  and  I  am  not 
ashamed  to  own  it  deeply  affected  me ; 
and  the  more  I  reflected  upon  it,  th* 
deeper  was  the  wound.  I  ask  tbe  Hoase, 
with  such  a  paragraph  published  to  the 
world,  what  course  was  open  to  me  but 
one  dictated  by  an  honourable  pride— 
and  that  was,  to  place  in  the  handa  of  tha 
tight  hon.  Baronet  the  First  Lord  of  lb« 
Treasury  the  resignation  of  my  office  aa 
Clerk  of  the  Ordnance?  In  the  letter  I  then 
wrote,  I  thought  it  my  duty  to  state  tbe 
only  ground  which  actuated  me.  Thewotda 
I  used  were  to  this  effect: — "It  is  with  le- 
fcrence  solely  to  the  impaired  degree  of  ose- 
fulness  to  the  Government  and  to  the  public 
service  which  might  arise  out  of  tbe  ten- 
porary  imprenitm  made  by  raceot  proceed- 
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iogt  that  1  Kt,  but  under  tbe  most  clear 
cDDviction  and  perfect  coiuciousncM  of  tbe 
utter  grounilleMQest  of  any  imputations 
which  may  beattempted  to  be  thronn  upon 
vaj  cbaraeter,  either  in  private  or  public 
capftcity."  Tbi*  tt  all  I  have  to  lay.  I 
iIibII  Goneluile  by  thankitig  tbe  Houm  for 
their  kind  and  patient  attention,  and  1  truit 
that  no  word  hat  been  uttered  by  me  to 
give  offence  to  any  one. 

Mr.  Hawei  asked  tbe  right  hon.  Baronet 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe  Home  De- 
partment, whether  he  roniidered  with  re- 
mect  to  Mr.  Wray  that  the  object  of  tbe 
Report  of  the  Committee  had  beea  accom* 
idiEhed? 

Sir  J.  Graham  ;  Since  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  to  wbicli  the  boo.  Gen- 
tleman refer*,  and  of  which  he  wat  the 
Chairman,  was  preeented  to  the  House,  1 
have  thought  it  my  official  duty  carefully 
to  Consider  the  evidence,  and,  upon  mature 
reflection,  considering  that  the  transaction 
in  which  Mr.  Wray  was  involved  took 
l^ace  as  far  back  as  1S36 — that  it  was  not 
immediately  connected  with  the  subject- 
matter  which  gave  rise  to  tbe  inquiry,  and 
also  weighing  tbe  terms  of  the  Report,  in 
which  the  expression  is  used,  that  Mr. 
Wray'i  conduct,  in  the  ojunion  of  the  Com- 
mittee, wa*  deserving  of  serious  animad- 
veiwon,  I  thought,  that  upon  the  whole,  I 
should  best  discharge  tbe  duty  of  my  office 
by  putting  on  record  a  public  letter  ad- 
dressed to  Mr.  Wray,  in  which  I  animad- 
rerted  strongly  on  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Wray  in  the  year  1S3G.  It  should  be  6i>- 
•erved  in  justice  to  Mr,  Wray,  that  at  that 
time,  with  reference  to  the  terms  under 
which  he  exercised  tbe  function  of  Receiver, 
it  was  open  to  him  to  employ  himself  in 
another  buuness.  Since  that  time  the  ad- 
ditional labour  which  has  devolved  on  Mr. 
Wray  is  coasiderable,  involving  aim  some 
augmentation  of  his  salary;  and  prospec- 
tively, therefore,  I  have  enjoined  on  Mr. 
Wray  the  paramount  necessity  of  devoting 
bis  time  exclusively  to  the  businen  of  the 
office ;  and  1  have  told  Mr,  Wray  that  any 
employment  undertaken  by  Iiim,  nul  im- 
mediately connected  with  those  duties, 
will,  in  my  opinion,  he  the  ground  of  his 
immediate  removal.  1  can  assure  the  House 
1  have  considered  this  matter  dispassion- 
ately, and  in  my  humble  judgment  the 
letter  I  have  written  meets  the  fuU  justice 
of  the  case. 

Mr.  Hamet  asked  whether  tbe  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  have  any  objection  to  pro- 
duce tba  letter  ? 

VOL.LXXXII.    {££} 


Mr.  Bonharn.  809 

Sir  /.  Qraham  said,  that  although  on 
ordinary  occasions  be  did  not  think  it  ad- 
visable to  notice  tbe  terms  in  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  was  under  the  painful 
nec«suty  of  reprehending  a  public  officer, 
yet,  considering  all  the  circumstances  of 
the  present  case,  he  was  prepared  to  lay 
the  letter  on  the  Table. 

Roehuck  observed,  that  he  learned 
from  tbe  right  hon.  Baronet  that,  on  the  ap- 
pointment of  Mr.  Wray,  it  was  understood 
'ght  employ  himself  as  a  barrister,  ort 
in  other  ivords,  that  he  was  not  to  withdraw 
lerHall.  He  wanted  to  know 
whether  that  was  considered  by  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  as  any  palliation  of  the 
proceedinifs  of  a  gentleman  who  did  not 
con6Dehimselfto  Westminster  Hall,  in  the 
proper  dischai^e  of  his  duty  as  a  barrister, 
hut  employed  himself  in  the  business  of 
canvassing  for  votes  for  the  private  pur- 
ises  of  the  South  Eastern  Railway? 
Sir  J.  Graham  readily  agreed  that  the 
permission  given  to  Mr.  Wray  to  employ 
himself  as  a  barrister  was  no  palliation  fur 
the  circumstance  to  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman referred ;  but  admitting  that  such 
conduct  was  indefensible,  he  thought  that, 
considering  tbe  lapse  of  time,  and  other 
circumstances  to  which  he  had  adverted, 
not  wishing  to  act  with  undue  sever- 
the  letter  he  had  written  would  meet 
the  justice  of  the  cose. 

iVard  wished  to  say  a  few  words  in 
justice  to  a  gentleman  who  bed  not  the 
advantage  of  making  any  observationa  on 
' '  own  case,  and  with  whom  he  had  been 
intimate  terms  for  many  yean.  He 
not  defend  that  portion  of  his  conduct 
which  he  had  received  the  censure  oi 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  he  bad  told 
him  so  liimself;  for  he  thought  nothing 
could  justify  a  transfer  of  shares  by  a  gen- 
tleman who  held  an  official  situation  for 
serrices  rendered  in  a  Committee  of  tbe 
House;  but,  in  justice  to  Mr.  Wray  snd 
Mr.  Bonbam,  the  House  must  recollect 
how  disgraceful  was  the  constitution  of 
Committees  a  few  yean  since,  bow  impos- 
sible it  was  for  any  perwn  having  a  Bill 
to  get  through  the  House  to  have  a  chance 
of  obtaining  attention  to  the  facts  of  tbe 
case,  unless  some  person  of  influence  and 
standing  lent  hia  name  and  took  charge  of 
the  Uill,  which  be  understood  was  tbe  po- 
sition in  which  Mr.  Bonbam  stood ;  and  as 
to  canvassing,  he  told  his  hon.  Friend  near 
him,  when  he  first  saw  tbe  Report,  that  it 
was  useless  to  pretend  to  impracticable 
purity-     He  held  it  to  be  impossible  ever 
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,  if  the  Report  of  the  Cammittee  waa 
to  be  acted  upon.  Hon.  Memben  were  all 
canraued.  His  hon.  Friend,  who  wai 
largelr  connected  with  the  railway  mad- 
new,  muit  be  conttantly  in  the  habit  of 
being  canraated.  ^Mr.  Hateet :  I  am  not 
connected  with  any  railway,  nor  do  1  hold 
■harei  of  any  kind  whatever^.  Hia  hon. 
Friend  niu«t  be  canvaaied  at  lime*.  It 
was  impoauble  that  he  should  not  be  ta. 
What  he  undentood  hj  the  word  "  can- 
vasding"  wa»  attempting  to  induce  a 
Member  to  come  down  and  pay  attention 
to  the  queition  before  them.  What  hon. 
Member  had  always  nerve  enough  to  ny 
no !  He  had  not  the  iliehtest  with  to  ex- 
tenuate the  conduct  of  .Ur.  Wray ;  but  he 
be^ed  leave  to  remind  the  House  that  in 
1836  a  very  difierent  system  prevailed  in 
regard  to  Committees  from  that  which  was 
uow  in  force.  He  recollected  very  well 
being  on  a  Committee  which  was  presided 
over  by  a  noble  Lord  who  had  done  much 
to  improve  the  manner  of  conducting  the 
private  business  of  the  House  (Lord  G. 
Someriet) ;  it  sat  a  long  time,  he  believed 
forty  days,  and  he  was  canvassed  to  go 
down  to  give  bis  vote.  He  refused,  on  the 
ground  that  be  bad  not  heard  one  word  of 
the  evidence;  but  it  was  asted  whether  he 
would  give  his  vote  if  twenty-six  Mem- 
bers were  pointed  out  in  the  Committee- 
room,  not  one  of  whom  had  ever  been 
there  before,  and  who  were  prepared  to 
vote?  The  twenty-six  Members  were 
pointed  out  to  him,  tbey  having  been  mar- 
balled  by  the  Duke  of  Buckingham.  He 
then  gave  his  vote,  and  assisted  the  noble 
Lord  to  maintain  his  Report.  There  was 
another  point  on  which  Mr.  Wray  had 
cruelly  misrepresented  himself.  It  waa  in 
that  part  of  his  evidence  wherein  be  stated 
that  he  had  acted  as  umpire  between  the 
South  Eastern  Company  and  Lord  Strang- 
ford.  Upon  inquiry,  he  found  that  the 
fact  was  not  so,  and  that,  in  that  case,  Mr. 
Wray  acted  as  the  agent  far  the  railway, 
and  not  in  the  capacity  of  umpire  at  all. 

Lord  John  Riaull:  I  heard  with  con- 
wderable  surprise  what  haa  been  stated  by 
my  hon.  Friend,  and  1  am  hardly  less  sur> 
prised  at  the  conduct  of  the  Government 
with  respect  to  Mr.  Wray.  I  confess  I 
am  surprised  at  what  1  have  now  beard, 
that  in  1836  the  constitution  of  this  House 
was  so  deficient  that  it  was  necessary  to 
pay  a  Gentleman  who  wan  sppoinced  an  a 
Committee  the  sum  of  3002.  for  attending 
and  giving  bi«  vote — foi  that  is  the  effect 


of  the  statement  which  haa  been  made  in 
this  House  in  defence  of  Mr.  Wraj.  I 
have  read  the  evidence  reUtins  to  that 
occurrence,  which,  it  is  true,  tooK  place  in 
1636 :  and  if  that  is  a  reason  for  keeping 
this  gentleman  in  the  public  aervioe,  I  do 
not  see  why  it  should  not  be  a  reason  also 
for  keeping  Mr.  Bonham  in  the  public 
service,  for  what  has  happened  moat  to 
afiect  his  character  took  place  in  1836.  It 
was  stated  that  Mr.  Wray  waa  employed 
as  a  barrister  to  promote  the  intereat  of 
the  South  Eastern  Railway  in  1836,  and 
that,  after  the  Bill  passed,  the  Company 
thought  fit  to  show  their  gratitude  to  Mr. 
Bonham,  who  had  acted,  in  reference  to 
that  Bill,  in  his  capacity  as  a  Member  of 
Parliament,  and  bad  voted  in  that  capa- 
city. The  Committee  had  a  reaerved  fund 
of  100  shares,  and  it  was  agreed  accord- 
ingly to  give  those  shares  to  Mr.  Bonham  ; 
but  he  did  not  incur  any  risk  of  the  market 
by  these  shares,  as  it  appeared,  from  an 
answer  of  Mr.  Wray  to  Mr.  Duncombe. 
that  Mr.  Bonham  never  saw  the  shares. 
There  was  a  profit  of  3^  per  share,  and  (his 
amounted,  on  the  100  shares  to  300i. 
which  were  paid  over  to  Mr.  Bonham. 
Now  I  consider  that  a  culpable  transaction 
on  the  part  of  Mr,  Bonham,  but  not  less 
culpable  00  tbe  part  of  Mr.  Wnty,  who 
knew  well  that  he  was  giving  those  shares 
to  Mr.  Bonham  in  consequence  of  his  con- 
duct as  a  Member  of  Parliament.  If  this 
he  passed  over  with  a  slight  reprimand  to 
Mr.  Wray,  I  cannot  understand  the  dis- 
tinction between  that  couduct  and  3001. 
given  by  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  to 
any  Member  of  Parliament  in  conaequence 
of  his  vote.  Tbe  Bill  on  which  Mr.  Bon- 
ham voted  was  part  of  the  l^slative  busi- 
ness of  the  House  ;  and  we  should  take 
care  that  the  interests  of  the  public  in  such 
matters  ere  properly  attended  to.  That 
Gentlemen  should,  in  1836,  have  come 
down  to  this  House,  and  have  voted  on 
Bills  which  they  knew  nothing  about,  was 
a  very  great  abuse ;  but  it  does  not  diminish 
the  evil  of  giving  3001.  to  a  Member  of 
Parliament  in  consequence  of  the  course 
which  he  took  in  this  House.  It  appears 
to  me,  as  Mr.  Hignett  has  been  dismissed, 
which  was  the  proper  course,  and  as  the 
resignations  of  Captain  Boldem  and  Mr. 
Bonham  have  been  accepted,  that  a  differ- 
ent course  should  not  have  been  pursued 
with  respect  to  Mr.  Wray. 

Mr.  fTarif  said,  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
cruelly  misrepresented  him.  He  said  dis- 
tinctly that  no  word  could  be  too  strong  to 
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express  the  feeling  of  repreheiuion  with 
which  he  regarded  the  interference  with 
any  man  in  the  discbarge  of  his  official 
duty ;  and  he  added,  that  the  only  excuse 
or  palliation  which  could  be  given  was 
the  constitution  of  private  Cominittees  at 
that  time. 

Sir  James  Oraham  felt  it  necessary  to 
say  two  or  three  words,  in  consequence  of 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Lord  uppn- 
■ite.  He  had  nevei,  since  he  came  inio  ihe 
HMne OSice,  had  any  persoiiai  communiia- 
tion  with  Mr.  Wray,  wbo  was  personally 
unknown  to  him,  and  towards  nhom  he 
had  hut  acted  judicially.  He  looked  at 
the  Report  of  the  Committee,  and  weighed 
carefully  the  precise  expressions  which 
were  applied  to  his  conduct,  namely,  (bat 
it  was  deserving  of  "  severe  animadver- 
sion ;"  and  in  writing  the  letter  to  Mr. 
Wray  he  had  acted  solely  on  his  own  re- 
sponsibility, exercising,  to  the  best  of  his 
judgment,  a  dispassionitle  consideration  of 
the  facts  ;  and  whatever  he  had  urged,  he 
rejoiced  was  urged  at  the  side  of  lenity. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  pause  until 
they  saw  the  letter  which  he  had  written. 
It  was  a  letter  which  contained  "  severe 
animadversion,"  and  if  it  was  the  pleasure 
of  the  House  to  take  any  ulterior  cc 
it  would  be  a  subject  of  future  di 
rion,  subsequently  to  the  production  of  the 
Utter. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  had  already  expressed 
his  opinion  of  the  advantage  which  would 
arise  from  calling  on  every  Member  to  state 
whether  he  possessed  railway  shares  or 
whether  he  did  not.  For  his  part,  although 
be  had  not  been  asked  to  serve  on  any  Rail- 
way Committee,  yet  he  was  ready  to  go  to 
thebar  of  the  House  and  swear  that  be  had 
no  interest,  directly  or  indirectly,  in 
ways.  Let  all  Members  be  examined 
them  all  make  such  a  statement,  and  then 
they  might  have  what  they  might  call 
something  like  a  pure  House  of  Commons. 
It  was  his  opinion,  however,  that  as  at  pre- 
sent constituted,  instead  of  being  a  reformed 
-  aad  purified  House,  it  was  mure  muddy 
and  dirty  than  ever. 

Mr.  French  considered  that  the  House 
was  perfectly  correct  in  watching  with  a 
jealous  eye  the  conduct  of  those  to  whom 
it  delegated  its  authority.  He  would  state 
this  generally,  as  it  appeared  to  him  that 
it  should  not  beliuited  in  its  application  to 
parties  only  who  had  been  mixed  up  in 
pecuniary  transactions  ;  the:e  were  other 
■till  grarer  delinquencies  than  any  that 
had  been  alluded  to  that  eveuing.    Could 
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the  House  for  a  tnoment  conceive  the  per- 
son who  had  been  selected  in  this  or  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  as  a  Judge, 
placing  himself  in  secret  communication 
with  the  agent  of  one  of  the  parties,  re- 
ceiving and  acting  upon  the  information  he 
act{uired  in  this  manner  from  the  individual 
who  bad  been  selected  to  get  up  the  oppo- 
the  case  which  he  hod  been  ap- 
pointed to  try— browlieating  every  witness 
brought  up  by  those  who  were  defending 
themselves — having  the  indecency  in  a  rail- 
road case  to  demand  "  were  their  shares  at 
a  premium?"  sad  being  answered  in  the 
ilfirmative,  declaring  that  "  he  would  have 
them  speedily  at  a  discount !" — and  ulti- 
mately suppressing  the  evidence  which  dis- 
proved the  case  he  was  anxious  to  establish? 
Would  not  the  case  be  worse  if  this  indi- 
vidual had  occupied  a  high  legal  station  ? 
Perhaps  they  would  tell  him  that  con- 
duct such  as  this  can  only  be  accounted  for 
by  the  individual  being  litter  for  being 
placed  as  an  inmate  in  u  large  establish- 
ment  on  the  other  side  of  the  water,  than 
for  occupying  a  seat  in  either  House  of 
Parliament  Conceive  a  company  placing 
before  him  every  doL-ument  in  their  posses- 
sion in  reference  to  the  case — the  minute 
book  of  all  their  proceedings,  their  banker's 
accounts,  showing  all  their  money  transac- 
tions, and  into  which  they  courted  an  in- 
vestigation— tendering  their  chairman  for 
examination,  whom  he  refused  to  call,  but 
behind  bis  back  basely  attempted  to  calum- 
niate—asking  "  hud  he  ever  been  a  candi- 
date for  a  lucrative  employment  in  a  rival 
railway?"  Possiblysuch  a  question  ^bould 
be  regarded  with  contempt,  us  coming  from 
one  who  had  shown  himself  incapable  of 
either  thinking,  acting,  or  speaking  as  a 
geutleman;  but  as  he  (Mr.  French)  was  the 
person  about  whom  that  question  was  put, 
and  feeling  that,  were  there  the  slightest 
foundation  for  that  base  und  dastardly  in- 
sinuation, he  should  be  unworthy  uf  a  place 

that  House,  he  had  deemed  it  his  duly 

call  attention  to  the  fact.  The  individual 
about  whose  conduct  he  bad  spoken  (and 
he  was  prepared  to  establiiih  evtry  state- 
ment he  had  made)  was  Lord  Ijrougham 
and  Vaux!  und  the  case  was  the  Dublin 
and  Galway  Railnay, 

Tlic  fullowing  Motion  made  by  Mr. 
Hames  was  then  agreed  to:— 

"  An  Address  for  Copy  of  tlie  Letter  ad- 
dressed by  (he  Secretary  of  Smte  for  the  Homo 
UepartnienI  lo  Mr.  Wmy,  (lie  Receiier  Ge- 
neral of  Metropolitan  Police,  in  consequence 
of  tbe  Report  of  a  Cominittee  of  (bis  House 


vpon  the  Soulh  EatUrn   Railway  Company' 

PelilioDi  and,  alio  a  Copy  ofiha  appr= 

of  Mr.  Wray  to  the  office  he  lioldr  '' 

New  Zealakd.^  Mr.  Ward  having 
preieDied  a  PelitioD  from  the  New  Zea- 
land Company,  Tclalire  lo  the  etate  of 
ihst  ColoDv, 

Mr.  C.  BulUr  rose,  and  said 
tirely  concur  in  the  feeling  which  is  ex- 
pressed in  the  petition  that  has  just  been 
presented  lo  you  from  the  New  Zealand 
CompaDy;  for  I  felt  that  it  would  not 
be  necessary  for  any  one  on  behalf  (if 
the  New  Zealand  Company  lo  bring  the 
question  again  before  the  House  during 
thitSeMion;  and  if  I  do  so  on  the  present 
occasion,  I  hope  the  House  will  do  me 
the  justice  to  believe  that  I  do  it  solely 
fiom  a  feeling  of  a  strong  necessity  for 
such  a  course.  I  may  state  at  once  that 
it  is  not  my  desire  to  trespass  on  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  same  eiient 
as  on  a  former  occasion,  for  the  tubject- 
matier  of  discussion  is  not  such  as  could 
justify  me  in  thus  trespassing  on  the 
House.  The  facts  to  which  I  am  about 
lo  direct  attention  are  few,  but  they  are 
of  great  importance  i  and  as  it  is  not  ne- 
cessary to  resume  my  former  slatemeDl,  I 
wilt  take  up  the  story  where  I  ended  on 
the  former  occasion,  namely,  the  20th  of 
June  last,  and  proceed  to  put  the  House 
in  posseiiion  of  the  intelligence  which  has 
arrived  iu  this  country  from  New  Zealand 
(ioce  that  debate,  and  call  attention  to 
what  has  since  been  going  on  in  this 
country  relative  to  the  affairs  of  that 
Colony.  The  newspapers  and  the  Papers 
which  have  been  laid  before  the  House 
have  put  Members  in  ponsession  of  the 
startling  intelligence  which  has  arrived 
from  New  Zealand  since  the  affairs  of 
that  Colony  wera  last  discussed ;  and  I 
an  sure  that  every  Gentleman  on  both 
■ides  of  ihe  House,  who  has  read  those 
accounts,  tnmt  feel  the  deepest  com- 
miseraiion  for  the  past,  and  Ihe  gravest 
apprehension  for  the  future.  Those  events 
were  inevitable  in  their  occurrence.  They 
were  predicted  by  all  those  conversant 
with  the  condition  and  the  aff'^irsof  New 
Zealand  for  ihe  last  three  years.  They 
are  events  which  were  predicted  by  my 
noble  Friend,  whose  loss,  a  deplorable 
cveiti,  [the  death  of  Earl  Grey,  »ho  ex- 
pired on  July  17th,]  which  we  all  regret, 
has  raused — 1  mean  Lord  Howick.  Thoi 
noble  Lord  showed  to  this  House  that  the 
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circumitsnces  which  had  occutrcd  id  New 
Zealand,  aud  the  policy  which  had  been 
pursued  by  the  Government  towards  that 
Colony,  had  the  inevitable  tendency  to 
produce  those  results;  but  neither  he  nor 
any  one  in  this  House  could  have  imagin- 
ed that  those  proceedings  woald  hare 
taken  place  with  such  promptitade  as  that 
which  had  cbaracierized  their  occurrence. 
The  Under  Secretary  for  the  Coloniei 
gave  such  an  account  of  these  transac- 
tions in  this  HoDse  as  tended  raiber  to 
allay  the  feelings  of  those  who  heard  bin, 
than  lo  give  an  idea  of  the  fact  that  there 
is  B  formidable  insurrection  in  New  Zea- 
land— an  insurrection  founded  on  no  new 
discontent,  bul  on  an  established  hostiliiy 
to  the  British  Governraenl  in  New  Zea- 
land. That  that  insurrection  will  be  tne- 
cessTuI,  as  far  as  our  present  inielligence 
goes,  there  can  be  but  little  doubL  It 
cannot  be  said  that,  in  this  matter,  the 
Government  has  been  taken  by  surprise. 
The  present  contest  was  commenced,  in  a 
manner,  by  themselves,  at  any  rate  they 
had  full  waning  of  its  approach.  Due 
notice  was  given  that  the  attack,  wbich 
has  since  taken  place,  was  to  ba  made. 
The  Government  thereupon  sent  the  best 
means  at  their  disposal  to  meet  tbe 
threatened  attack.  What  has  been  the 
result?  All  the  available  force  of  tbe  Go- 
vernment  has  been  completely  roaied. 
Tbe  most  ancient  settlement  that  English- 
men and  Earopeaus  had  ever  established 
in  that  quarter  of  the  world,  has,  been 
swept  from  the  face  of  the  earth.  Tbe 
ancient  settlement  of  the  Bay  of  Islands 
has  fallen  into  the  possession  of  the 
savages,  and  has  been  pillaged  from  one 
the  other,  and  every  human  babi 
which  it  contained  has  been  de- 
stroyed and  rased  to  the  ground.  It 
Id  be  well  if  we  could  say  that  Ihe 
recent  news  from  New  Zealand  jastifiea 
OS  in  anticipating  that  the  mischief  is  lr> 
end  here:  I  much  fear  that  we  shall  6ad 
that  the  successful  attack  upon  the  Bay 
of  Islands  is  but  the  commencement  of  a 
regular  war  to  be  henceforth  carried  on 
between  the  two  races  in  New  ZealantL 
hief  who  was  the  leader  in  the  late 
nd  to  whom  I  must  do  the 
:e  to  say  that  he  has  carried  on  the 
in  a  spirit  more  apptoxtmaiing  to 
ilry  than  we  are  accustomed  to  meet 
in  the  warfdre  of  uuciviliied  people, 
jiven  notice  that  his  neU  attack  will 
be  upon  the  seat  of  Ooverament,  and 
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that  he  means  Rt'iag  the  *erj  day — per- 
hapa  from  a  duligbt  in  tiraight  for  ward 
dealJDg,  and  perhaps  frona  the  old  strat- 
agem of  Agesilaut,  that  yuu  can  always 
deceive  an  enemy  by  tellm|;  him  what 
you  realty  mean  to  do— to  make  Auclc. 
land  the  {Mint  of  hi*  next  atlaclc.  From 
this  determination  there  is  every  reason 
to  anticipate  the  greaiett  disasters.  The 
chief  in  question  ha*  managed  to  take 
advantage  of  the  diicontents  excited  by 
the  policy  of  the  Government,  and  he  has 
commenced  his  hostile  proceedings  hy 
declaring  that  the  war  upon  which  he 
has  embarked  ii  a  war  against  the  Go- 
Tornment  alone,  and  not  against  the 
settlers.  I  will  here  call  the  attention  of 
the  House  to  a  letter  recently  received 
from  New  Zealand,  written  by  a  ganlle- 
man  of  the  name  of  Gormack,  and  which 
contains  verv  important  information.  The 
letter  says,  that  the  native  chiefs  declare 
that  the  war  is  with  the  Government  and 
not  with  the  settlers,  and  that  they  plun- 
dered no  house  until  the  Europeans  had 
all  evacuated  them.  Heki  declared  that 
it  never  was  his  intention  to  disturb  the 
settlers;  on  the  contrary,  that  it  was  his 
desire  to  protect  them.  la  addition  to 
this,  I  will  t-all  attention  to  what  I  deem 
a  very  significant  fact.  It  was  supposed 
that  after  the  afiair  at  Kotorarika  the  na- 
tives, in  the  general  pillage  which  ensued, 
had  spared  all  the  missionary  establish. 
ments  and  churches.  Such  was  slated 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite;  but  I 
find  that  he  was  incorrect  in  the  univer- 
sality of  that  remark.  This  letter  atatei 
that  the  establishment  of  the  Fteoch 
missionaries  was  the  only  one  which  was 
left  standing.  1  do  not  wish  to  draw  any 
invidious  comparisons  between  the  French 
miisionaries  and  those  who  were  known 
lo  the  natives  as  having  made  the  most 
active  efToris  in  getting  possession  of 
land,  it  being  the  honoured  diitinclion 
of  the  C>ilholic  clergy  in  those  islands 
Uiat  nnt  one  of  their  body  has  parti- 
cipated in  these  efforts,  or  taken  poi- 
tession  of  any  land.  Those  who  have  done 
so  are  considered,  and  very  naturally,  as 
forming  a  part  of  that  Government  with 
which  they  seem  to  take  an  identical  po- 
licy, and  the  effect  of  that  policy  has  been 
to  deprive  them  of  all  huld  over  Ihe  minds 
of  the  natives,  and  to  induce  the  natives  lo 
regard  tbero  as  either  members  of,  or  in 
iome  tvay,  at  least,  connected  with,  the 
Ooverameai.    Let  us  now  see  what  is  the 
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.  at  the  Government  lettle- 
they  prepared    to  meet 
'     By  a  letter  dated 


Ihe  28lh  of  March,  it  appears  that  the 
itateof  things  there,  at  present,  is  shock- 
ngto  conlemplaie.  The  place  ia  full  of 
ragabonds,  most  of  whom  are  ruoaway 
convicts  from  Botany  Bay.  The  white 
savage  is  worse  than  the  brown.  The 
streets  are  full,  day  and  niglit,  of  drunken 
soldiers,  sailors,  and  "  Parkhurst 
boys."  This  is  an  evil  arising  from  a 
distinct  breach  of  faith  nn  the  part  of  the 
Government  towards  the  colonists.  A 
pledge  was  given  that  no  convicts  should 
be  sent  to  New  Zealand.  It  was  said 
that  it  was  to  be  spared  the  character  of  a 
penil  Colony,  But  the  Government,  in 
spite  of  that  pledge,  has  sent  out  a  num- 
bier  of  convicts  from  Parkhurst,  with  (he 
intention,  after  planting  them  in  New 
Zealand,  of  granting  them  a  free  pardon. 
The  Government  have  thus  done  nil  the 
mischief  of  introducing  a  convict  popula- 
tion into  the.  Colony.  Ever  since  these 
convicts  have  been  in  New  Zealand,  there 
has  been  but  one  account  of  the  mischief 
which  they  have  occasioned,  of  the  depre- 
dations which  ihey  have  carried  on,  and 
of  the  pernicious  influence  which  they 
have  exercised  over  the  natives,  [t  is 
now  owing  to  (his  conduct  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  that  you  have  Auckland 
in  that  slate  of  alarm  which  this  lawless, 
troublesome,  and  immoral  population  has 
occasioned,  a  population  which  creates 
greater  terror  in  the  minds  of  the  settleri 
than  Ihe  natives  themselves.  There  is  a 
total  abxence  of  all  magisterial  authority, 
and  it  almost  seemed  as  if  orders  had  been 
given  lo  permit  this  alate  of  things  to  take 
place  and  continue.  Such  was  at  present, 
from  authentic  accounts,  the  condition  of 
Auckland.  The  chief  Heki  is  advancing 
with  his  tribe,  and  the  horde  who  plun- 
dered Kororatika  is  now  advanciag  upon 
Auckland.  The  amount  of  property  which 
fell  at  the  former  place  into  the  hands  of  the 
savages  is  slated  at  f.'om  thirty  to  forty 
thousand  pounds.  This  will  be  held  oat 
as  a  strong  inducement  to  other  tribes  to 
join  in  the  boside  movement.  The  friendly 
tribes  have  been  called  around  Auckland; 
but,  by  the  last  accounis,  the  Governor 
was  represented  as  full  of  apprehension  at 
the  presence  of  these  tribei,  because,  if 
they  enable  him  to  succeed  in  repelling 
Heki,  they  may  afterwards  become  mastera 
of  New  Zealand.    Just  conceive  the  effect 
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of  ihe  victorious  chief,  comiog  from  the 
north,  flushed  wi[h  his  succejn,  and  laden 
wii]<  bonrv,  and  telling  these  friendly  tribes 
that,  ir  ihey  plunder  Auckland,  they  will 
get  similar  booty  for  IliemseUcs.  Such  is 
the  state  of  things  now  existing  in  the 
Government  settlement,  which  is  to  be 
avowedly  the  next  object  of  aitack.  Let 
us  now  turn  to  the  lettlemenig  in  another 
pari  of  the  island.  In  the  peiitior)  which 
has  been  presented  to  this  House  from  the 
colonists,  it  is  stated  that  there  are  in  the 
settlements  at  Cook's  Straits  no  less  than 
12,000  settlers,  who  carried  out  with  thetn 
no  less  than  2,000,000^  of  capital,  which 
they  have  invested  in  the  Colony.  The 
New  Zealand.  Company  has,  besides,  ex- 
pended no  lesi  than  600,000f.  to  protect 
these  settlers  and  this  mass  of  property. 
What  has  the  Goternment  done?  They 
have  called  away  the  greater  part  of  the 
force  which  was  Eiatiooed  there  to  protect 
both  settlers  and  property,  in  order  to  pro- 
tect Auckland.  The  principal  protection 
aiForded  to  the  settlement  of  Wellington 
was  the  ship  Hazard,  and  a  very  efficient 
protection,  too,  for  a  naval  town.  That 
vessel  has  been  ordered  off  to  Auckland. 
The  sole  protection  now  left  is  about  fifty 
soldiers,  to  protect  a  population  of  from 
4,000  10  6,000  people,  numbers  of  them 
scattered  at  considerable  distances  from 
each  oiher,  against  the  mass  of  the  na- 
tives on  the  spot,  amounting  to  no  less 
than  8,000,  and  counting  amongst  these 
from  1,500  to  1,60'J  fighting  men.  This 
is  the  force  which  the  Government  has  re- 
served. Ill  another  setilement,  contain- 
ing from  3,000  to  3,000  people,  there  is 
not  a  single  soldier  or  sailor.  The  in- 
habitants have  to  depend  entirely  upon 
thetnselves.  The  seitlement,  which  is, 
perhaps,  the  worst  off  of  all,  is  New  Ply. 
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ihe  cause  of  tbe  misehief?  Why, 
the  war  has  arisen  in  another  part  of  ihe 
island.  It  is  no  quanel  of  theirs.  Indeed, 
1  must  say  thai  this  whole  unforluDBte  war 
has  arisen  in  the  northern  part  of  ibe 
island  ;  and,  after  all,  it  involves  no  ma- 
terial object  of  anv  importance  to  the  set- 
tlem,  for  none  of  ihe  objects  in  respect  of 
which  Ihe  welfare  of  the  Colony  is  at  stake 
are  involved  in  this  war.  It  is  ddI  under- 
laken  to  give  the  settlers  access  to  their 
lands.  Were  it  carried  on  to  punish  such 
monBtersas  Rauperaha  and  RangiheatB  — 
were  it  carried  on  to  exact  retribution  for 
the  murder  of  our  countrymen,  that  would 
have  been  of  itself  a  legitimate  and  justiG- 
able  object.  But  with  whom  has  the  war,  in 
fact,  originated  ?  It  was  commenced  widi 
a  chief  who  has  exhibited,  throughout  tbe 
whole  transaction,  no  feeling,  no  desire  to 
create  a  war,  on  account  of  his  own  per- 
sonal interests,  whose  feelings  are  all 
founded  upon  a  rude  desire  of  inde- 
pendence, and  who  has  carried  on  the  war 
in  a  spirit  of  chivalry  which  would  have 
done  honour  to  Europeans,  and  exhibited 
something  of  European  refinemei.t  in  his 
mode  of  warfare — an  expression  which,  by 
the  by,  I  rouit  qualify — for  he  has  exhi- 
bited a  de;rree  of  refinement  which,  I  re- 
gret to  find,  is  not  manifested  in  iheaa 
days  by  every  European  nation.  It 
against  this  chief  that  your  hoiiilitiet  are 
now  carried  on,  and  this  too,  not  to  en. 
farce  the  possession  of  land,  but  from  a 
wretched  quarrel  about  a  flagstaff,  which 
he  has  again  cut  down,  because,  on  the 
last  occasion  on  which  he  did  so,  Go- 
vernor Pitzroy,  instead  of  punishing, 
rewarded  him,  by  abolishing  all  cus- 
toms' dues  in  that  part  of  the  island.  I 
cannot  view  these  matters  as  attributable 
to  anything  but  the  direct  agency  of  the 


mouth.  This  settlement  contains  about  t  policy  of  the  Government;  and  t  muit 
1,000  people,  the  greater  part  of  them  I  say,  that  I  have  seen  with  amaiement 
being  honest  agriculturists  and  tnecbanics  i  certain  assertions  made  by  Lord  Stanley, 
from  my  own  part  of  the  country — from  i  that  all  our  difficulties  in  New  Zealand 
the  south-west  of  England,  and  who  were  j  have  arinen  out  of  the  conflicting  engage- 
taken  out  thither  by  ihe  Company,  which  I  ments  entered  into  by  the  Company  on 
afierwatds  merged  into  the  New  Zealand  [  the  one  hand,  and  the  Treaty  of  Wsitangi 
Company.  This  settlement  is  tbe  nearest  on  the  other.  This,  too,  was  (aid  bj  the 
to  Auckland  ;  but  between  the  two  points  |  noble  Lord,  after  the  last  debate  upon  this 
are  to  be  found  the  most  formidable  subject,  a  great  part  of  which  debate 
tribes  in  New  Zealand.  This  settlement  |  turned  upon  the  mischiefs  going  on  io 
has  no  fortifications.  There  is  not  a  i>ol-  i  certain  parts  of  the  island  in  which  the 
dier,  not  a  marine,  not  a  sailor  there  to  Company  has  never  set  its  foot,  and  in 
nrotect  the  settlers.  Now,  is  this  a  war  '  which  it  does  not  possess  an  acre  of  ler- 
1  these  settlers  have  brought  upon  |  riiory :  in  fact,  in  a  part  of  the  island 
tves?     Can  you  say  that  they  have    fully  tiflO  miles  from  the  aeltlenienls  of 
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tbs  Company.  He  uid  (bii,  too,  after  a 
rumour  had  actually  reached  this  counlrj 
of  the  Bwfol  catastrophe  which  has  talcea 
place  in  the  Bay  of  Islands.  Neither  he 
nor  any  ooe  else  can  charge  this  upon  the 
New  Zealand  Company,  nho  had  no  hand 
whatever  in  originaiing  this  great  mischief. 
What  are  ihe  opinions  of  petsoni  com- 
petent 10  Judge  in  respect  of  these  out- 
rages? Mr.  Busby,  nho  is  not  very  fa* 
fourable  to  the  Company,  says  (hat  the 
whole  of  Heki's  insurrection  originally 
arose  out  of  the  land  question,  and  from 
the  natives  not  understanding  the  mode 
in  which  the  Government  sought  to  deal 
with  iheirland.  This  was  staled  to  be  the 
foundation  of  the  whole  mischief.  In  ad- 
dition to  this,  is  there  no  other  part  of  the 
policy  of  the  Government  which  has  led 
directly  to  these  results  ?  Whtt  insti- 
gates Heki  to  the  outrages  commiiled  by 
him  ?  He  has  been  instigated  thereto  by 
impuaity  for  his  previous  outrages—by  the 
reward  for  those  ouirages  which  he  actually 
received.  The  result  of  the  last  outrage 
which  he  committed  was,  that  the  Go- 
vernor went  to  the  Bay  of  Islands,  pre- 
tended to  tale  a  nominal  letenge,  and 
proceeded  forthwith  to  abolish  the  cus- 
toms. Has  nothing  resulted,  too,  from 
the  impunity  with  which  outrage  was 
visited  in  otber  parts  of  the  islands?  It  is 
notorious  that  many  chiefs  in  the  island 
held  up  the  impunity  of  Rauperaha  for  the 
massacre  at  Waitau  as  an  inducement  for 
their  tribes  to  follow  the  eiample  thus 
set  them;  and  asking  why,  if  Rauperaha 
killed  the  Europeans  with  impuuity  in  the 
south,  they  should  not  do  the  same  in  the 
north  ?  Mr.  Geoige  Clarke  said,  and  he 
is  an  anihoriiy  to  ithom  (he  hoo.  Baronet 
ihe  Member  for  the  University  of  Oxford 
(Sir  R.  Inglis)  will  defer,  thai  among  the 
natives  of  the  north  there  was  a  verj 
strong  feeling  of  dislike,  disgust,  and 
contempt  entertained  towards  the  Govern- 
nent,  and  that  the  most  calamitous  re- 
sults might  follow  from  this,  unless  mea- 
sures were  rapidly  taken  to  check  them. 
What  circumstsnces  have  more  particu- 
larly contributed  to  the  danger  of  Auck- 
land ?  Why  have  disputes  broken  out 
there?  Was  not  the  cause  slated  in  the 
last  debate  upon  this  subject?  Is  any- 
body responsible  for  this  state  ot  things 
but  the  Government?  Whoplaced  Auck- 
land in  the  north?  Who  placed  it  the 
•eat  of  government,  where  there  was  the 
■malleit  proportion  of  white  men  to  pro- 
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tect  themselves  ?  Who  placed  it,  so  cir- 
cumstanced, amongst  the  strongest  and 
most  poputousof  the  native  tribes,  and  at 
last  brought  the  two  races  into  collision 
with  each  other?  The  Government — 
and  the  Government  alone — 'Bre  respon- 
sible for  the  present  danger  of  Auckland, 
Who  left  itdefenceless  ?  Governor  Fiizroy, 
to  be  sure,  in  refusing  to  embody  the 
militia  after  the  hrst  outrages  had  been 
perpetrsted.  He  and  his  Council  then  de- 
liberated upon  the  instructions  sent  out  by 
Lord  Stanley  as  to  the  embodying  of  the 
militia  for  the  defence  of  the  place.  The 
reiult  of  their  deliberation  was,  that  they 
determined  to  disregard  end  repudiate  the 
orders  in  this  respect  of  successive  Secre- 
taries of  Slate,  and  refrained  from  em- 
bodying the  militia  for  fear  of  alarming 
the  natives.  Here,  then,  was  the  result. 
From  fear  of  alarming  the  natives,  you 
have  placed  yourselves  absolutely  at  their 
mercy.  But  I  am  not  inclined  to  do  injus- 
lice  to  Captain  Fitsroy.  He  is  recalled— 
I  do  not  wish  to  have  him  made  the  scape- 
goat for  the  ofiencesof  others.  What  are 
the  charges  which  lie  brings  against  the 
Government  ?  He  is  now  defenceless, 
but  it  is  not  his  own  fault  only.  He  sent 
to  Ihe  Government  for  additional  forces, 
to  meet  what  he  conceived  to  he  the 
exigency  of  the  pUce.  Have  his  de- 
spatches, which  contained  this  request, 
been  all  laid  before  us?  QMr.  G.  W. 
Hope  :  Every  one.^  What  has  not  been 
Isid  before  us,  then,  is  the  defence  of  tbs 
Government.  I  allude  to  the  despatches 
sent  long  before  the  collision,  in  which  he 
states  thut,  from  the  first,  he  has  actually 
been  endeavouring  to  impress  upon  the 
Government  a  sense  of  the  necessity  of 
protecting  the  settlements  by  an  additional 
force,  and  that,  up  to  the  month  of  May 
or  June,  the  Government  never  look  a 
single  step  to  send  him  this  additional 
force.  The  mischiefs  which  have  en- 
sued are,  therefore,  greatly  attributable 
to  the  policy  of  the  Government,  and 
not  to  Csptain  Fitzroy  alone.  Lord  Stan- 
ley is,  in  a  great  measure,  responsible  for 
them  all.  He  must  not  shift  the  respon- 
sibility from  himself  to  the  Governor, 
whose  acts  and  policT  he  entirely  ap- 
proves of.  [Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  dissented.] 
It  is  (rue  that  Lord  Stanley  disspproved 
of  the  violation  on  the  pan  of  the  Gover- 
nor of  his  instructions  in  regard  to  deben- 
tures; but  have  the  Government  disap- 
proved of  any  other  portion  ofbiicondact! 
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In  reftrcncc  to  (he  whole  ijrttem  of  poliry 
which  engendered  the  fatal  diiBcntioni  of 
whicli  we  have  now  lo  complain,  have  they 
done  anything  lo  put  an  end  to  that  po- 
licy ttnd  ill  evil  Truit*  ?  There  never  ba* 
been  ia  the  hiatory  uf  the  whole  Coloniil 
Depattmant  a  Governor  who,  generally 
■peaking;,  had  to  such  an  esieni  the  cor- 
dial approbation  of  the  Department,  aa 
Captata  Fitzroy  hai  received  from  Lord 
Stanley.  If  we  look  at  ihe  deipatchei 
which  paiied  from  the  noble  Lord  to  hra 
Lieutenant  in  New  Zealand,  we  find  thai  it 
ia  always  '*  You  and  1,"  ai  if  he  and 
Caplain  Fiizroy  were  perfectly  agreed. 
Of  the  policy  which  hai  been  puriued  in 
New  Zealand,  and  of  all  in  fruits,  Lord 
Stanley  muit  bear  the  full  reapontibility. 
What,  let  me  again  aak,  have  been  its 
results?  Yon  have  brought  about  the 
grealeit  and  the  most  horrible  calamity 
which  you  could  posiibly  inHict  upon  the 
Colony~a  determined  and  a  regular  war 
of  races.  Don't  believe  that  this  evil  is  lo 
be  evanescent.  If  you  do  tend  oat  a  force 
now,  and  put  the  natives  down  by  dint  of 
your  superior  skill  and  diicipline,  you  do 
not  even  ihen  repress  the  insurreciion;  you 
do  not  extinguish  the  alienation  of  the  na- 
lives;  you  do  not  repress  the  desire  for 
revenge,  which  you  have  been  to  instru- 
mental yourselves  in  kindling  to  their 
besoms  ;  you  do  not  extirpate  the  antmo- 
aily  which  you  have  created  between  the 
while  man  and  the  brown,  the  feud  of 
blood,  the  war  of  races,  which,  I  Tear  will 
now  last  aa  long  as  differences  of  colour 
enables  the  two  races  to  be  distingu»hed 
from  each  other.  I  sm  free  to  admit  thai 
it  is  frequently  the  custom  of  the  Opposi- 
tion to  altribuia  events  lika  those  which 
have  recently  occurred  in  New  Zealand,  to 
the  bad  policy  and  imbecile  administration 
of  the  Government  to  which  they  are  op< 
posed.  But  I  ask  any  candid  man  to  look 
at  the  policy  which  has  been  pursued  in 
New  Zealand,  and  at  its  necessary  results, 
and  then  say  whether  there  can  be  a  doubt 
that  the  whole  of  these  results  might  not 
have  been  averted  by  a  display  of  greater 
wisdom  and  firmness  on  the  pan  of  the 
Oovernmenl,  end  whether  the  disasters 
which  have  overtaken  the  Colony  are  not 
attributable  to  the  ruitiaus  and  unwise 
policy  which  the  Government  have  thouehl 
proper  to  pursue.  But  to  turn  from  Ihe 
evils  which  have  been  effected,  let  us  now 
come  to  what  is  a  far  more  important 
qoestioii  Bt  present— (he  remedy  which  ia  < 


to  be  applied.  What  hope  have  we  (hat 
any  effectual  remedy  will  be  applied,  or 
is  about  to  be  applied  by  the  Government  ? 
I  lind  no  satisFaciion  hi  Captain  Fiizroy'a 
being  made  the  acape-goai — no  aatisUc- 
lion  simply  in  his  being  recalled.  What 
I  want  is,  a  satisfactory  proof  of  your 
determination  to  pursue  a  different  and  a 
twtler  course  then  hitherto.  You  have 
now  punished  Captain  Filzroy.  What 
have  you  done  though  to  the  aabordi- 
naies,  by  whom  the  whole  mischief  baa,  in 
fact,  been  in  a  great  measure  superinduced  ; 
that  is  to  say,  what  bss  been  done  to  tbosa 
in  power,  who,  under  the  Government, 
have  been  helping  in  their  unforlunaie 
policy?  We  have  not  heard  of  one  single 
subordinate  being  reprimanded.  Althoufth 
the  Colonial  Secretary  was  obliged  to  dis> 
approve  of  their  conduct  in  more  than  one 
instsnce,  not  one  of  ihem  has  been  repri- 
manded. The  last  fact  which  haa  come 
to  light  in  reference  tn  them  is,  that  M(. 
Shorlland  hai,  in  reward  of  bis  services  in 
New  Zealand,  been  thonght  worthy  of 
being  made  Governor  of  one  of  the  West 
India  islands.  There  wasnne  circnmstence 
which,  up  to  a  recent  period,  did  give  dm 
hope :  it  was  the  tone  assumed  by  iha  Go- 
vernment  in  the  late  debate  upon  New 
Zealand,  and  the  promises  then  lavishly 
made  of  an  altered  and  improved  policy 
for  the  future.  It  it  not  to  the  particular 
words  then  used  that  I  attach  importance, 
hut  to  the  general  tone  of  the  apaecbea 
then  delivered,  and  especially  to  that  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Batonei  (Sir 
R,  Peel),  When  he  came  forward,  as  he 
did  on  that  occasion,  and  stated  his  views 
of  thai  policy,  I  did  think  them  so  en- 
entirely  in  accordance  with  his  own  good 
feelings  and  Judgment,  that  1  was  bound 
to  believe  him  perfectly  sincere,  not  only 
in  his  expressions,  as  indicating  his  opin- 
ions at  the  time,  but  in  hit  avowed  inten- 
tions lo  give  full  effect  to  his  feelings  and 
views.  I  now  want  to  ask  the  House  what 
effecthasbeengiventothemfTbeimmediat* 
effect  ot  the  divition  on  that  occasion  waa 
very  visible.  1  was  myself  at  the  moment 
severely  reproached  by  an  hon.  Friend, 
and  by  others,  who  perfectly  agreed  with 
me  upon  the  general  question,  for  going 
[0  a  division  at  all.  I  was  told  that  to 
doing  was  pushing  a  Government,  who 
were  really  willing  to  do  right,  rather  too 
hard;  that  it  wai  com  prom  iii  of  the  in- 
terests of  the  Colony  to  divide,  after  the 
Government    had    given    all    that    wa 


SIT  Mw  Tddand.  {3vly  31} 

winted  in  their  liberal  and  nameroui 
pfomitM.  I  know,  loo,  that  tliere  were 
■everal  Gentlemen  on  the  other  tide  or  the 
Huute  whose  votet  were  materially  nfTecied 
by  ibeae  promi»ea.  I  haye  »een  slate- 
menti  from  more  ihao  one,  lo  the  effect 
that  ihey  would  (heo  ha»e  voted  with  u«, 
ir  ihey  had  not  trutted  to  the  aisuranceaof 
the  right  hon.  Baronei — if  they  had  noi 
relied  on  thoae  awurancea  being  carried 
inio  effect.  We  had  no  choice,  afier 
iheie,  bm  to  enter  into  further  nesotiaiion 
with  the  GoTflrnment.  it  waa  aaid  by 
•ome  that  the  Company  ware  wrong  in  ao 
doing  ;  but  what  would  have  been  thought 
of  ua  if,  afier  luch  aaiurancea  from  the 
head  of  the  GoMrnmenl,  we  had  refused 
to  enter  into  negotiation  with  the  Govern- 
ment ;  while  it  would  hare  been  held  by 
many  that  we  were  endangering  the  welfare 
of  the  Colony  and  of  all  the  letllert,  from 
privata  pique  and  reientmenl,  had  we 
refrained  from  auch  further  negotiation  ? 
Pabltc  opinion  compelled  m  to  negotieie. 
And  what  is  the  result?  I  have  seen  it  In 
the  Papers  before  the  Houie,  and  it  has, 
in  fact,  been  communicated  by  Lord 
Stanley,  ia  the  shape  of  insttuctiona  given 
to  the  new  Go*ernar.  What  I  complain 
of  in  the  Rrat  instance  ia,  that  with  the 
fate  of  the  Colony  in  the  scales,  jou  do 
nothing  to  set  it  right  and  appease  ihi 
alarm  of  the  people  interested  in  it*  fate; 
you  give  them,  in  fact,  no  more  stable  ^s- 
auiancw  than  your  iDstructtooi  to  your  new 
Qovernor.  What  ia  the  real  worth  of  them? 
YoQ  make  lawi.and  your  Colon ialGovernor 
generally  obey  them,  although  ia  i 
stancea  than  one.  Governor  Fitzroy  did 
not  even  do  that.  The  law  haa  aome 
force  even  in  the  Colonial  Office  ;  but  it 
ia,  in  too  many  case*,  disregarded  by  your 
Govemon.  this  ia  stated  in  the  petition 
which  has  recently  been  presented  from 
(he  Sctllementt,  which  has  been  printed, 
and  is  now  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members. 
From  that  petition  the  House  will  excase 
ma  if  1  read  a  few  lines:  — 

"  With  regard  lo  the  alleged  responiibililj 
of  tlie  officers  of  GoTernment  in  New  Zesland 
to  the  Colonial  Office  in  London,  yourpeii- 
tioncrs  would  obierve  thsit,  in  the  hiaiorj  of 
Ibis  Colony,  nothing  is  more  remarkable  than 
the  disregard  by  the  local  authoriliei  of  the 
iniiructioni  which  they  received  from  the  Sec- 
retary of  Stale.  The  cases  of  specific  disobe- 
dience are  numerous  and  impoilaiii;  but  that 
which  has  led  the  colonists  to  despair  of  the 
efficacy  of  inslructioni  from  Downing-sireet, 
is  abuodanl  avideiica  of  an  habitnal  fatling 


Adu  Zealand. 


818 


among  persons  in  office  in  the  Colony,  thai  in< 
structions  coming  from  so  great  a  distance 
may   generally  be    evaded,    or   totally    disre- 

Sarcled,with  impunily.  Un  comparing  Lord 
ohn  Russell's  admirable  body  of  inttruclicns 
□  the  firit  Governor,  dated  9lh  December, 
B40,  with  the  whole  of  His  Excellency's  pro- 
ceedings, it  becomes  manifest  that  Iha  advioa 
'  wmmandt  of  the  Secretary  of  State  made 
ore  impression  on  the  authorities  of  the 
Colony  than  if  ihey  bad  never  been  written; 
iu  no  one  instance  were  they  observed  ; 
hat  in  very  many  the  conduct  of  the  local 
Government  whs  precisely  opposite  lo  the  ei- 
I  words  and  whole  tenor  of  thei  aid  body 
of  instraciions.  And  wbati*  yet  more  deser*. 
ng  of  reoiark,  not  only  was  this  utter  coni 
tempt  of  instructions  vitiled  by  no  punish- 
nenl,  but  the  Governor,  whom  everybody 
n  the  Colony  knew  to  be  labouring  under 
lisease  which  abiolved  him  from  personal 
esponiibiliiy,  was  kept  in  office,  and  con> 
linutd  In  enjoy  the  conAdeace  of  the  Colonial 
UScB  nntil  ihe  hour  of  hii  death.  In  like 
manner  bis  ■ubordioates,  who  really  carried  on 
the  government  in  hii  name,  have  never  been 
even  reminded  of  Lord  John  Hussell's  instruc- 
tions. Theonlyper^ons  upon  whom  the  Colonial 
OSice  has  cast  any  blame  for  the  calamities 
which  the  disregard  of  those  instructions  hai 
produced,  are  the  suflering  colonists  and  the 
mined  New  Zealand  Company ;  and,  alihoagh 
Captain  Fitiioy  has  indeed  been  recalled, 
there  is  every  reason  to  believe  that  the  confi- 
dence of  Ihe  Colonial  Office  would  stilt  hava 
been  ustentatiously  extended  to  him,  if  he  had 
had  sense  enough  to  evade  or  otherwise  to  dis- 
regard,  without  defying.   Lord  Stanley's  in- 


la  this  caae,  what  Kcurity  have  we  for 
these  iRsiructiont  being  of  any  effect? 
Observe  the  circumttancca  under  which 
they  have  been  issued.  They  have  been 
iiaued  to  a  gentleman  of  whom  no  intelli- 
gence haa  been  had  for  the  laat  Gv« 
months,  and  who,  you  are  not  certain,  ie 
even  now  alive.  But  even  if  he  be  so,  you 
do  not  yet  know  that  Captain  Grey  will 
accept  the  new  office,  in  lieu  of  the  office 
of  Governor  of  a  Colony  in  which  he  haa 
been  so  useful— that  he  will  give  up  ihat 
office  for  that  of  Governor  of  New  Zealand, 
wtih  all  its  responaibility,  with  its  wretched 
salary,  and  the  fearful  task  of  repairing 
the  blunders  of  other  men.  1  happen  to 
know  that  some  of  Captain  Grey's  friends 
have  expressed  a  strong  opinion  that  it 
would,  on  his  part,  be  highly  imprudent 
were  he  to  accept  the  governmeot  of  New 
Zealand.  These  inatructions.  therefore, 
are  issued  to  a  Governor  about  whose  ac- 
ccptaoca  of  office  yori  are  not  yet  sure.  In 
what  lUte  ia  tho  Colony  now  f    Suppoaa 
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Bnf  miiearria^e  ariies  from  this  cbuk  ? 
You  recalled  GoTernor  Filztoy  in  April, 
and  you  Hot  oat  tbeie  initructiooi  in 
July  to  Captain  Grey.  Suppoie  Captain 
Fitiroy  reiignt  whenever  he  receive*  your 
inilruclioni,  into  whose  hands  will  ihe 
Colonial  Government  Tall  ihould  Captain 
Grey  not  be  on  the  ipol  to  receive  it,  or 
should  he  rcrase  to  accept  the  office  you 
have  proffered  him?  It  will  fall  inio  the 
baodi  of  the  Colonial  Secretary,  of  wliom 
I  cau  only  say,  that  he  has  been  a  pro- 
miupni  participator  in  every  one  of  Cap. 
lain  F ilzro J '•  blunders,  in  those  especially 
for  which  you  ha*e  recalled  Capiain  Kilz- 
roy— I  mean  Dr.  Sinclair,  whose  speeches 
have  certainly  been  the  most  absurd  of 
any  specciies  ever  delivered  in  that  most 
absurd  body,  the  Colonial  Council,  and 
whose  education  and  qualiScalions  are 
these — (hat  until  two  or  three  years  ago 
be  never  served  in  any  other  capacity  than 
that  of  the  au^on  of  a  ship.  That  is 
the  gentleman  into  whose  hands,  under 
these  circumstances,  the  government  of 
the  Colony  will  fall,  to  whose  care  will  Ije 
entrusted  for  some  time  the  duties  of  New 
Zealand.  Suppose  no  miscarriage  arises 
from  any  of  these  causes,  i  want  to  asic, 
are  your  instructions  satisfactory,  are  they 
clear  from  ambiguity,  are  they  sure  of 
being  made  more  efTective  than  were  your 
previous  instructions?  I  now  want  to  call 
attention  pariiculerly  lo  an  assurance 
which  was  given  us  in  the  last  debate  as 
to  the  government  of  the  Colony.  What 
is  more  important  to  us,  ihsn  the  setile- 
meoi  of  out  particular  claims,  is  the  giving 
a  good  government  to  the  Colony.  That 
must  necessarily  be  the  first  object  for  us 
to  study  to  allain,  in  seekiog  to  discharge 
aright  our  responsibility  to  those  whom 
we  have  been  inslrumenisl  in  sending 
(hither.  Until  you  have  a  system  of  go- 
vernment in  the  Colony  which  will  gus- 
raotee  them  against  the  most  absurd  mis- 
government,  there  will  be 
either  property  or  coloniit 
land.  On  this  alUimportant  subject,  no> 
thing  could  be  more  satisfactory  than  was 
(he  language  of  (he  right  hon.  Baronet  at 
the  head  of  the  Governmenl,  He  (hen 
taid— 

"  With  respect  to  the  future  government  of 
the  Colony,  i  am,  for  one,  stiongly  inclined 
10  think   that  ■  repreienlative  government  : 
suited  for  ihe  condition  of  ihe  people  of  ibi 
Colony.    There  it  not  the  objeciioa  to 
whkbimgbt  apply  lo  a  penal  Colony.    Yd 


have  rescued  New  Zealand  from  the  evils 
attendant   on   a  pensl   seltlemenl.     I   speak 
generally ;  but  I   ihink  ihat   ihe   goveroment 
of  that  Colony,  in  connexion  with  those  who 
mmedistely  iulereiled  in  its  locsl  pros* 
pctiiy,   assigoing   to   them   doe   weight   and 
influence   in   the    ad  mini  lira  lion    of    aflairs, 
framed  upon  genaral  principles,  would  be  a 
fonn  of  government  well  calcolaied  for  New 
Zealand.    In  short,  1  cannot  see  what  assigo- 
inlerest  you  can  have,  eicept  in  Ihe  cam- 
iil  and  social  prosperity  of  that  couniry. 
The  only  possible   ground  of  connexion  that 
I  exist  will  depend  upon  its  being  profilable. 
is  impossible  that,  at  the  distance  at  which 
are,  this  connlrycanseekany  advanlaga  in 
connexion  with  New  Zealand  eicept  reci- 
procal inierests;  aud,  above  all,  upon  the  local 
prosperity  of  the  Colony." 

And  the  right  bon.  Baronet  conlinned  :— 
At  the  same  time  it  ii  impossible  to  apply 
the  principle  of  a  re piesent stive  goTemmeul  to 
an  island  where  the  diCferenl  settlements  in 
the  island  are  at  such  great  diilances  from 
each  other.  The  noble  Lord  says  thai  be 
ibinks  Auckland  was  ill  selected  as  the  seat  of 
Government.  It  might  be  so  in  some  local 
reaprcis  :  but  I  apprehend  thai,  so  far  as  mili- 
taiy  and  naval  considerations  are  concerned, 
Auckland  possesses  great  recommendations. 
But  this  is  one  of  those  questions  whid)  must 
be  influenced  by  local  rather  than  general 
considerations.  It  is  a  point  which  cannot  be 
determined  upon  by  any  other  consideration 
than  what  msy  be  most  advantageous  lo  the 
people.  It  is  quite  clear  that,  seeing  how  the 
setiiers  are  spread  over  the  Northern  Island,  it 
would  be  no  easy  mailer  to  apply  the  prin- 
ciple of  a  representative  government,  accordine 
to  Ihe  rule  ohierved  in  more  thickly  populated 
countries.  I  believe  that  by  far  the  best  plan 
would  be  the  formation  of  a  municipal  govern- 
ment wiib  an  extensive  power  of  local  taxation 
for  local  purposes  —  that  Ibis  form,  at  all 
events,  should  be  established  in  the  first  in- 
slanee,  I  think  yon  will  find  Ihsi,  in  iba 
opinion  of  Mr.  Burke,  the  formalion  of  the 
(jovernmeni  in  North  America  arose  from 
these  municipal  iosiitutinns.  In  his  speech  to 
ihe  sheriffs  ol  Brislol,  he  says,  these  represents, 
live  governmenis  in  North  America  grew  op 
be  knew  not  how.  There  they  were.  The 
people  left  this  country  with  those  feelings  of 
piide  and  aitsehment  to  liberty  which  were 
the  hoasi  of  ihe  mother  couniry.  They  began 
with  municipal  institutions ;  and  distance,  and 
absence,Bnd  the  control  of  local  circumstances 
increased  them,  and  from  small  beginnings, 
into  representative  communities.  This  was 
Ihe  natural  growth  of  these  institutions.  Those 
nations  which  hare  Colonies  must  expect  this 
to  be  the  ultimate  result." 

The  right  hon.  Baronet  says — 

"Now  1  am  strongly  inclined  to  Iliink  that 
(he  germ  of  a  represeniative  goventinent  in  a 
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Colony  Dught  lo  be  in  these  municipaiiiies, 
widening  their  iphcro  by  degrees,  according 
■5  the  Und  became  settled  and  pGopIed.  I 
doubt  whether  that  would  not  ba  Ibe  aafer 
mode,  than  that  of  eilabtishing  among  to  thin 
■  popalalion  a  representative  government  that 
would  require  the  people  of  Auckland  and  of 
Wellington  to  meet  logelher,  aeparated  as 
they  are  by  inch  a  great  distance.  That  will 
be  one  of  the  subjects  which  will  be  referred 
to  the  consideration  of  the  able  man  whom  we 
have  appointed  to  goiern  that  Colony." 
This  WB»  aatisfaclotj,  and  we  have  a  riglit 
to  expect  that  the  result  of  this  statement 
will  be  that  means  should  be  taken  for  the 
Mlablishmeni  of  municipal  insiilutioni  in 
Ihe  Colonj— of  insiiluiiona  exercising  not 
merely  the  power  of  borough  instilulions  in 
this  connlry,  but  which  should,  in  each 
locality,  supply  the  place  of  a  general  re- 
presentative body  for  the  general  purposes 
of  government.  If  there  be  any  meaning 
in  the  language  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
that  was  what  h^  ineanl ;  and  (he  colonista 
of  New  Zealand  had  a  right  lo  expect 
municipal  institutions  similar  to  those  to 
which  &]r.  Burke  referred  ai  having  ex- 
isted in  Atnerica,  and  posBeating  nil  the 
powers  necessary  for  supplying  the  wants 
of  Government  which  those  small  com- 
mtinitiej  required.  If  this  was  not  the 
interpretation  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet's 
language,  what  did  he  mean  by  the  phrase, 
'*  I  think  that  the  germ  of  a  repreaeniative 
governtnent  in  a  Colony  ought  to  be  in 
their  municipalities,  widening  their  sphere 
by  degrees,  as  the  land  became  sellled 
and  peopled?"  What  was  the  meaning 
oflhia?  Did  it  mean  merely  that  they 
weie  10  appoint  mayors  and  aldermen, 
wilh  the  power  to  make  regtilaiions  for 
paving  and  lighting,  in  a  country  where 
no  auch  things  were  needed — where,  in 
fact,  there  were  no  regular  roads  ?  Or  did 
it  mean  that  the  institutions  about  lo  he 
established  were  to  be  like  the  old  Ameri- 
can instiiutjuns,  to  supply  the  place  of 
larger  andmore  general  instil uiions?  What 
he  understood  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet was,  that  the  great  difficulty  was 
not  the  6ineas  of  New  Zealund  for  repre- 
sentative instilutions,  but  that  the  widely 
scattered  and  divided  state  of  the  Colony 
rendered  it  extremely  inconvenient,  if  not 
impoisible,  to  carry  on  the  government 
by  means  of  a  parliament  meeting  in  any 
particular  settlement.  But  is  it  possible 
to  understand  from  the  speech  of  the  right 
boo.  Baronet,  that  there  is  lo  be  no  change 
in  the  government  of  New  Zealand  at  all? 


I  am  not  unreasonable — I  do  not  aay  that 
they  should  have  based  those  new  insUtu- 
tioQs  upon  the  example  of  the  House  of 
Commons,  or  of  any  other  legislative  as- 
sembly. I  should  hate  been  perfectly 
satisfied  if  ihey  had  been  based  on  the 
principles  of  representative  government, 
leaving  the  people  in  each  locality  (o 
govern  themselves,  as  suggested  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet.  This  would  have  been 
sufficient  lo  have  secured  a  belter  system 
of  government  for  the  future:  and  some- 
thing of  this  kind,  from  the  statement  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  the  people  of  New 
Zealand  had  a  right  to  expect.  But  what 
did  they  get  from  the  noble  Secretary  for 
Ihe  Colonies?  The  noble  Lord,  in  his 
instructions  to  Governor  Grey  aaid— 

"  For  these,  among  other  reasons,  I  think 
the  admission  of  the  representative  system  is 
for  Ihe  present  impracticablB." 

This  was  Lord  Stanley's  mode  of  carrying 
out  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  intenttons. 
He  says  :— 

*■  For  theie,  among  other  reasons,  t  think 
the  admission  of  the  representative  system  is 
for  the  present  impracticable  ;  and  I  would, 
therefore,  have  you  direct  your  attention  and 
that  of  the  colonists  to  the  formation  of  local 
municipal  bodies,  wilh  considerable  powers 
of  taxation  for  local  purposes,  and  of  making 
the  necessary  by-laws," 

This  meant,  powers  similar  to  those  pos- 
sessed by  every  borough  town  in  England  ; 
that  was,  they  were  to  have  the  power  of 
making  regulations  for  paving  and  light- 
ing, and  passing  bv'laws,  "  leaving,"  con- 
tinuea  the  noble  Lord,  "  the  more  general 
powers  of  legislation  vested  in  the  Coun- 
cil, as  at  present  constituted."  And  how 
is  (bat  Council  constituted  ?  It  is  com- 
posed of  ihe  Governor,  of  three  officers 
removable  atihe  pleasure  of  the  Governor, 
and  paid  by  the  Governor,  end  of  those 
persons  nominated  by  the  Governor  re- 
movable at  pleasure,  and  who  are  threat- 
ened with  removal  the  moment  they  ven< 
ture  to  vote  against  the  Governor.  Thit 
is  the  approach  they  are  to  have  towards 
the  represenlalive  system.  Taken  in  con- 
nexion wilh  the  promises  held  out  by  ihe 
right  hon.  Baronet,  what  unmeaning  lan- 
guage is  that  of  Ihe  noble  Lord's  despatch 
containing  (hose  instructions  to  Captain 
Grey?  What  powera  doea  it  confer  upon 
the  colonisis  of  aelf- government  ?  It  gives 
nothing  but  the  power  of  paving  and 
lighting.  Is  this  a  boon  i  They,  the  culo- 
oisti,  do  not  want  it — the  Nelson  people 
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tell  ut  ll)tt  they  da  not  require  an;  lucli 
power;  what  they  want  ii  the  fulfllment 
af  the  promiies  of  the  OovgrDment  or  re- 
preseniaiive  Kovernroent ;  lad  ihe  way  in 
which  the  GoTernmeni,  or  rsiher  the 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley)  fuiSli  those 
promites,  ii  to  confer  ibe  powen  oF  pro- 
viding Tor  pa*ing  aod  lighting  on  peopio 
who  need  nothing;  of  the  kind.  How 
do  the  noble  Lord'i  iniiruclioni  lend  to 
carry  out  the  right  hon.  Baronet's  pro- 


?    What  guarantee  have  the  colo-  .mixing  itielf  np    in   affair*  of  Slate,  or 


niita,  that  the  Colony  will  be  governed 
by  good  lawi  for  the  future— that  there 
■hould  be  un  effeciual  admjniitration  of 
juilice,  and  the  adoption  ofa  aound  policy 
a*  to  the  land  (iiles  in  New  Zealand? 
What  security  have  they  for  the  imposi- 
tion of  wiae  laiei,  and  the  adoption  of  a 
sound  and  effectual  fiscal  lysieni :  or 
what  guarantee  have  they  agairiit  a  re- 
petition of  ihe  absurdities  of  uanise  Go- 
vernor!— of  such  absurdities  as  have  been 
commitied  by  Governor  Hobson,  Governor 
Shonland,  and  Governor  Filzroy;  and  in 
what  respect  will  such  inslitutiooi  ai  (he 
tioble  Lord  is  about  to  establish,  be  the 
germ  of  representative  inatiiutiona,  or  how 
will  they  pave  the  way  for  any  represen- 
tative insliiutions  whatever?  Conlrast 
(he  promises  of  the  right  hnn.  Baronet 
with  Iheir  fulfilment  by  Lord  Stanley. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  New  Zealand 
was  in  a  fit  condition  for  representative 
government ;  and  the  colonists  should 
have  it,  as  far  as  passible,  under  their 
peculiar  circumstances,  g^tvea  to  them. 

"  Ynu  csnnDt,"  said  the  ri^ht  hon.  Baronet' 
■<  hive  one  parliament  ss  we  hava  in  this 
country,  but  you  should  have  several  inunici- 
pal  inilitulions,  which  should  answer  the  pur- 
pose of  a  parliament,  and  by  which  each  lo- 
cality should  be  governed." 

And  he  carried  on  the  analogy  still  fur- i  Company 
thar,  by  likening  those  inatituiions  to  ihe  ■•"»-  •" 
old  inaiitutioni  of  the  Stales  of  North 
America,  one  of  which  instilutioni  was 
that  which  had  been  given  by  charter  to 
Rhode  Island;  and  by  which,  until  within 
the  last  five  years,  it  hid  been  governed, 
though  conatituting  one  of  the  States  of 
the  Union.  Lord  Stanley,  however,  says, 
that  New  Zealand  was  not  fit  for  repre- 
aeniative  government ;  but  he  aayi  he  will 
give  local  bodies  to  the  Colony  with 
power  to  make  i>y-laws;  but  the  general 
power  of  legislation  is  still  to  vest  in  the 
Council  as  before.  What  security  have 
we  foT  the  fulfilment  of  the  prooiiaes  of 


the  right  hon.  Baronet!  Literally,  none 
whatever.  I  will  now  proceed  to  aQOtber 
promise  held  out  by  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net. It  was  admitted,  on  all  hanila.  that 
it  was  most  desirable  that  the  disputes 
between  the  New  Zealatid  Company  and 
the  Colonial  Office,  should  he  put  an  end 
to.  With  respect  to  the  New  Zealand 
Company,  I  must  say,  at  once,  I  think  it 
would  be  important  to  maintain  that  body 
'be   full   exercise  of  ,itB   powers. 


exercising  control,  but  as  a  great  aom- 
raercial  company,  acting  on  liberal  prin- 
ciples, and  lending  its  aid  to  the  Govern, 
ment  in  devising  means  for  emigration. 
1  do  not  despair  that  that  relation  will  be 
established  between  the  Government  and 
ihe  New  Zealand  Company,  and,  without 
committing  to  that  body  any  powers  of 
administration,  that  it  will  subsist  as  a 
company  for  the  future,  acting  in  concert 
and  harmony  with  the  Government,  as 
the  great  inatrumenl  for  effecting  emigra- 
tion. Now,  for  (he  Company  to  be  use- 
ful a*  an  insttument  for  carrying  on  emi- 
gration, what  waa  Ihe  first  essential  for 
the  security  of  e»Bry  coloniit  in  New 
Zealand?  Why,  the  settlement  of  the 
land  claims.  But  on  this  point,  they 
were  left  in  the  same  position  as  before. 
After  all  their  negotiations  with  Lord 
Stanley,  the  Company  were  in  the  lame 
position  as  they  were  before  these  nego- 
tiations commenced,  except  in  one  parti- 
cular, and  BO  fur  as  that  was  concerned 
tbey  were  rather  in  a  worse  condition. 
What  the  Company  claimed  was  a  grant 
of  land,  which  they  contended  Ihey  were 
entitled  to  immediately  on  the  making  of 
the  award  of  Mr.  Pennethorn,  and  which 
they  claimed  under  the  agreement  mada 
ith  Lord  John  Russell.  In  1843,  the 
pled,  with  much  reluc- 
tance, and  after  having  more  than  onee 
refused  them,  the  terms  proposed  by  Lord 
Stanley,  whereby  they  were  to  have  a  con- 
ditional title  to  their  land,  that  title  to  be 
granted  at  once,  without  going  lo  the 
Commissioners'  covrt ;  but  to  be  subject 
to  whatever  claim  the  natives  or  other 
persona  might  hereafter  bring  forward 
against  them  on  account  of  such  land. 
This,  no  doubt,  was  a  much  wars*  title 
than  that  which  they  had  a  lieht  to  look 
for  under  ihe  agreement  with  Lord  John 
Russell.  It  waa  undoubtedly  less  satis- 
factory (ban  (he  title  they  claimed,  but 
which  they  found  Ihey  could  not  obtain. 
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It  vat  quio  clear  that  a  title  open  lo  dia 
pule  by  any  ooe  who  could  eatablish  a 
prior  righi.waa  of  leai  value  in  the  roaiket 
tfaaa  one  that  «ai  free  ftom  any  such  con- 
ditioni.  But  (he  Company  accepted  that 
title,  because  circumstancea  induced  iliem 
lo  piece  reliance  on  the  good  inienliong  of 
the  OoverDment,  and  because  they  thought 
that  this  reliance  being  shared  in  by  ihe 
public,  they  would  be  enabled  to  effect 
ibeir  land  salei,  and  proceed  with  the 
work  of  colonization  ;  but,  above  all,  be~ 
cauae  the  Government  complied  with  the 
condition  he  had  named,  this  important 
one,  that  they  would  do  their  best  lo  re- 
lieve the  Company  from  the  native  claims, 
and  to  assist  as  far  as  they  could  in  con- 
vetting  this  conditional  title  into  an  ab< 
■olule  one.  If  the  agreement  had  been 
fuietled  in  February,  1844,  the  Company 
would  have  been  enabled  to  carry  on  ihi^ir 
land  sales,  and  by  the  preaent  time,  the 
Government  acting  on  good  failh  in  re- 
moving the  difficulties  as  to  title,  and 
carrying  out  iheir  promise  of  assisting  the 
Company  in  inducing  the  native  claim- 
anlB  to  accept  compensation,  the  condi- 
tional title  would  have  been  converted  into 
an  absolute  one.  But  another  circum- 
alance  which  made  them  unwilling  [o  ac- 
cept a  conditional  title,  as  proposed  by 
Lord  Stanley,  instead  or  the  one  to  which 
they  were  entitled  under  the  previous 
agreemenl,  was,  ihat  they  had  already  an 
award  from  the  Commissioners  recognising 
their  claims  to  the  land,  and  with  ihat 
award  in  their  favour,  it  was  hardly  lo  be 
tupposed  that,  in  renewing  their  negotia- 
tions with  Iha  Colonial  Office  after  the 
20th  of  June,  184.5,  they  would  accept 
■  nominal  and  conditional  title  for  ihat 
which  by  the  award  they  were  entitled  to 
without  any  such  condition.  It  was  quite 
clear  if  ihey  had  in  1845  accepted  a  mere 
nominal  title,  it  would  have  been  no  Tul- 
filment  of  the  agreement  of  1843,  and  that 
it  would  have  been  much  better  for  the 
Company  to  have  stood  upon  Lord  Stan- 
ley'* own  interpretation  of  Lord  John 
Russell's  instructions.  This  matter  had 
been  full;  discussed  by  the  New  Zealand 
Company  before  ihey  entered  into  com- 
munication with  Lord  Stanley;  and  it  was 
distinctly  understood  by  the  deputation 
who  wailed  upon  the  noble  Lord,  that  they 
were  not  at  liberty  to  treat  upon  the  basis 
of  any  conditional  title.  In  the  course 
«f  the  interview.  Lord  Stanley's  attention 
was  called  to  the  lubject  of  ibe  awardi. 


They  urged  ibat  Lord  Stanley  had  put 
in  a  condition  which  had  never  before 
been  heard  of  in  the  whole  course  of  the 
controversy— a  condition  which  must  de- 
stroy  any  advantage  that  might  else 
arise;  for  Ihe  noble  Lord  iasiJited  that 
not  only  should  there  be  an  award 
in  favour  of  the  Company  by  the  Com- 
missioners, but  that  that  award  must  be  ac- 
cepted by  the  natives,  and  that  they  were 
to  be  satisfied  with  the  compensation 
awarded  to  them  ;  that  wai  to  say,  that 
the  decision  of  the  judge  was  only  to 
have  eS'ecl  when  it  was  satisfactory  lo 
both  parties.  That  was  the  effect  of  the 
instructions  of  Lord  Stanley  as  to  the 
land  which  had  been  awarded  to  the  Com- 
pany without  condition  a  year  ago.  This 
condition,  however,  only  attached  to  one- 
iliird  of  the  Company's  land.  And  with 
regard  10  the  Other  two-thirds,  what  did 
Lord  Stanley  nffer?  Merely  the  condi- 
tional title  of  May,  1843.  And  how  was 
that  offer  made  i  Not  a  word  was  said  to 
the  deputation  about  it.  He  looked 
through  the  minutes  of  the  negotiations 
beineao  the  Directors  and  Lord  Stanley, 
and  could  find  not  one  word  about  this  con- 
ditional title  mentioned  from  beginning  to 
end.  Lord  Stanley  says,  he  shows  the 
Directors  the  insiruciions  he  has  given  lo 
the  Governor  of  New  Zealand  as  to  the 
land  titles;  but  in  those  instructions, 
which  were  those  of  the  7ih  of  July,  there 
was  not  ooe  word  said  about  the  condi- 
tional title.  Everything  turned  upon  the 
award  ;  they  never  heard  one  word  about 
Ihe  conditional  title  until  ibe  mail  had 
gone  out — until  the  instructions  had  been 
forwarded,  and  the  negotiations  between 
the  Company  and  the  noble  Lord  had 
been  put  an  end  to  ;  and  then  it  was  that 
they  for  the  first  time  heard  of  the  inslruc- 
liooB  of  the  37th  of  June,  directing  Cap- 
lain  Grey  to  give  only  a  conditional  title. 
What  was  this  but  the  old  sioty  over 
again — thai  was,  of  one  set  of  insiruciiont 
shown  before  the  despatches  were  sent  out, 
and  another  afterwards.  He  wished  not 
to  be  understood  as  making  any  charge  of 
bad  faith  against  the  Government,  for  it 
was  clear  nothing  could  be  gained  by 
faith  in  these  respects,  except,  perhaps, 
lo  avoid  an  inconvenient  discussion  ;  but, 
nevertheless,  il  was  a  very  great  hardship 
upon  the  Company  that  instructions  were 
sent  out  upon  a  most  imporlant  point  in 
regard  to  their  interests,  of  which  they  had 
LO  knowledge  until  it  wa*  too  late  to  make 
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■Dj  repreieDtation  or  remoDftTiace  igainst 
them,  aod  afier  thoie  paiLiei  vho  had 
wailed  on  Lord  Slaoley  on  behalF  of  the 
ComfMiny,  had  beeD  told  thai  the  inaUuc- 
tioDishonn  to  ihem  were  all  that  were  to 
be  aent  out.  The  Comfiaii;  thought  they 
were  com muDica ling  unroervedly  with 
Lord  Stanley  (ror  that  was  the  phrase  niwJ 
by  the  noble  Lord) :  they  were  led  lo  be- 
Itere  that  all  the  iiiiituciioni  were  ihown 
lo  them.  And  though  I  do  not  impute 
bad  faith— though  I  am  willing  to  believe 
that  tbi*  arose  from  cireleaineis  or  mis- 
take—that  ifbad  faiih  had  been  intended, 
the  Company  coul'i  not  have  been  placed 
in  a  worse  posiiion  ;hin  they  are,  )□  conse- 
quenceorihat  carelessness  and  mistake. 
And  I  ssj  further,  that  this  was  a  mitiaLe 
which  ought  not  to  occur  on  the  part  of  an 
important  public  Department  twice  on  the 
same  subject  in  two  suecesiive  years.  The 
former  diicuuions  in  lhi«  House  should 
have  made  Lord  Stanley  mote  cautious; 
and  1  aay,  that  a  person  who  repeatedly 
manage  the  bnsioesa  of  a  great  public 
Department  in  so  loose  and  careless  a 
manner,  ii  not  fit  lo  conduct  sKlisfacio- 
rily  the  Colonial  Depadniettt  of  ihe  Go- 
vernment of  this  country.  I  mutt  refer  to 
another  point,  as  showing  ihe  spirit  in 
which  (he  noble  Lotd  has  carried  on  the 
controversy,  white  ihe  Cotnpany  were 
indulging  in  the  hope  that  both  partiea 
night  now  join  in  settling  the  queiiion  at 
isiue,  and  put  an  end  to  the  disputes 
which  had  unfotlunaiely  so  long  existed 
between  the  Colonial  Office  and  llie  Com- 
pany. In  ihe  minutes  of  the  interview 
with  Lord  Stanley,  I  perceive  a  determi- 
nation, on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord,  to 
deny  the  claims — the  mosi  obvious  claims 
of  the  Conpany.  In  these  minutes  is  this 
pauage:- 

"  Reference  having  been  made  in  these 
discutvions  to  ihe  additional  paymenii  requir- 
ed from  ihe  Company,  either  by  the  awards  of 
the  Commissioner  of  Ibe  (Jourl  nf  Claims,  or 
by  directions  of  the  Governor,  tlie  depotaliou 
iucidenlally  remarked,  that  as  a  maiter  of 
coorie,  the  Company  would,  in  consideration 
of  all  such  paymenis,  be  entittrd  to  land  at 
tlie  rale  menlioned  in  ihe  agreement  of  No- 
vember, 1B40 — nimely,  four  acres  for  every 
pound  sterling  ;  and  Ihat  a  similar  claim  would 
arise  in  respect  to  all  payments  for  purchases 
of  land  required  to  be  made  for  the  fulSlmenl 
uf  that  agreement.  Jjord  Stanley  espreised 
some  surprise  at  Ihii  claim,  and  intimated  Ibal 
he  was  t»t  tbea  prepared  to  admit  ill  va. 
lidity," 


Now,  a  more  teannable  claim  could  not 
have  been  made.  The  ori^rial  agreement 
Has,  that  the  Company  s)u>ul(l  be  entitled 
to  four  acres  of  land  for  every  pound  ex- 
pended by  them;  that  was  the  condition 
contained  in  the  original  draft  of  the 
agreement.  But  the  Company  said,  you 
must  not  limit  ua  to  what  we  have  actually 
expended;  for  there  are  many  espensea 
which  we  are  liable  to,  and  much  more 
money  will  be  expended ;  and  the  agre^ 
t  WBS  ultimately  maJde  tn  the  effect, 
that,  in  consideration  nf  thia  liability,  the 
Company  should  be  entitled  to  four  acra 
of  land  for  every  pound  they  had  expended 
on  the  Colony,  or  were  liable  to  expend  ; 
and  he  could  not  conceive  any  more  dis- 
tinct and  actual  liability  than  the  money 
they  were  called  upon  to  pay  on  account 
of  compensation  to  the  natives.  I  God  in 
a  letter  of  the  24th  of  August,  this  quea- 
tion  distinctly  put  to  the  Commissioner  hj 
Mr.  Wakefield.  He  asked  whether  it  were 
intended  to  recommend  a  further  allotment 
of  land  to  the  Company,  and  upon  the 
same  terma  of  four  acres  for  every  pound 
expended,  on  account  of  the  further  com- 
pensation which  they  were  required  by  the 
awards  tu  pay  to  the  native  claimants^ 
And  the  answer  of  the  Commissi  oner  was 
most  distinct — that  he  did  intend  to  re- 
commend that  a  proportionate  quantity  of 
land  should  be  awarded  to  the  Company 
upon  the  terms  stated,  for  the  money  ta 
paid.  This  was  in  the  letter  of  Commis- 
sioner Spain,  of  the  24ih  of  August,  1843. 
I  refer  to  this,  not  because  the  amount  is 
great — I  believe  it  would  not  be  more 
than  24,000  or  25,000  seres  altogether- 
hut  to  show  that  Lord  Stanley  has  bben 
carrying  on  the  controverty  in  the  same 
spirit  of  opposition  to  the  Company  as  be 
had  all  along  exhibited ;  and  in  that  apiiit 
he  now  refuted  to  cainy  out  the  award  of 
his  own  Commissioner.  But  we  have  still 
better  evidence  of  the  spirit  by  which  that 
noble  Lord  has  been  actuated  iu  thene 
matters.  Since  the  debate  in  this  House, 
the  noble  Lord  has  taken  an  opportunity 
of  publicly  stating  his  opinions  on  the 
subject.  Did  be,  on  that  occaiuon,  express 
any  iniention  of  fulfilling  any  of  the  pro- 
mises made  by  liia  right  hon.  Colleague  ? 
He  did  not.  The  whole  tenor  of  the 
noble  Lord's  sptech  was  a  declaration  of 
obaitnate  adherence  to  the  worst  principles 
of  his  own  policy.  The  view  nliieh  the 
noble  Lord  took  of  the  Treaty  of  Waitangj, 
and  which  ha  declared  his  intention  of 
enfoicing,  wai  wholly  incompatiblo  with 
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the  Goloninlion  of  New  Zealand.  I  can 
only  regard  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  as 
an  answer  to  the  speeches  of  the  two  right 
hon.  Baronets,  his  Colleagues,  which  they 
made  in  this  House.  The  noble  Lord 
asserted  that  the  whole  of  the  misunder- 
standing had  heen  caused  by  the  misrepre- 
■entatioDS  of  the  New  Zealand  Company  to 
Lord  John  Russell  as  to  the  land.  Now, 
these  remarks  of  the  noble  Lord  were  un- 
hecoming ;  more  espedalty  ufier  the  state- 
ment had  heen  denied,  and  the  noble  Lord 
had  heen  deGed  over  and  over  again  to  point 
out  when  and  how  such  misrepresentations 
bad  been  made.  Lord  Stanley  had  been 
challenged  to  do  this  at  the  commencement 
of  the  controversy  ;  but  he  had  never  done 
so  to  the  present  hour.  Another  point  in 
the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  surprised  mc 
even  more,  and  that  was  hin  declaration  to 
adhere  to  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi  in  its 
fullest  integrity.     The  noble  Lord  said — 

"  We  ha»e  (trictly  in  every  instruction  we 
have  issued — and  the  Papers  upon  the  Table 
prove  the  fact— that  we  have  insisted  on  Ihe 
strict  fulfilment  of  tlie  spirit  and  the  letter  of 
the  Treaty  of  WuiiaDgi.  Our  inilructiont 
hare  upon  that  point  been  uniform.  They 
were  given  to  Captain  Filiroy ;  and  whtileier 
instructions  may  have  been  itnce  despsiched 
to  his  successor,  ihey  have,  in  this  respect,  re- 
mained unaltered.  We  have  told  him^-our 
declarations  lo  Ihe  effect  have  been  reiterated 
—that  while  he  sliould  seek,  in  ev«r;  possible 
mode,  to  promote  the  amicable  settlement  of 
the  affair)  of  the  New  Zealand  Company,  that 
he  should  always  consider  it  lo  be  tha  parn- 
mount  duty  devolved  upon  him,  specially,  and 
scrupulously,  and  religiously  to  rullil  our  so- 
lemn engagements  with  the  natives  of  New 
Zealand." 


And  while  e»erybody  knows  the  interpre* 

tatioa  which  the  noble  Lord  puts  upon  the 

■trict  and    religious   fulfilment    of  those 

tolemn  engagements,  viz.,    that   the  li 

which  he  declares  to  be  the  property  of  the 

natives,  as  much  as  the  estute  of  anf  man 

in  England  or  Scotland  is  his  property,  the 

noble  Lord  sent  out  instructions   to   the 

Governor  to  put  a  tax  upon  that  land  foi 

the  purpose  of  confiscating  it.     If  the  Gu- 

Terament  wish  tu  preserve  the  engagemeul 

the  noble  Lord  so  described,  let  them  do 

it  strictly  and  honourably.  If  they  thought 

the    New    Zealanders  were  cump  ' 

make  Treaties  with  us,  and  were  i 

Ihe  proprietors  of  those  lands  as  the  people  i  aggravated  by  ibi 

of  Scotland  and  England  were  of  their    ''  '  ~  "' 

estates,  respect  their  rights;   but  would 

not  all   mankind  ciy  out  aga;nst  us,  if, 

when  taking   potseatian   of  Martinique, 


Guadaloupe,  and  Canada,  and  having  gua- 
ranteed the  inhabitants  in  the  undistui4>ed 
possession  of  their  lands,  we  had  put  a  tax 
pon  the  land  for  the  avowed  purpose  of 
Qnfiscating  it?  The  phrase  tlumble-rig- 
ging  had  been  applied  in  reference  to  trani. 
actions  of  this  kind ;  but  there  was  a  piac- 
tice  formerly  prevalent  in  this  country, 
which,  as  describing  a  fraud,  was  much 
more  analogous — the  old  trick  of  ring- 
dropping  : — the  course  being  to  drop  a 
ring,  and  then  ask  some  unsuspecting  per- 
son whether  he  had  dropped  it ;  and,  while 
pretending  to  share  with  him  the  good 
fortune,  to  filch  from  him  his  money.  And 
this  was  the  way  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
was  about  to  fulfil  his  interpretation  of  the 
engagements  of  the  Waitangi  Treaty. 
Having  asserted  that  those  engagementi 
should  be  maintained,  instructions  were 
given  to  fulfil  them  by  a  tvild-land  tax 
rcgistraiion.  I  can  assure  the  House  1 
have  not  come  here  to  complain  without 
having  exhausted  every  means  to  obtain 
justice  from  the  Government,  and  without 
B  conviction,  that  so  long  as  the  present 
spiiit  prevails  in  the  Colonial  Department 
against  the  New  Zealand  Company,  there 
is  no  hope  either  for  the  Company  or  the 
colonists — and  in  speaking  of  the  coloniati, 
t  mean  not  only  the  settlers  of  the  Com- 
pany who  form  the  largest  portion  of  the 
European  inhabitants,  but  of  the  Colony 
generally,  the  best  interests  of  which  are 
involved  in  this  question.  1  trust  the 
House  will  not  leave  New  Zealand  to  the 
spirit  which  is  in  operation  at  the  Colonial 
Department  for  the  next  six  months,  with- 
out any  guarantee  fur  the  future,  not  only 
of  law,  but  without  any  intimation  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  and  without  any 
declaration  on  the  part  of  the  House,  that 
they  expect  the  Government  to  alter  a 
policy  that  has  heen  so  futally  prejudicial; 
Hud  I  do  trust,  that  the  answer  of  the 
House  to  the  petitions  of  the  friends  and 
conuesions  of  the  colonists,  presented  this 
night,  will  not  be,  that  they  are  prepared 
to  support  Lord  Stanley's  instructions  and 
speeches,  in  contradiction  to  the  promises 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  concluded  by  moving — 

"That  this  House  regards  with  regret  and 
apprehension  ihe  slate  of  affairs  iii,New  Zea- 
land 1    and    that   ihose   feelings   are    greatly 
it  of  any  sufficient  evi- 
policy  which  has  led 


of  achaL_ 
lo  such  disastrous  results.'^ 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  asked  what  was  the 
statement  made  t^  tbe  hon.  and  learned 
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Membei^ what  was  the  whole  gravamen  ,  your  pow«r,  way  •xorbiiaoi  or  estortkuuU 
of  hi»  cha^  againrt  his  noble  Friend  ?  it  ■  demand*  un  ihe  Coropany  od  ihu  bead, 
wu  that  he  had  not  read  to  the  deputation  \  Now,  it  to  happened  that  the  word  "ei- 
cvctain  parti  of  the  inetTUctioni  given  to  |  orbitant"  had  been  eccidentallf  mtaprinted 
the  Governor  of  New  Zealand.  This  he  |  «  exhnrbilant,"  and  when  the  pasaage  was 
(Mr.  Hope)  moat  distinctly  denied.  Hia  ,  read,  his  noble  Friend  pointed  out  the  ab- 
noble  Friend  positively  stated  that  the  parts  j  surdity  of  the  blunder.  The  circumitancs 
of  the  instructions  referred  to — those  of  I  was  a  slight  one ;  but  tt  was  amply  auffi- 
the  97th  of  June,  had  been  read  to  the  de-  ^ient  to  prove  that  the  note  had  been  duljr 
putation.  Now  it  was  said  that  his  noble  |  read  to  the  deputation.  Yet  upon  such 
Friend  should  have  adopted  some  means  to  ,  grounds,  were  charges  brought  against  his 
guard  himself  against  any  such  niiiundcr'  |  noble  Friend — upon   such    grounds   bad 


■tanding.  Why,  what  course  could  hi 
have  adapted  but  that  actually  taken 'i 
The  nuble  Lord  met  gentlemen  of  high 
honour,  for  confidential  communication,  in 
private:  a  discussion  took  place;  it  was 
agreed  that  the  result  of  that  diacuision 
ahould  be  recorded  in  minutea,  and  the 
minutes  were  agreed  to  by  both  parties. 
Those  uinutei  distinctly  stated  that  the 
cxvntcti  to  which  the  hon.  and  learoed 
Member  for  Liskeard  liad  referred  were 
coromunicated  to  the  deputation,  and  that 
It  certain  despatch  was  given  to  them  in 
txUnW ;  and  jet  in  the  face  of  that  minute, 
an  hon.  Member  charged  the  noble  Lord 
with  acting  in  bad  faith,  as  having  kept 
back  the  very  documents  which  it  is 
there  recorded  were  produced  and  read. 
The  minutes  stated  that  Lord  Stanley 
promised  to  send  to  the  deputation,  in  a 
course  of  a  few  days,  copies  or  extract*  of 
hia  despatches  to  Governor  Grey  ;  and 
that,  till  they  were  forwarded  to  the  depu- 
tation, the  communication  of  their  con- 
tents made  that  day  should  be  considered 
confidential.  The  documents  sent  were 
then  read.  He  (Mr.  Hope)  belie?ed 
there  was  only  one  hon.  Gentleman  in  the 
House  who  was  a  member  of  that  depu- 
tation ;  and  he  certainly  ahould  be  sur- 
prised if  that  hon.  Gentleman  contradicted 
the  asiurtion  he  now  made.  He  thought 
the  House  would  be  of  opinion  that  be 
had  satisfactorily  disposed  of  the  charge. 
But  be  might  mention  «  circumstance 
which  enabled  Lord  Stanley  to  slate  with 
more  confidence  that  the  extract  to  which 
tba  hon.  and  learned  Member  opposite  had 
referred,  was  shown  to  the  deputation.  It 
would  be  found,  on  referring  to  the  end 
of  the  extract,  that  it  contained  the  follow- 
ing passage  :— 

"  I  can  only  repeat  to  you  (Captain  Grrj ) 
the  instruciioni  nhich  I  have  already  given  to 
Captain  Fitiroy,   to  endeavour  by  amicable 
CD-operHiioo  with   CoIoiipI  Wakcflald,  to 
move  obsiaclea  arising  from  uosatisfled  nai 
cltima,  and   to  discourage,  u  far  as  lies  iu 


iharges  of  deceit  been  levelled  ugainat 
him.  QMr.  C.  Bnller:  I  did  not  accuse 
him  of  deceit.]  So  it  was,  at  least,  that 
he  understood  the  hon.  Genileman;  but 
he  must  be  allowed  to  stale,  that  whatever 
might  be  the  view  taken  of  ihe  matter  by 
the  hon.  Gentlemen,  his  noble  Friend  felt 
that  such  had  been  the  real  nature  of  the 
charge  urged  against  him.  He  had  re- 
ceived a  statement,  accusing  him  of  baring 
intentionally  kept  the  Company  in  the 
dark  on  this  point  ;  and  it  was  hia  (Mr- 
Hope's)  duty  to  show  how  slight  were  the 
grounds  upon  which  such  accusations  were 
brought  forward.  If  the  noble  Lord  had 
erred  at  all,  he  considered  it  to  have  been 
1  the  confidence  and  frankness  with 
'hich  he  had  received  and  communicated 
'ith  those  who  bad  made  him  the  object 
of  their  attacks.  He  would  now  pass 
from  this  part  of  the  subject.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  dwelt  upon 
the  inconsistency  of  Lord  Stanley's  admin- 
istration with  respect  to  New  Zealand. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  com- 
plained that  the  promises  held  out  to 
the  Company  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
near  him  had  not  been  fulfilled.  It  was 
not  for  him  to  attempt  to  ditfend  his  ri^ht 
hon.  Friend;  but  be  might  point  with 
confidence  to  the  spirit  of  the  insLructionl 
laid  before  that  House  and  communicated 
to  the  Company,  as  evincing  a  real  sincere 
bondjidc  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  nieet  the  demands  of  the  New 
Zealand  Company,  so  far  a>  they  cotild  do 
BO  consistently  with  their  duty  to  the 
country,  and  their  obligation  to  maintain 
the  honour  of  the  Crown.  The  ban.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  not  read  the  in- 
slructiona  to  which  he  had  urged  ubjec* 
lions;  but  be  (.Mr.  Hope)  might  he  al- 
lowed to  read  some  portions  of  ihem. 
Let  him  turn  to  the  following  passage  ia 
the  despatch  of  the  noble  Lord,  dated  the 
27th  of  June:— 

'■  In  my  detpalcb  of  Iha  I3(h  iiuUsi,  I  td- 
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Teried  nhottly  lo  the  relaiiont  belween  Her 
Majealy's  Government  and  Ihe  New  Zealand 
Company,  The  early  seltlemeDt  of  ihe  pend- 
ing queaiLons  respecting  Ihe  Company's 
cl.iims  lo  land  ii  of  paramounl  imponance 
towards  the  adjuilnient  of  the  affairs  of  Ihe 
Colony  ;  and  it  is  fat  mere  necestnry  to  take 
efleciual  sleps  for  bringing  these  dtscuisions 
lo  a  final  and,  if  possible,  a  satisfjclory  con- 
elusion,  than  to  le-open  quesiions  of  sliici 
riglil,    or  carry   on   an   utiproAtable   coolio- 

Now,  he  would  appeal  to  the  House  whe- 
ther this  passage  evinced  any  hostile  or 
unfriendly  spirit  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment towards  the  New  Zealand  Com- 
pany. Notwithstanding  the  attacks  which 
had  been  made  upon  Lord  Stanley,  in  con- 
nexion with  this  subject,  he  received  a  dc- 
putatioo  from  the  Company;  he  did  not 
hesitate  to  produce  his  despatches  to  them, 
and  lo  communicate  their  purport ;  he 
courted  their  remarks,  and  yet  it  was  said 
that  he  had  shown  no  dbpusilion  to  con- 
sult them,  or  to  carry  out  promises  which 
were  supposed  to  have  been  made  with  re- 
ference to  the  establishment  of  an  improved 
state  of  public  afiiiirs  in  New  Zealand. 
The  hon,  and  learned  Member  for  Liskeard 
had  complained  that  the  Company  were 
placed  in  a  worse  position  than  they  would 
otherwisehavebeenin,  because  an  unheard- 
of  condition  had  been  impo^ed  upon  them 
— the  acceptance  of  the  Commissioner's 
award  by  the  natives.  From  the  manner 
in  which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's 
statement  on  this  point  was  made,  he 
could  st;e  thiit  it  bid  had  some  effect  upon 
the  House;  and  he  might  be  allowed  to 
afford  nn  explanation  of  the  mutter,  though 
such  an  csplanaiion  uould  scarcely  be  ne- 
cessary to  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  read 
ihc  despatch  of  the  6th  of  July.  It  would 
be  remembered  thai  early  in  July,  1843, 
the  Company  applied  to  Lord  Stanley  lo 
direct  his  officers  to  co-operate  with  thi 
a(;L>nts  in  compensating  the  natives  of  Ni 
Zealand  who  might  have  sold  iheir  lam 
or  who  complained  that  they  had  not  i 
ccived  sufficient  compensation  for  land 
sold.  Lord  Stanley  consented  to  issue 
such  instructions,  and  he  did  issue  them. 
Governor  Fitzroy  delegated  to  Mr.  Spain; 
the  Commissioner,  the  duty  of  conducting 
these  negotiations  between  the  natives  nni? 
the  Company's  agents  ;  and  the  Commis- 
sioner had  consequently  a  double  duty  tt 
perform.  In  the  one  case  he  had  to  adju- 
dicate judicially  on  the  question  of  sale 
or  no  sale;  in  the  other,  in  confor- 
mity with  the  request  of  the  Company, 
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B  hii  duty  to  negotiate  with  the  natirei 
for  the  arrangement  of  unsatisfied  claims, 
jme  cases  awards  of  further  cxtmpensa- 
had  been  made  by  the  Commissioner 
stives  whoso  claims  had  remained  un- 
satisfied. But  these  awards  were  not  made 
by  the  Commissioner  judicially  ;  they  were 
made  by  him  in  the  character  of  a  mediator 
between  the  two  parties ;  and  it  depended 
ipon  the  natives  whether  or  not  they  would 
accept  the  compensation  that  might  be 
tendered  to  them.  In  a  letter  of  the  Sib 
of  May,  1843,  from  the  New  Zealand 
Company,  it  is  requested  that  the  Governor 
and  Council  of  New  Zealand  may  be  in- 
structed— 

.s  soon  as  practicable,  to  establish  some 
al  rule  for  delining  naliie  titles,  and 
leltling  the  claims  to  land,  snd  lo  do  their 
,0  aid  ihe  agents  of  the  Company  in  ef- 
ig  the  necessary  arrangements  with  the 
ei,  eiiher  for  the  purchase  of  lands  be- 
longing lo  ihem,  but  unimproved,  or  for  mak. 
ing,  on  ihe  part  of  the  Company,  equitable 
compensation  for  the  original  value  of  land 
which  may  have  been  occupied  l>y  ilfems«Ues 
or  Iheir  seilleri,  without  suHicienl  tide,  baton 
which  Ihey  may  have  effected  improvemenis." 
In  pursuance  of  these  directions  the  Com- 
missioner acted,  and  he  acted  upon  them  as 
mediator  in  Wellington,  and  almost  every 
r  settlement.  The  award  of  the  Com- 
ioner,  in  a  judicial  capacity,  might 
been  against  the  Company  ;  but.  as  a 
mediator,  his  suggestions  might  be  admitted 
and  accepted  by  the  natives.  This  mea- 
sure, therefore,  so  far  from  being  in(»n- 
sistent  with  the  rights  of  the  Company,  was 
in  his  opinion,  the  very  course  of  all  others 
most  culcnlatcd  to  effect  their  objects,  and 
lo  lead  to  the  peaceful,  the  immediate,  and 
final  settlement  of  the  questions  at  issue  in 
the  Colony,  But  he  would  now  turn  to  the 
more  general  questions  to  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  alluded.  That 
hon.  Member  had  begged  that  Lord  Stanley 
would  not  shift  from  himself  to  the  Go- 
vernor of  New  Zealand  any  responsibility 
which  properly  belonged  to  him.  It  was 
unnecessary  for  him  to  defend  the  noble 
Lord  from  the  suspicions  of  any  desire  lo 
commit  so  discreditable  an  act;  but  on  the 
other  hand  he  (Mr.  Hope)  must  ask  that 
his  noble  Friend  should  not  be  made  re- 
sponsible for  consequences  which  could  not 
be  attributed  to  his  proceedings.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  referred  at 
some  length  to  the  present  ennditionof  the 
settlement  of  Auckland,  and  had  thought 
proper  to  quote  the  account  given  by  Mr. 
Cormiick,  withotit  alluding  to  any  other 
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letters  reeeivd  from  the  Colony,  or  to  the 
despatcliea  received  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
Temmeut.  The  htm-  oni)  learnei)  Gentle- 
man had  said  that  there  was  congregnted 
at  Auckland  a  mob  of  runaway  sailors, 
convicts,  and  other  persons  of  had  charncter ; 
and  he  took  the  opportnnity  of  stating  that 
there  were  in  the  Colony  a  number  of  hoys 
from  the  Penitentiary  at  Farthurst.  He 
thought  that  when  the  hon.  and  lenmed 
Gentleman  attributed  the  present  condition 
of  New  Zealand  in  snme  def>ree  to  the  fact 
that  twenty-five  boys  from  Parfchurst  had 
been  located  in  the  Colony,  it  was  evident 
that  he  was  anxious  to  seize  upon  every 
circumstance  which  he  ima^ned  could  ex- 
cite any  feeling  in  his  favour,  or  create 
alarm  in  the  public  mind  an  to  the  conilition 
of  the  Colony.  He  (Mr.  Hope)  would  stale 
the  real  circumBtonces  with  reference  to 
these  boys.  It  was  deiemiined  some  years 
ago  to  try  an  experiment  which  had  been 
strmgly  recommended — that  of  giving  to 
boys  who  had  been  criminally  convicted, 
but  who  had  received  education,  and  who 
were  believed  to  be  reformed  characters,  a 
chanra  of  beginning  k  new  life  in  a  new 
world.  In  pursuance  of  that  detcrmina' 
tion,  boys  whose  characters  were  vouched 
for  by  the  superintendent  of  Parkhurat 
were  sent  to  several  of  the  Colonies,  and 
among  others  tn  New  Zealand.  He  re- 
gretted that  a  dlspo«ition  should  have  been 
shown  by  any  hon.  Member  of  that  House 
to  shut  out  the  reformod  convict  from  the 
only  chance  of  retrieving  his  character. 
7*he  hon.  and  learned  Gcntlemati  had  said 
that  the  settlers  at  Auckland  were  in  a 
state  of  great  alarm :  he  would  ask  permis- 
sion to  read  to  the  House  two  extracts  from 
lettersfmm  Auckland  which  had  to-day  been 
forwarded  to  him  by  his  noble  Friend  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  the  one  dated 
the  20th  and  the  other  the  aSth  of  March. 
In  the  former  it  was  stated  that  the  disaficc- 
tion  only  extended  to  a  few  tribes  in  the 
north,  that  those  in  the  neighbourhood  of 
Auckland  seemed  tn  be  well  disposed,  al- 
though they  were  not  to  be  f;illy  trusted. 
The  writer,  however,  concluded  with  the  re- 
mark, that  "  we  may  expect  all  to  pass  over 
wiihout  anything  serious  taking  place." 
This  WHS  the  tetter  of  the  30th.  In  that 
dated  the  2Sth,  the  same  writer  went  on  tn 
state,  thiit  since  the  arrival  of  the  North 
Star  troop  ship,  bringing  200  men  of  the 
5Sth  regiment,  the  public  mind  had  become 
calmed,  and  tbn  news  fnmi  the  different 
liilien  was  sufficiently  satisfartory.  Now, 
this  was  tha  statement  of  one  who  had  no 


interest  in  making  out  a  favourable  case 
for  the  local  authorities.  It  was  true  that 
the  Hon.  Member  had  read  a  letter  of  the 
28th;  but  it  so  happened  that  be  (Mr. 
Hope)  had  a  news|)aper  published  at  New 
Zealand  upon  the  29lh,  from  which  ha 
would  read  an  extract — 

"On  Sunday  last  there  arrived  her«  330  of 
the  A8lh  regiment,  with  six  Aeld  pieces 
from  Sydney,  in  Her  Majesty's  ihip  Norlk 
Star,  and  the  schooner  Vehcily.  These  rein- 
rorcemenls,  with  the  excellent  precautionary 
measures  of  puliinf;  thebarracfcsin  a  complete 
state  of  defence,  creeling  blockhouses  in  va- 
rious directions,  »nd  strong  pairolei  and 
pickets  nightly  around  the  town,  imparl  frel- 
iogs  of  security  to  Iheinhahiiauli,  at  ilie  uimc 
time  intimating  to  the  native  population  in  the 
adjacent  distiicia,  that  any  hostile  or  prepa- 
ratory attempts  on  their  pan  on  Auckland, 
would  be  met  hy  mojt  determined  powerful 

Here  was  a  statement  which  did  not  agree 
with  the  representations  of  Mr.  Cormact. 
But  then  the  hon.  Gentleman  slated  that  in 
defending  Auckland  wchad  wi th drawn prr>- 
tcctionfrom  Wellington.  Now,  sn  farfmro 
that  being  the  case,  the  fad  was,  that  upon 
the  arrival  of  the  general  reinforcement  fmm 
Sidney,  the  first  step  taken,  was  to  send 
special  reinforcements  from  Auckland  to 
Wellington.  Yet  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
gone  on  to  declare,  that  Government  was 
guilty  of  culpable  negligence  with  respect 
to  the  state  of  military  preparations  nt 
New  Zealand,  and  that  fur  this  Dcgligencc 
Lnrd  Stanley  was  responsible.  Captain 
Fltzroy  having  repeatedly  applied  to  him 
for  additional  military  force,  but  without 
effect.  This  was  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
Member ;  but  he  had  not  been  able  to 
point  to  those  des|mtehes  of  Governor  Fitz- 
my,  in  which  this  demand  for  military 
assistance  was  urged,  although  all  tliew 
documents  had  been  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House.  It  tvas  somewhat  hard,  then, 
under  these  circumsinnccs,  to  turn  round 
and  suy,  why  have  you  not  complied  ivith 
re(]ucsts,  the  existence  of  which  has  still 
to  l>e  proved?  In  fact,  the  only  statement 
of  the  kind  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
was,  a  general  statement  to  be  found  in 
the  despatch  of  the  14th  of  April,  Ig  this 
document  it  was  slated,  that  none  of  tho 
establishments — and  this  referred  tu  civil 
and  military  cstahlishroents — would  admit 
of  reduction ;  hut  that,  on  the  contrary, 
they  ought  rather  to  he  Increased,  Hut 
really  that  was  not  the  species  of  demand 
wliirh  (Kiuld  ho  railed  a  regular  applicaliim 
for  increased  force  ;  and  besides,  the  argu- 
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nient  for  tbe  jpcreate  of  establUhraenls  there  were  1,600  more  men  ibere  now. 
came  nith  very  bad  grace  frum  the  bun.  than  there  bad  been  in  1641.  Initead  of 
Gentleman,  who  considered  theie  very  eb-  2,400,  the  number  then  stationed  there, 
tablfabmenti  as  being  excessive.  The  tint '  there  were  now  upwards  of  4,000.  It 
explicit  demand  for  rcinforeementi  was  re-    would   be  evident,  therefore,  that    there 


ceived  on  the  29lh  of  March  or  May  last — 
at  tlie  moment  he  did  not  recollect  which 
—and  the  statement  of  Captain  Fitsroj 
to  his  Council  was  made  on  the  t36th  of 
March.  But  aa  he  wna  upon  the  subject 
nf  inililary  and  naval  protection  to  New 
Zealand,  it  might  be  gatiafactory  to  the 
Fliiuse.  and  to  those  who  were  inter- 
ested in  the  Colonies,  were  he  to  state 
what,  in  respect  to  this  matter,  had 
lieen  the  courao  alrea(!y  taken,  and  that 
which  was  jimposed  in  future  to  be  adopt- 
ed. In  the  first  place,  then,  the  noble 
l.ord  opposite  (T^rd  John  Russell)  bad 
decided,  that  100  men  was  to  be  tlie 
total  force  allotted  to  New  Zealand.  A 
furco  of  that  amount  was  accordingly  sent 
out.  Remonstrances  were,  however,  made 
as  to  its  insufficiency,  and  the  nobla  Lord 
replied  that  ho  waa  sorry  for  it,  but  that 
he  bad  nn  stronger  force,  and  that  they 
must  be  content  with  the  100  men  allotted 
to  them.  The  neit  correspondence  which 
tiMib  place  upon  the  subject  was  one  which 
hnd  been  printed  and  laid  before  the 
HouM ;  and  it  appeared  from  the  docu> 
menlB  contained  in  it,  that  from  150  to 
250  men  and  n  ship  of  war  were  all  that 
the  military  authorities  in  the  inland  con- 
sidered to  be  required.  A  reinforce- 
ment waa  accordingly  sent,  and  a  %-cssel 
of  war  ordered  (o  be  constantly  stationed 
near  New  Zealand.  In  addi^on  to  this, 
bis  noble  Friend  had  directed  the  im- 
mediate enrolment  of  a  militia.  Hig  in. 
teniion  was,  however,  not  carried  into 
effect,  and  be  might  state  distinctly,  that 
itinregard  of  the  instructions  oent  from 
home  in  this  respect,  was  one  nf  the 
reasims  which  had  led  to  the  dismissal 
of  Captain  Fitzroy.  But  what  had  been 
the  course  lately  pursued  as  to  the  defence 
of  the  Colony?  His  noble  Friend  had 
directed  a  regiment  tu  ho  sent  out  to  New 
Zealand,  and  had  caused  application  to  be 
made  to  the  admiral  on  the  Indian  station 
for  a  steamer,  while  measures  bad  been 
adopted  for  relieving  tho  vessel  of  war  by 
another  as  efficient,  if  not  more  so  than 
herself.  They  must  not,  however,  forget, 
in  considering  this  question,  the  amount 
of  force  in  the  Auatralinn  ('olomea;  that 
consi[leratii>:i  hnd  a  very  important  bearing 
upon  the  question.  What,  then  were  the 
facts  as  to  the  force  in  Australia^     Wliy, 


large  available  force  stationed  in 
those  Colonies,  and,  as  the  distance  be- 
tween Auckland  and  Sydney  was  not  abnva 
ten  days'  sail,  that  force  would  be  enabled 
to  be  employed  in  the  defence  either  of  the 
one  Colony  or  the  other.  Not,  however, 
that  be  entertained  any  great  dread  that  a 
large  military  force  would  he  necessary  for 
the  purposes  of  New  Zealand.  He  would 
remark,  that  there  existed  there  no  con- 
federation of  natives  against  Europeans. 
Indeed,  the  safety  of  British  power  hud 
always  been  considered  to  lie  in  ilie  dis- 
union of  the  aboriginal  tribes;  and  ibere 
were  no  grounda  for  supposing  thot  the 
natives  would  now  unite  ogainst  ns,  unless 
some  act  were  committed  which  should 
give  them  what  they  never  yet  possessed 
—common  sympathies  and  a  common  {)b- 
ject.  "But,"  said  the  hnn.  Gentleman, 
"  the  recent  disturbances  had  arisen  from 
our  policy  in  New  Zealand  ;"  and  in  the 
same  breatb  he  conlondcd  that  these  dis- 
putes had  not  their  origin  in  any  cause 
cunnectetl  with  land.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  referred  to  Mr,  Busby's  view  of 
the  matter.  Mr.  Busby's  view  was  that  the 
dissatisfaction  of  the  natives  aroae  from  a 
limitation  being  im|>osed  upon  them  as  to 
their  power  of  selling  their  land  to  whom- 
soever they  pleased.  Wby.therewasnowit- 
oess  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  call,  who 
was  more  completely  opposed  to  his  views, 
than  was  Mr.  Busby.  But,  then,  in  the 
opinion  of  Mr.  Cormack,  the  late  riots  had 
their  origin  in  the  natives  baving  been 
cheated.  Where  had  they  been  cheated ! 
How  had  they  been  cheated?  By  whom 
bad  tbsy  been  cheated  !  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber answered  none  of  these  questions.  But, 
they  were  told  by  uthers*  that  the  na- 
tives became  disaffected,  because,  they 
found  greater  restrictions  upon  their  pro- 
ceedings in  the  way  of  selling  land  than 
they  anticipated.  Tliey  urged,  that  we 
undertook  to  buy  their  lands  from  them, 
but  that,  if  we  did  not  so  buy  tbem, 
lliey  bad  a  right  to  ^ell  to  somcliody 
else.  They  said,  '"  When  we  gave  yon 
a  right  of  pre-emption,  we  did  not  men n 
ID  imply  that  you  should  be  the  tmly 
purcba.<cri,  but  simply  that  you  should 
have  the  first  oSer."  In  fact,  the  dis- 
turbances arose  from  dissatisfarlion  against 
the  regular  Government,  from  dis»aiis- 
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with  the  impediments  placed 
upon  the  sale  of  lanils  ;  and  also  they 
arost,  he  believed,  from  the  desire  on 
the  part  of  the  native  chief  who  had  led 
them  to  win  for  himself  a  reputation,  togaiu 
a  character  for  warlike  achievements,  and 
to  raise  himself  in  the  estimation  of  his 
countrymen,  hj  denying  the  authority 
of  the  Queen  of  England.  But  then  it 
was  said  thai  bis  nobie  Friend  had  sup- 
ported Captain  Fitzroy  almost  at  all  haznrds, 
that  never  had  a  Governor  been  ao  backed, 
that  almost  hii  eyery  action  had  been  rati- 
fied and  approved  of.  Nov,  he  would  like 
to  know  on  what  authority  such  Btatements 
were  made.  It  was  very  true,  that  his 
noble  Friend  had  said,  so  long  aa  the 
charges  were  but  one-sided  accusations, 
that  he  would  not  on  such  ex-parle  state- 
ments rec^ill  the  late  Governor;  he  would 
wait,  in  the  first  place,  for  Captain  Fiiz- 
roy's  own  statement  and  defence.  That 
statement  was  made,  and  he  was  recalled. 
So  far  from  approving  of  almost  all  Cap- 
tain Fitzroy's  proceedings,  bis  noble  Friend 
disapproved  of  it  on  almost  all  important 

Soints.  He  disapproved  of  bis  financial  po- 
cy,  of  his  proceedings  as  to  the  sale  of  land, 
ofhisdoing  away  with  custom-house  restric- 
tions in  the  Bay  of  Islands.  He  disapproved 
of  his  proceedings  in  regard  to  the  mi- 
litia, and  of  the  unusually  rapid,  hasty, 
and  inconsiderate  course  which  he  adopted 
in  passing,  in  a  Council  sitting  at  one  end  of 
the  island,  without  allowing  sufficient 
time  for  communication  with  the  other, 
laws  by  which  the  whole  was  to  be  go- 
verned. But,  then,  said  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, what  was  the  course  now  proposed 
to  be  adopted  ?  And  here  be  must  remark 
on  the  attack  which  the  hon.  Gentleman 
had  seen  fit  to  make  upon  Mr.  Shortland. 
He  was  sorry  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
thought  it  necessary  to  do  anything  of  the 
kind.  Mr.  Shortland  had  been  Secretary 
to  the  Colonial  Government,  but  his  ap- 
pointment was  not  the  work  of  his  noble 
Friend.  He  bad  served  with  credit  as  a 
lieutenant  in  the  navy ;  it  was  true  that 
complaints  of  malversation  had  been  made 
against  him,  but  the  charges  were  not  sup- 
ported, and  he  was  acquitted  ;  and  the  rea- 
son of  his  resigning  his  office  was  in  conse- 
f|uence  of  Captain  Fitzroy  making  it  ma- 
nifest that  he  reposed  no  confidence  in  him. 
It  was  considered  most  unjust  and  cruel  to 
condemn  a  man  for  life  because  an  un- 
fiiiindul  charge  was  brought  against  him. 
It  was  bis  noble  Friend's  intention,  there- 
fore, though  ,this  gentleman  was  not  con. 


sidercd  competent  to  preside  over  the  go. 
vcrnment  of  New  Zealand,  to  appoint  him 
to  one  of  the  minor  presidencies  of  a  Wett 
India  Island.  The  bun.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman then  came  to  tbe  question  of  the 
policy  on  which  tbe  government  of  New 
Zealand  should  be  conducted.  To  this 
part  of  the  subject  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Resolution  was  pointed  in  as  vague  a  man- 
ner as  pussible  with  tbe  view  of  catching 
the  votes  of  those  who  did  not  agree  with 
his  views.  When  the  bon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  came  to  particulars,  a  strong 
ground  of  attack  seemed  with  him  to  be, 
that  Auckland  was  made  the  capital  instead 
of  Wellington.  Now  tbe  instructions  isnied 
by  tbe  noble  Lord  (Lord  J.  Russell)  in 
April  1841,  specially  provided  that  Cap- 
tain Hobson,  who  was  sent  out  by  him, 
siiould  sec  that  the  New  Zealand  Com- 
pany had  no  portion  of  the  capital,  and  that 
it  should  be  reserved  to  the  Government 
alone.  The  words  were — "Lands  to  he 
assigned  lo  them,  should  not  embrace 
any  part  of  the  future  capital.  It  is  in- 
dispensable to  reserre  to  tbe  Crown  ihe 
command  over  all  lands  in  the  capital 
town,  as  well  as  any  that  may  be  embraced 
in  the  suburbs. "  It  was,  therefore,  clear 
that  Captain  Hobson  went  out  with  dis. 
tinct  instructions  from  Lord  John  Hunell 
not  to  place  the  capital  in  the  lands  of 
the  Company.  But  he  did  not  defend 
the  selection  on  that  ground  alone.  Ever^ 
impartial  person  from  the  Colony  he 
had  spoken  to,  testified  that  Auckland 
was  the  best  selection  that  could  have 
been  made.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  nest  taunted  his  noble  Friend 
with  the  promise  of  "  municipal  govern- 
ment," and  ridiculed  the  idea  of  granting 
institutions  which  only  gave  the  power  rf 
paving  and  lighting.  Now,  he  asked  the 
House,  was  this  reading  his  noble  Friend's 
instructions  in  their  spirit?  His  noble 
Friend  stated  what  he  gave  them  as  a  sub. 
slitute  for  representative  government — 
that  he  included  large  districts  to  obviate 
the  unequal  pressure  of  taxation  ;  and  yet 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would 
give  the  House  to  understand  that  the 
powers  granted  by  his  noble  Friend  were 
restricted  to  the  narrow  limits  of  "  paving 
and  lighting;"  limits  which,  aocording  to 
thehon.  and  learned  Gentleman 'sown  itate- 
ment,  would  be  perfectly  inapplicable  to  the 
stale  of  New  Zealand.  But  then  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  said  the  instruc- 
tions deceived  the  Company.  [Mr.  BkI- 
IfT  :  No,  that  they  were  misled  by  then.] 
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Well,  taking  it  in  that  wajr,  it  was  admit- 
ted the  instructions  were  sulimitted  to  the 
Company,  and  they  had  an  opportunity  of 
discussing  them.  His  noble  Friend's  ob- 
ject in  shotting  the  Company  the  extract 
from  big  instructions,  was  in  or^er  to  ob- 
tain thcit  views.  And  he  thought  when 
his  noble  Friend  arted  In  a  spirit  of  can- 
dour, and  fairness,  and  invited  discussion, 
it  would  have  been  better  for  the  Company 
to  suggest  modifications — to  point  out  their 
views  at  the  time,  and  not  to  receive  them 
without  objection,  and  subsequently,  when 
convenient  to  themselves,  to  turn  round  and 
endeavour  to  give  a  meaning  to  those  in- 
struciions  which  they  were  not  intended 
to  bear.  As  tu  bis  noble  Friend's  de- 
claration that  be  would  adhere  to  the  Treaty 
of  Waitangi,  enterluning,  as  his  noble 
Friend  did  entertain,  a  decided  and  fixed 
opinion  that  the  obligations  of  the  Crown 
imposed  that  view  upon  hioi,  he  would 
be  unworthy  of  his  high  station  if  he 
permitted  any  notions  of  temporary  con- 
venience, or  any  desire  to  conciliate  a  par- 
ticular body  of  men,  to  induce  him  to  swerve 
from  that  course.  Moreover,  so  far  from 
late  events  disproving  ibe  justness  of  his 
noble  Friend's  views,  they  showed  demon- 
strably that  they  were  founded  in  good 
policy,  as  well  as  in  justice,  honour,  and 
good  (aitb  ;  and  that  to  depart  from  them, 
as  it  would  unite  the  whole  native  tribes 
by  one  common  and  just  cause  of  dissatis- 
faction, would  no  further  than  any  other 
course  that  could  be  suggested,  to  shake  at 
once  the  character  and  power  of  the  British 
Government  in  New  Zealand.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  next  referred  to 
the  tax  on  the  wild  lands,  and  he  censured 
it  strongly.  Why,  the  hon.  nnd  learned 
Gentleman,  in  his  own  Report,  recom- 
mended such  a  tax  on  the  wild  lands  of 
Canada,  and  nobody  found  fault  with 
that  recommendation,  though  Canada  was 
a  conquered  Colony,  and  French  Cana- 
dians owners  of  wild  lands.  It  was  plain 
by  the  mode  he  dwelt  on  it,  that  the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  consider- 
ed this  the  only  weak  point  of  his  noble 
Friend's  case  ;  but  it  was  hard  that  his  noble 
Friend  should  be  condemned  for  an  inci> 
dental  observation  approving  the  same  view 
as  that  taken  in  the  solemn  Report  of  the 
hoD.  and  learned  Gentleman,  and  that  his 
noble  Friend  should  be  called  a  "  thin 
rigger''  and  "  ring-droppcr"  for  adopting 
the  same  recommendation  as  to  New  Zea- 
land, whicht  he  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
gare  as  to  Canada,    Besides  this  attack  on 


the  noble  Lord,  lie  might  also  be  allowed 
to  refer  to  what  he  considered  an  un- 
fair charge  against  himself.  In  the  lute 
debate  the  lion.  Member  for  Lambeth 
said,  that  be  (Mr.  Hope)  had  voted 
in  1840  against  the  recognition  of  the 
independence  of  New  Zealand.  Be  it  so. 
But  was  there  any  inconsistency  in  saying 

IS  unwise  to  admit  the  independence 
of  New  Zealand,  but  that,  having  admitted 
it,  we  were  bound  to  adhere  to  a  particular 
policy  to  give  effect  to  what  be  might  have 
considered  in  the  first  instance  an  erroneous 

of  the  question  ?  The  Report  of  that 
Committee  distinctly  stated  that  a  proper 
remedy  could  only  be  applied  by  legislation, 
to  the  evils  which  then  existed.  To  revert, 
however,  lo  the  question  really  before  the 
House,  after  his  many  miscellaneous  attacks, 
the  hon .  and  learned  Gentleman  came  at  last 
to  what  wasthegistofhisResoIutions,drawn 
as  they  were  to  bring  within  their  scope  as 
much  sympathy  from  all  sides  as  possible- 
He  spoke  of  a  change  of  ])olicy.  These 
were  wide  words ;  but  the  meaning  of 
them  was  simple — it  was  to  obtain  for  (he 
Company  the  land  to  which  it  was  their 
wish  to  be  declared  entitled  lo  be  given 
to  them,  by  being  taken  away  without 
compensation   from    the    natives.      Tiiat 

the  change  nf  policy  which  he  stated 
was  expected.  On  what  ground  was  such 
a  change  expected?  Was  there  not  the 
strongest  declaration  of  an  intention  tu 
keep  faith  with  the  natives  of  New  Zea- 
land? They  (the  Opposition)  might  say 
that  the  recognition  of  their  rights  was 
a  wrong  course;  but  to  that  Govern- 
ment was  pledged  by  the  acts  of  the 
noble  Member  for  London,  and  by  no  act 
of  their  own.  He  should  not  fatigue  the 
House  by  discussing  the  noble  Lord's  in- 
structions; but  they  could  have  proceeded 
on  no  ground  hut  on  a  recognition  of  a 
title  to  the  soil  of  New  Zealand  in  the  na- 
tives, and  that  they  alone  owned  the  waste 
lands  which  the  noble  Lord's  Officers  were 
instructed  to  purchase  from  them.  Had 
there  been  any  fresh  intelligence  to  change 
these  views  i  If  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman looked  to  the  Minutes  of  the  Execu- 
tive Council  of  New  South  Wales,  he  would 
find  that  not  much  encouragement  was 
held  out  to  change  the  policy  which  was 
thus  rendered  indispensable  by  the  acts  of 
the  predecessors  of  the  present  Ministers. 
The  House  would  recollect  that  in  the  late 
debate,  the  Report  of  Sir  0-  Gipps  was 
frequently  referred  to,  particularly  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Committee,  the  noble 
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Member  for  Sunderland.  Sir  G.  Gi| 
was  applUil  to  by  Captain  Ftlzro;  fur  : 
bcftire  the  breaking  out  of  tbe  last  disii 
bancc,  aciil  he  abseived,  before  Lord  Sh 
ley's  dL-Hpaich  wub  leceiviil — couiiDcnting 
up  the  Report  of  the  New  Zealand  Com 
paoy  — 

"  Hie  present  application  was  not  founded 
on  a  single  act  of  violence,  and  lie  fell  co 
vinced  (bat  the  difficulty  of  keeping  in  che 
(lie  Djiives  would  he  more  eilensively  felt 
propoilian  ai  the  Report  of  the  House 
Commont'  Commitlee  of  July  ihould  become 
uioie   generally  known    (liroughout    tli     " 

He  could  stale  that  tliat  was  no  visiunary 
app roll eut tun ;  and  that  it  was  tho  opinion 
of  every  unc  well  acquainted  witb  the  Co- 
lony, that  if  there  was  any  queHioii  likely 
to  unite  the  nativiis  into  a  compact  masn 
it  was  the  question  as  to  their  rights  to  land 
dcuiod  by  the  Cuoiinitice;  and,  in  couclu 
sioD,  w  fur  from  proming  a  change,  be 
tauA  warn  tbe  Houseagainat  tbatutb 
of  policy  pressed  far  by  tbe  hon  and  learned 
Member,  which  would,  in  hijt  o|iinion, 
amount  to  spoliation,  and  which  would  be  as 
inconsistent  witb  the  honour  of  the  Crown 
as  with  tbe  peace  and  good  government 
uf  the  Culoay. 

Mr.  Hoebuck  said,  many  of  the  difficul- 
tiet  which  beset  this  question  were  tu  be 
traced  to  the  manner  in  which  we  became 
entitled  to  New  Zealand.  They  woiibi  be 
found  not  to  result  from  the  acts  of  any 
one  Government,  but  from  the  course  of 
policy  which  bad  been  pursued  witb  regard 
10  (be  Colony.  He  should  sbortlygive  the 
history  of  this  Colony ;  for  on  the  good 
foundation  of  our  title  rested  the  solution  at 
many  of  the  difficulties  Khicb  we  had  to 
encounter.  In  1769,  Captain  Cook,  under 
the  autlwrity  of  the  Crown,  discovered  this 
lerritorf.  According  to  international  law, 
to  give  us  any  right  to  posaesaion  of  the 
discovery,  tbe  voyage  of  discovery  must 
have  been  prosecuted  under  the  authority  of 
a  Crown.  This,  however,  wb«  but  an  in- 
cboate  right,  liable  to  be  annulled  by  non- 
user  or  formal  abandonment.  We  did 
not  Ulce  possession  of  New  Zealand  by  any 
authorized  colonixatiun.  Some  runaways 
from  New  Sotitb  Wales,  some  mariners 
connected  with  the  whaii:  fishery,  and  some 
misuoDories  (of  whom  be  had  a  word  to 
lay  presently),  who  thought  they  were 
"  labouring  in  the  vineyard,"  occupied  by 
d($;rees  thbt^riiorT.  The  right  we  gained 
by  discovery  thus  remained  unperf< 
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Britain  solemnly  disavowed  its  title  ;  and' 
further,  that  tbe  sovereignty  eaisted  in  the 
New  Zealand  ctiiefs.  It  was  nut  fur  him 
to  say  whether  (bis  cuurise  was  wise  or  not ; 
but  if  any  foreign  natii>n  hud  Gupposed 
they  were  nut  precluded  by  our  priority  of 
discovery,  and  invaded  the  country,  we 
should  have  fallen  back  on  the  declaration 
which  we  made,  and  said,  "  This  is  an  in- 
dependent country— it  is  so  ueknowIedgiHi 
by  us— and  we  shall  sec  that  the  rigUis 
and  liberties  are  not  endangered."  A  Com- 
pany was  next  formed  (and  it  would  pua- 
alc  his  bun.  Friend  the  Atturney  General 
to  answer  this  position)  for  the  jHirpose  of 
citnductinjj  cmigTutiun  to  New  Zealand. 
1'hat  would  be  an  illegal  act,  if  tliis  wus  a 
wild  territory.  Tbe  Company  bad  u  riglit 
to  say,  "Wc  went  out  to  this  country  on 
the  character  acknowledged  by  yourselves 
—  that  of  an  independent  and  sovereign 
community;  and  we  bought  the  lands  from 
the  people,  you  say,  who  possessed  the 
sovereignly."  Lord  Stanley,  by  some  pow- 
ers of  divination,  said  the  intentions  of  tbe 
natives  were  not  such  as  were  supposed. 
The  Company  answereil , "  We  paid  for  the 
land :  wc  paid  what  your  '  sovereign 
rulers'  considered  a  fair  price ;  and  we  say, 
you  have  no  right  to  look  at  tbe  contract, 
or  to  annul  it  by  proclamatiuu."  Now, 
that  was  a  nice  legal  question,  which  he 
should  like  to  see  submitted  to  tbe  Queen's 
Bench ;  and  he  would  wager  they  would 
not  decide  witb  the  Government.  When 
those  [larlies  went  out  in  1839,  the  inter- 
leddling  of  France  was  dreaded.  What 
id  wep  We  mode  Captain  Hobson  not 
nly  Captain  General  of  New  Zealand,  but 
'e  alra  invested  him  witb  consular  power, 
thereby  admitting  the  people  to  whom  he 
was  accredited  lo  be  an  independent  Datian. 
We  also  gave  ambassadorial  powers,  and 
aulhotiaea  him  to  treat  with  tbe  diiefa. 
What  could  be  more  solemn  acknowledg- 
ments of  sovereignty?  Proceedings  went 
on.  This  half  Ambassador  and  Consul 
went  to  New  Zealand;  and  then  com- 
menced a  two-act  force,  tbe  first  part  of 
which  related  to  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi, 
and  the  second  as  to  I  ha  proceedings  of  Uie 
chiefs  of  tbe  Middle  Island.  Compare  the 
document  authenticated  by  Culonel  Wake- 
field, as  coming  from  tbe  chiefs  round  Wel- 
lington, with  that  which  constituted  these 
New  Zealandera  an  independent  nation. 
Government  said  they  would  not  pay  at- 
tention to  the  lost ;  it  was  a  fraud — tliey 
I  would  have  nothing  lo  do  with  it.  Now, 
By  a  great  many  Acts  of  Parliameut,  Great  |  he  maiataioed  it  was  tbe  aecood  which 
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containtnl  the  fraud.  It  wui  a  fraud,  luit 
on  llic  simpk'  iialiveij  alont,  but  vii  the 
civilused  world.  Yuu  furfcit^  the  right 
of  origiual  discoicry,  und  acknowledged 
the  sovereigoty  of  tliis  people.  By  the 
Treaty  of  Waitangi  you  pretend,  in  the 
laee  of  livilised  Europe,  ifaat  you  are 
boimd.  Where  were  yuur  faith  and  lionour 
when  it  was  made?  Nuvcr  wan  anything 
more  diigntceful  than  the  pmciieitingg 
with  the  lavages.  One  witnexs  said, 
a  quantity  of  feufmcnC  was  cdrrled  out, 
in  urder  that  the  natives  might  sign  it. 
Why,  they'd  sign  anything  for  simn;  to- 
baui-o  and  rum  I  He  now  came  lu  the 
mi&iiunarieK— the  parties  chiefly  employed 
in  carrying  this  Treaty  uf  Waitangi.  He 
must  here,  at  liie  outset,  remark,  that  this 
eounlry,  it  roust  be  confessed,  wus  very 
much  under  the  influence  of  cant.  There 
was  nothing  on  which  it  was  more  sus- 
cepiihle  than  as  tu  the  fate  uf  the  "  ahu- 
rrgines."  A  fonniduble  urgauisatiuo  hav- 
ing been  gut  up  for  the  purpose  of  eman- 
cipating tlie  blacks,  when  tlie  freedom  of 
the  slave  wus  proclaimed,  the  power  and 
influence  uf  this  great  bMlyuf  sympathizers 
was  all  abroad ;  and  it  was  gravely  discussed 
to  what  subject  public  attention  should 
neKt  be  directed — whether  it  should  be 
liume  or  ooluniol.  When  a  member  adopted 
a  hobby,  the  custom  was  to  refer  it  to  a 
Committee ;  fur  by  that  meaos  tiie  Govern- 
ment god  rid  of  the  subject  for  at  least 
siiroe  months.  The  way  that  the  House 
thus  dealt  with  a  question  wus  mischievous, 
and  he  believed  it  was  so  in  this  case.  The 
uuble  Member  fur  Dorsetshire  loved  hob- 
bies very  much ;  and  lie  coustantly  had 
questions  to  refer  tu  Select  Committees, 
and  he  had  now  two  remarkably  long  Bills 
before  the  House.  Formerly,  be  had  a 
number  of  measures  respecting  labour ;  and 
he  hud  now  taken  up  a  new  subject.  He 
must  observe,  with  respect  to  these  mea- 
sures, that  although  he  entertained  a  very 
great  respect  for  the  noble  lurd,  yet  it  could 
not  escape  his  observation  that  there  were 
persons  who  lived  by  means  of  such  hobbies. 
Now,  vbat  was  the  effect  of  the  hobby  with 
respect  to  the  aborigines  in  New  Zealand? 
Lord  Normanby  having  found  a  Report  of 
a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons,  in 
which  allusion  was  made  to  the  aborigines, 
and  on  reading,  exclaimed,  "  Oh,  we  can 
never  stand  against  this ;  we  must  do  some- 
thing, so  that  the  storm  blow  over;" — 
he,  therefore,  thought  that  tbc  best 
mode  of  proceeding  was,  to  get  back  the 
sovereignty  of  New  Zealand ;  and  so,  fur 


'.he  purpose  of  maintaining  good  order,  he 
ajTJiu  took  jKRisestiou  uf  New  Zealand, 
There  were  parties,  also,  who  bcnctlted  by 
the  hobby  of  the  Waitangi  Treaty.  There 
were  the  missionaries,  who  largely  proiited 
by  it.  Tliey  touk  abroad  with  them  a 
knowledge  of  the  true  faith,  which  tbey 
were  to  communicate  to  llie  aborigines  of 
New  Zealand,  and  they  pretended  to  put 
it  into  the  language  of  New  Zeaiund,  Fur 
tbis  purpose  they  were  obliged  to  coin  a 
vast  number  of  words;  and  why  was  this? 
Because  the  ideas  of  such  a  nation  did  not 
embody  one-faundredth  part  of  those  which 
were  to  be  found  in  the  Sacred  Volume.- 
I'hey  had,  therefore,  translated  it  into  a 
jargoit,  which  he  coutd  read  because  he 
understood  English ;  but  lie  was  certain 
there  was  not  a  native  who  could  make 
anything  of  it.  But  these  persons,  whilst 
they  exhibited  so  much  piety,  also  tiHik 
care  tu  look  tu  their  own  interests.  One 
uf  the  witnesses  who  was  examined  before 
the  Committee  bad  stated  that  one  of  the 
missionaries  bad  acquired  a  bit  of  land ;  it 
occurred  tu  him  to  ask  the  size  of  it,  and 
the  reply  tu  his  question  was,  that  this  bit 
was  about  90,000  acres.  There  was  ano- 
tlier  gentleman  missionary  who  kindly  tuuk 
possession  of  a  piece  of  Imid  which  had 
been  a  source  of  dispute  between  two  chiefs. 
He  interfered,  and  treated  them  as  mere 
boys,  and  took  possession  of  the  object  in 
[iispuie  ;  and  thus  be  got  possession  of 
100,000  acres  in  the  best  part  of  the  in- 
land. The  question  then  arose,  what  was 
the  cause  of  Auckland  having  been  made 
the  capital  of  the  Colonv  ?  It  was  in  con- 
sequence of  missionary  influence.  It  was 
this  influence  that  unhappilv  governed  the 
Cukmial  Office.  The  Colonial  Minister 
was  not  the  Minisicr  of  the  Colonies  in 
reality ;  there  was  a  paramount  authority 
hebinit  which  controlled  him.  A  person 
holding  the  office  of  Colonial  Secretary 
was  made  to  believe  that  he  was  a  great 
man  by  the  authority  be  alluded  to, 
until  be  attempted  to  govern  without  it, 
and  he  would  do  so  if  he  were  a  man  of 
large  capacity  and  determined  will :  but 
Lord  Stanley  was  not  one  of  that  class. 
He  would  get  rid  of  the  whole  system. 
The  truth  was,  that  the  Colonial  Minister 
governed  by  Mr.  Stephens,  and  Mr. 
Stephens  was  governed  by  missionary  in> 
fluence.  This  was  the  case  wherever  they 
went  to  in  the  Colonies.  They  had  a  dis- 
pute with  France  respecting  Tahiti,  which 
nearly  led  to  a  rupture  between  the  twu 
countries;  and  this  was  all  occasioned  bv 
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the  miffiiotiarieg.  The  fact  was,  that  these 
missionaries  did  no  good  but  to  them- 
lelves.  From  the  time  ttiey  had  taken 
poxsesston  of  the  island  till  the  preiient 
time,  where  had  the  ouihteabs  taken 
place?  Always  within  the  lemlories 
where  these  missionaries  were.  These 
men  went  out  to  preach  the  gospel  of 
peace,  but  wherever  they  appeared  an  out* 
break  of  violence  took  place.  Recently 
the  shape  of  the  Government  had  been 
unpalatable  to  the  missionaries,  and  the 
result  WHS  the  proceedings  at  the  Bay  of 
Islands.  If  he  was  asked  to  put  his  finger 
on  any  pcrsnns  who  had  done  mischief  in 
the  trunsactions  respecting  New  Zealand, 
he  should  first  name  tlie  persons  who  drew 
up  the  Act  of  Parliament,  end  then  Lord 
Normanby  for  his  Treaty  of  Waitangi. 
The  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  city 
of  London  was  obliged  to  give  way  on  this 
point,  and  so  it  would  be  with  Lord 
Stanley.  He  did  not.  however,  complain 
of  any  man  in  particular — it  was  not  the 
men  but  the  system  whieh  he  complained 
of.  A  Colony  should  not  be  merely  under 
the  authority  of  a  Governor  acting  on  in- 
structions from  this  country,  but  it  should 
be  constituted  under  a  charter,  acknow- 
ledging and  declaring  that  the  govern- 
ment of  it  vested  in  the  people.  Unless 
they  acknowledged  this  principle,  they  must 
expect  constant  disputes  and  turmoil  wher- 
ever they  attempted  to  colonize.  If  they 
would  allow  the  people  of  Wellington  to 
sovem  themselves  as  the  people  of  Rhode 
Islanddid,  they  would  havehadnooeof  these 
diSerences,  and  the  House  would  not  have 
been  troubled  at  such  length  respecting 
these  dbpuies.  Before  the  first  large  party 
of  emigrants  lefi  theriver  Thames  on  their 
voyage  out,  they  entered  into  a  voluntary 
engagement  at;  to  the  adoption  of  a  form  of 
government  whici)  they  would  adopt  on 
their  arrival  at  their  destination.  They  had 
a  precedent  for  thlt,  the  adoption  of  which 
was  regarded  with  as  much  respect  in  the 
NorthernStatesof  America.as  Magna  Charla 
was  in  this  country.  If  any  one  named 
the  pilgrim  fathers  in  that  part  of  the 
United  Slates,  be  would  be  told  they  were 
the  persons  most  worthy  of  the  respect  of 
mankind.  When,  therefore,  there  was 
RUch  an  example  before  them,  why  should 
the  adoption  of  the  proceeding  be  visited 
with  reprobation  ?  At  the  same  time  he 
blamed  the  Company  on  other  grounds,  as 
he  thought  ihen,  as  he  had  thought  at  the 
time,  tbut  it  was  a  hasty  and,  therefore, 
unwise  proceeding  to  lend  out  such  a  large 


body  of  emigrants  before  they  hod  tleared 
their  ground,  and  made  proper  preparation 
for  their  reception.  Now,  if  the  Govern- 
ment of  the  present  day  would  calmly  take 
up  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi,  and  examine  it, 
and  look  into  all  the  circumstances  connected 
with  it,  and  which  led  to  its  completion — he 
wasconvinced  that,  if  they  would  impartially 
consider  it,  they  would  say  that  it  was  not 
worth  the  paper  on  which  it  was  writteD. 
The  Secretary  of  the  Colonies  talked  of  a 
land  tax.  Take  any  particular  spot,  be 
would  defy  them  to  lell  who  was  the  owner 
of  it.  The  tribes  were  constantly  wan- 
dering from  place  to  place — they  were  here 
to-day,  and  there  to-morrow,  and  there 
was,  to  use  a  legal  expression,  no  assignable 
individual  to  be  found  as  resident  or  pro- 
prietor. I'he  tribes  of  Indians  iu  America 
were  in  some  respect  like  the  savages  in 
New  Zealand ;  hut  they  really  occupied  the 
land,  for  they  hunted  on  it.  It  had  beea 
proved  over  and  over  ogam  before  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  natives  of  New  Zealand 
only  occupied  small  pieces  of  land,  and  they 
were  only  owners  of  it  as  long  as  they 
cultivated  it,  but  no  longer.  The  land 
was  soon  worn  out  by  their  mode  of  culti- 
vation, and  they  then  resorted  to  a  new 
piece  of  fertile  land,  which  they  kept  till 
the  soil  was  enbausted,  and  no  longer.  They 
had  no  notion  of  boundaries,  and  they 
could  not  trace  the  land  they  churned  from 
river  to  river,  or  from  mountain  to  moun- 
tain, in  New  Zealand,  as  this  country 
could  in  India  or  elsewhere,  or  as  the  faon. 
Gentleman  could  trace  out  his  patrimonial 
acres.  It,  therefore,  was  a  monstmus 
piece  of  absurdity  to  talk  of  the  land  be- 
longing to  such  or  such  a  tribe.  The 
noble  Lord  liad  said  that  he  would  respect 
the  law  of  New  Zealand ;  but  did  the  noble 
Lord  know  what  he  meant  by  the  expres- 
sion f  There  certainly  existed  traditions 
of  a  certain  kind  amongst  these  natives, 
but  there  never  'existed  any  traditions  re- 
specting the  ownership  of  land.  He  would 
challenge  any  one  to  show  or  prove  that 
there  was  any  law  of  the  description  re- 
specting land.  There  might  be  a  club,  or 
something  of  that  hind,  which  a  son  might 
inherit  from  his  father,  who  had  used  it  to 
knock  down  his  cncmie*,  but  there  was  not 
a  shadow  of  a  shade  of  any  law  respecting 
the  inheritance  of  land.  He  recollecteOi 
that  a  noble  Lord,  whose  loss  in  that  Huuie 
no  one  could  regret  on  the  present  occa- 
sion more  than  he  did,  had  referred,  in  the 
last  debate  on  this  subject,  to  a  title  which 
a  native  put  forward  to  some  land,  from 
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the  circiimMance  of  liis  liaviog  killed  and 
eaten  the  native  chief  who  formerly  re- 
sided near  the  gpot.  It  came  out  in  evi- 
dence that  one  tribe  bad  conquered  and 
exteiminated  another  tribe,  and  had  taken 
poEsCMion  of  the  land  of  the  latter ;  and  aa 
tliis  was  on  the  sea  coast,  they  had  turoed 
to  fishing  for  a  Eubsiatence,  and  did  not 
cultivate  the  soil.  So  it  constantly  hap- 
pened that  one  tribe  was  driven  fcom  a 
particular  district  by  another  tribe;  but 
they  never  heard  of  any  of  these  natives 
who  could  deal  with  or  describe  land 
acre  by  acre.  One  person,  however,  who 
wiis  examined  befure  the  Committee, 
said,  that  land  descended  from  gener- 
ation to  generation  through  its  respec- 
tive hues ;  and  he  drew  such  a  pic- 
ture of  this  description  of  the  descent  of 
land  and  iti  appanages,  until  he  (Mr.  Roe- 
budi)  ulmost  thought  that  they  were  get- 
ting to  the  history  of  a  German  barony.  But 
it  was  perfect  nonsense  to  talk  of  any  law 
respecting  the  descent  of  land  amongst  the 
naUves  of  New  Zealand.  They  would  find 
that  the  savages  of  New  Zealand  were  saga- 
ciona,  hrave,  and  a  stout  body  of  men  ;  but 
they  wereverylowin  the  scale  of  civilization. 
[Captain Atms :  Hear!]  Hebelievedtbathe 
had  seen  as  many  savages  as  the  faoQ.  and 
gallant  Officer  had,  and  that  he  nas  also 
as  well  acquainted  with  their  character. 
It  happened  that  all  the  arms  these  savages 
now  fought  with  were  introduced  by  the 
mission  an  es.  The  natives  did  not  know 
the  use  of  metal.  All  the  metal  which 
they  had  was  derived  from  us,  although 
large  quantities  of  ore  were  lying  at  their 
feet,  almost  in  its  native  state.  They  had 
not  arrived  al  that  state  that  they  knew 
how  to  forge  iron,  which  was  the  first 
indispensable  requisite  to  civilization. 
["  Hear,  hear !"]  He  knew  that  the 
Mexicans  did  not  forge  iron,  hut  they 
had  other  things  which  they  used  as  a 
substitute  for  iron.  It  was  an  undoubt- 
ed fact,  that  all  uncivilized  races  of  sav. 
ages  ultimately  perished  wherever  civil- 
ized man  came.  They  might  look  on  this 
circumstance  with  regret ;  but  the  latter 
circumstance  was  uniformly  fatal  to  the 
savage  races.  If  the  noble  Lord  would 
look  to  what  had  occurred  with  respect  to 
the  North  American  Indians,  he  would 
find  how  rapidly  and  constantly  they  had 
perished  before  the  progress  of  civilization. 
All  that  they  could  do  would  he  to  guard 
against  the  perpetration  of  acts  of  cruelty 
towards  the  natives,  and  to  take  care  that 
Ihey  did  not  do  anything  towards  the  na- 


tives, which  would  not  he  done  towards 
of  the  colonists  or  subjects  of  this 
country.  Protect  the  natives  as  much  as 
you  possibly  could ;  but  still,  whatever 
course  was  pursued,  the  same  circumstance 
would  arise  as  was  invariable  under  similnr 
circumstances — namely,  that  the  brown 
men  would  entirely  disappear.  It  was 
idle  to  talk  of  putting  them  in  possession 
of  the  soil ;  but  they  were  a  class  over 
whose  welfare  there  might  be  some  watch 
and  guard,  This  could  be  done,  nut  by 
the  means  proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  but 
hy  such  a  course  as  was  adopted  by  the 
New  Zealand  Company,  who  allotted  to 
them  such  portions  of  the  country  as  they 
were  able  to  cultivate.  Something  might 
be  done  in  this  way ;  but  nothing  could 
ever  be  done  as  long  as  the  natives  were 
treated  es  sovereigns  of  the  soil,  and  land 
was  purchased  of  them  by  large  suras  of 
money.  He  had  seen  something  of  this  in 
North  America.  The  House  very  un- 
wisely granted  20,000{.  a  year  to  be  dis- 
tributed  as  presents  among  the  native  tribes 
of  Indiana  in  Canada,  what  was  the  re- 
sult? They  got  drunk  as  soon  as  they 
received  the  money,  and  either  continued 
so  until  they  got  rid  of  it,  or  in  that  state 
they  were  robted  of  it ;  and  the  result  was, 
that  their  number  was  gradually  diminish- 
ing. So  it  would  be  in  New  Zealand. 
The  House  might  depend  upon  it  that 
acting  upon  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord  the 
effect  would  be  such  as  the  introduction  of 
the  small-pox  amongst  them  could  only  be 
en  equivalent,  and  not  half  a  dozen  years 
would  elapse  before  they  were  nearly  all 
swept  away.  The  noble  Lord  talked  of 
the  possessors  of  the  soil,  and  of  imposing 
a  tax  upon  them.  On  this  point  be  did 
not  agree  wiih  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
as  to  the  right  of  taxing  savages.  But  how 
would  the  noble  Lord  set  about  levying 
this  tax  t  He  must  first  of  ell  find  out  the 
owner  of  every  particular  spot,  fur  they 
could  not  lay  the  tax  on  a  tribe.  They 
could  not  say  that  such  or  such  a  tribe 
should  pay  1,000  dollars,  but  they  must 
impose  it  on  an  individual.  If  this  was 
the  case,  the  whole  thing  was  a  mere  pre- 
tence, for  the  natives  had  no  means  of 
paying  the  dollars.  If  the  tax  was  im- 
posed, the  land  would  be  forfeited  every 
year.  It  was  a  paltry  pretence,  and,  to  use 
an  expression  of  the  noble  Lord's,  it  was 
a  thimble-rigging  scheme.  He  therefore 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  would  not 
listen  to  such  a  paltry  pretence.     It  was, 
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no  doulK,  the  duty  of  the  Government  to 
considur  tlie  interests  of  tlie  Maurie  pojiu' 
lulioii.  In  doing  so.  let  tliuin  look  to  jus- 
tice being  done  llicm,  but  do  not  adopt  a 
procedure  which  aoy  individual  in  private 
life  would  be  utterly  asliamed  to  put  for- 
ward. He  trusted  that  the  House  would 
not  be  a  party  lu  snch  a  monstrous  pro- 
ceeding. Difficult  as  tin;  <]ueiiiion  might 
appear,  they  must  be  prepared  toga  straight 
forward;  and,  in  the  first  place,  liiey  must 
consider  the  tvaste  lands,  as  he  believed 
ihcy  legally  were,  the  property  of  the 
Crown,  and  treat  ihem  accordingly.  They 
should  provide,  however.  Just  as  much  land 
fur  the  nctivcs  in  each  diotrict  as  they  cuuld 
want  for  the  purposes  of  cultivation,  and 
take  care  to  secure  the  posac:ision  uf  it  to 
them.  He  ilid  not  suppose  that  the  Go- 
vernment could  persist  in  maintaining  the 
stranE;e  conclusion  of  the  noble  Lord,  that 
the  pos^ssioi)  of  the  waste  lands  should  be 
contudered  to  rest  in  the  native  chiefs.  If 
the  tiovernment  would  at  once  rescind  the 
proceedings  of  the  noble  t<ord  on  this  sub- 
ject, iLey  would  relieve  that  House  from  a 
great  deal  of  unnecessary  trouble  which 
niustgoonincreasingaslungas  this  system 
was  persisted  in. 

The  AUonicy  General  saii,  it  was  not 
without  a  feeling  of  regret  that,  after  the 
former  discussion  of  three  nights  on  this 
fiubect,  ho  found  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Liskeard  had  thought  proper 
to  renew  it ;  and,  above  nil,  that  Jt  should 
be  by  a  Motion  of  such  a  vague  and  inde- 
tinite  character,  from  the  adoptiou  of  which 
it  was  impossible  to  anticipate  any  bene- 
ficial result.  On  considering  this  question, 
he  cuuld  not  disguise  from  himself,  that 
but  for  the  existence  of  the  New  Zealand 
Company,  and  but  for  the  interests  of  that 
Company.it  never  would  have  been  brought 
forward.  He  trusted  that  lie  should  be 
able  to  satisfy  the  House  that  it  was  not 
from  any  regard  to  the  general  prosperity 
of  the  Colony  of  New  Zealaud,  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  called  upon  it  to  recon- 
sider the  subject;  but  entirely  with  a  view 
to  the  interests  of  the  New  Zealand  Com- 
pany. He  felt  obliged  to  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Bath,  for 
havingat  once  pointed  out  the  policy  which 
it  was  the  object  of  the  Motion  to  have 
adopted.  It  was,  to  compel  the  Govern- 
ment to  abandon  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi,  | 
and  to  take  possession  of  the  whole  of  tin: 
unoccupied  land  in  the  Colony :  and  then, 
out  of  it,  to  make  over  a  very  large  portion 
to  the  New  Zealand  Company.   Ho  agreed 


with  many  of  the  observations  uf  one  part 
uf  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard,  with  reiipect  tu  the  estab- 
lishment of  the  New  Zeulsud  Company, 
As  for  the  original  formers  of  this  Com- 
pany,  he  believed  that  many  [>erH]DE  hod 
joined  it  from  the  purest  and  the  must 
disinterested  motives.  With  respect  to 
others,  however,  lie  believed  that  ibey 
ivere  not  insensible  tu  the  sdvanti^cs 
which  the  aduptiun  of  such  a  scheme  must 
produce;  while  others  were  only  led  tu  join  it 
by  the  anticipation  of  the  profit  that  would 
accrue  from  it  as  u  commercial  speculation. 
The  Directors  of  the  Cotnpany,  in  one  uf 
their  early  Reports,  stated  that  the  Colony 
was  nut  established  lor  political,  hut  for  com- 
mercial purposes ;  and  from  the  large  blue 
book  it  appeared  that  in  a  ctMnparatively 
short  time  after  its  furmaiiou,  it  paid  six 
per  cent,  interest  on  its  capital  This  cir- 
cumstance offered  a  temptation  tu  persona 
nut  influenced  by  disiotercsted  motives  to 
juin  it.  He  said  this,  because  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Iteport  said  that  a  great  deal 
of  the  evil  that  hud  tnkcu  place  in  New 
Zealand  had  arisen  froni  the  New  Zealand 
Company  acting  in  defiance  of  the  tiuver- 
nor.  In  the  month  of  December,  1839, 
when  the  first  purchase  was  made  by  Culo- 
Dcl  Wuketield,  u  number  of  settlers  had 
arrived,  on  the  faith  of  the  purchases  uf 
land  having  been  completed.  It  therefore 
became  necessary  to  find  some  place  in 
which  they  might  be  located  ;  tbey  there- 
fore made  hasiy  and  unfair  purchaaes  of 
the  natives.  As  to  the  challenge  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  fur 
Bath  as  to  the  right  of  the  natives  or  the 
New  Zealand  Company  to  the  land,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  independeace 
of  New  Zealand  had  been  recc^niscd  over 
and  over  again  by  this  country.  It  was 
a  ({uestion  whether  such  recognition  was 
]iolitic  or  not,  but  the  fact  was  indisputa- 
ble. The  hon.  and  learned  Membet  for 
Bath  said,  that  if  New  Zealand  was  an  in- 
dependent State,  the  New  Zealand  Com- 
pany  had  a  right  to  deal  with  ihera,  and 
purchase  land  from  the  natives,  and  that 
such  contract  was  valid ;  and  be  uked,  bow 
could  tbey  get  out  of  this  dlfliculty  t  Hi* 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Bath  was  the  first  who  suggested  this  in- 
genious argument;  fur  the  New  Zealand 
Company  had  never  argued  that  thsy  could 
carry  on  such  dealings  with  the  natives  of 
New  Zealand  without  the  sauction  of  the 
Government  of  this  country.  In  May, 
1839,  an  application  was  made  by  Mr. 
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Hutt  to  Lord  Nurmaiiby,  stating  timt  a 
Colonisation  Comjiany,  as  it  was  tlien 
called,  hud  been  furoied,  and  was  going 
out  to  New  ZcolHud  to  purcliHse  tand. 
Why  dill  the  Company  apply  to  Lord  Nur< 
inanby  at  all,  if  they  were  going  out  to 
New  Zealand  as  to  an  independent  coun- 
try, to  (leal  with  an  independGut  State  ? 
Lord  Nornianby's  reply  wati,  that  he  could 
not  recognise  tliein  on  the  independent 
footing  suggested,  nor  hanction  the  validity 
of  any  purchases  they  might  miika  on  tbal 
principle.  The  Company,  on  this  refusnl, 
broke  up ;  and  a  day  or  two  after  thin  com- 
munication with  the  Government,  the  New 
Zealand  Company  ioiiued  a  prospectus,  dated 
May  3,  1839,  at  a  time  when  they  bad  not 
acquired  one  foot  of  land  in  the  island — 
setting  forth  that  ihey  had  made  most  es> 
tensive  and  advantageous  purchases  of  ter- 
ritory, iu  convenient  parts  of  the  island, 
for  tho  purposes  of  settlement.  Again  the 
Company  applied  to  Lord  Normanby,  and 
again  tliey  were  told  that  he  would  not 
recognise  them  on  tho  footing  reijuired, 
nor  sanction  the  validity  of  any  purchases 
they  Slight  make.  In  dcQance  of  this  re- 
fusal, however,  the  Company  sent  out  their 
officers  with  the  settlers ;  and  in  the  months 
of  September,  October,  and  November,  of 
that  year,  Colonel  Wakefield,  tboir  agent, 
made  purchases  extending  over  severd  de- 
grees of  latitude,  upou  deeds  whldi,  at  all 
events,  were  not  more  intelligible  to  the 
natives  than  was  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi. 
The  independeucD  of  New  Zealand  had 
for  a  number  of  years  previously  been 
recognised  by  the  Government ;  but  the 
proceedings  of  the  New  Zealand  Com- 
pany compelled  the  Government  to  take 
steps  for  the  cession  of  the  sovereignty  of 
the  island,  for  the  purpose  of  protecting 
the  natives.  Instructions  tn  this  effect 
were  sent  out  to  Captain  Hobson,_  who 
issued  a  proclamation  accordingly  in  Feb- 
ruary, 1840.  Did  the  Company  then  say 
that  they  had  been  treating  with  an  inde- 
pendent State,  that  the  Government  had 
no  right  to  interfere  with  their  purchases, 
and  that  they  protested  against  the  pro- 
clamation, at  far  as  they  were  concerned, 
up  to  that  time }  No.  Or,  did  the  noble 
Lord  opposite,  then  in  office,  concur  with 
them  in  the  representationa  tbej  now  in- 
sisted upon,  as  to  the  utterly  savage  char- 
acter of  the  natives?  On  the  contrary, 
the  noble  Lord  described  them  oi  tribes 
considerably  removed  from  mere  bar- 
barism, ac  a  nation  with  advanced  idea* 
of  cultitattoD,  and  improHed  with  estab- 


lished notions  as  to  the  rif;hts  of  property 
and  the  division  of  the  soil,  uiid  whoae  in- 
dependence hud  been  formally  recognised 
by  the  British  Government.  If  tho  New 
Zealanders  answered  to  this  description,  it 
could  not  be  deemed  absurd,  improper,  or 
unjust,  to  enter  into  a  Treaty  with  them. 
And  having  made  th'al  Treaty  with  them, 
on  what  principle  was  the  Government  of 
this  country  to  attend  to  tlie  demand  of 
ban.  Gentlemen  opposite,  that  the  Treaty 
should  be  set  aside,  and  the  honour  of 
Great  Britain  violated?  Thai,  indeed, 
tvould  be  improper  and  unjust;  and,  hud 
Government  entered  upon  so  dishonour- 
able a  course,  the  violence  and  massacres 
on  the  pari  of  the  Datives,  which  all  must 
so  deeply  deplore,  would  not  have  been 
without  gome  Justilicetiun.  When  the 
Treaty  of  February,  1841),  became  known, 
what  said  the  New  Zealand  Company  ? 
They  said  this  ; — 

"On  mature  reflection, your  directors  know 
no  other  remedy  for  the  evils  ihey  haie  set 
forlh,  than  for  llie  Ooveinmeiit  lo  take  on 
itself  llie  liuty  of  occupying  all  ilie  lands  ns 
sole  possessors,  making  compensation  to  mi;\i 
persons  as  hive   buna  Jiilc  aciiuired  property 

He  hod  intimated,  that  he  thought  the 
late  Government  right  iu  the  policy  they 
bad  pursued  in  this  matter.  What,  then, 
was  the  Government  to  do,  which,  on 
coming  into  office,  found  the  Treaty  of 
Waitangi  established  ?  Surely,  not  to  set 
aside  that  Treaty,  to  violate  the  pledged 
honour  of  the  country,  and,  seizing  on  ihe 
wild  lands,  transfer  them  absoluteTy  to  the 
New  Zealand  Company.  Nor,  was  the 
Treaty  the  sole  guide  which  the  new  Go- 
vernment had  to  direct  their  course  by. 
In  November,  1840,  Lord  John  Russell 
bad  mode  an  agreement  with  the  Company, 
having  reference  lo  all  the  existing  cir- 
cumstances of  tlie  case,  iu  the  Eleventh 
Article  of  which  Agreement  the  Company 
distinctly  and  unequivocally — 

Forego  and  disclaim  all  lille,  or  pretence 
of  tide,  to  any  land  in  New  Zealand,  except 
such  as  may  be  granted  to  Ihem  by  llie 
Crown,  preserving  lo  the  tribes  and  chiefs 
all  Ihe  lands  which   ihey  might  individually 

collectively  possess." 
This  Article  the  Company,  indeed,  after- 
wards attempted  to  assume,  was  condi- 
tional; but  it  was  a  perfectly  clear  and 
nequivocal  surrender  of  any  claims  they 
light  have  set  up  to  any  land,  but  such 
as  the  Crown  might  thereafter  grant 
tbem.      And    the  Company  had  this 
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great  advantage  in  tbe  matter  over  indi- 
vidunl  settlers,  tliat  whereas  ellotinents  to 
the  latter  were  limited  in  quantity,  tlie 
Company  were  to  receive  from  Govern- 
ment grants  commensurate  in  extent  with 
the  amount  uf  their  expenditure,  at  the 
very  liberal  ratio  of.  four  acres  for  every 
pound  of  money  they  could  show,  to  the 
fiatiafaction  of  Mr.  Penington,  the  Govern- 
ment Land  Commissioner,  they  had  laid 
nut  in  the  legitimate  purposes  of  coloni- 
zation. The  letter  of  their  own  a;rent, 
dat^  the  24th  August,  1841,  and  their 
reply  to  it,  showed  that  they  were  sensi- 
ble of  the  justice  of  this  interpretation  of 
the  agreement.  The  Company  complained 
that  Lord  Stanley  had  dealt  harshly  with 
them ;  whereas,  in  point  of  fact,  he  had 
dealt  must  liberally,  even  promising  them 
that  they  should  not  be  called  upon  to 
prove  the  validity  of  their  titles,  but  that 
he  would  give  them  a  primd  facie  title  to 
the  full  quantity  of  land  awarded  them, 
and  put  them  in  possession  of  it,  unless 
where  some  prior  title  was  established. 
True,  the  agreement  was  not  carried  out 
by  Captain  Fitzroy  according  to  the  inten- 
tions of  Lord  Stanley,  but  the  noble  Lord 
should  not  be  assailed  for  this.  Hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  demanded  a  change  of  po- 
licy ;  he  did  not  see  how  Government  could 
pursue  any  other  policy,  than  to  respect  the 
Treaty  of  Waitangi,  and  adhere,  in  the  libe- 
ral spirit  of  construction  it  had  manifested 
to  the  agreement  made  with  the  Company. 
Mr.  Labouchere  had  intended  to  give  a 
Kilent  vote  on  this  ocbasion;  but  after  what 
had  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Bath  with  reference  to  the 
conduct  of  Lord  Normanby,  under  nhi 
he  had  the  honour  to  act  in  the  Colonial 
Office,  he  should  consider  himself  asshrink' 
ing  from  his  duty  to  the  House,  to  the 
noble  Lord,  end  to  himself,  if  he  were  not 
to  make  some  observations  on  what  the 
hon>  and  learned  Member  had  advanced. 
Sut  first  he  wished  to  say  h  few  words  as 
to  what  had  been  put  forward  by  the  hi 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  last  addressed 
the  House  ;  that  hoa.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man expressed  the  opinion  that  tbe  ques- 
tion before  the  House  was  merely  a  ques- 
tion between  the  New  Zealand  Company 
and  the  Colonial  Office:  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  quite  mistaken. 
There  was  a  much  more  Important  ques- 
tion than  tlint  submitted  to  their  decision 
on  this  occasion ;  a  question  whether  the 
Colony  of  New  Zealand  was  not  in  that 
condition  in  which  it  had  become  the  im- 


perative duty  of  that  House — net  fur  the 
sake  of  the  New  Zealand  Company  merely, 
hut  for  the  sake  of  the  people  of  this 
country — for  the  sake  of  a  great,  and  what 
ought  to  be  a  most  flourishing  Colony,  and 
for  the  sake  of  the  large  numbers  of  our 
countrymen  who  resorted  there,  to  inter- 
pose for  the  purpose  of  inducing  the  Gn- 
vemraent  to  withdraw  from  the  policy  it 
had  so  mischievously  acted  upon,  and  which, 
at  present,  it  evinced  a  determination  of 
adhering  to.  His  opinion  was,  that  the 
sentiments  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
as  indicated  by  the  documents  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  and  expressed,  so  far  as  he 
had  heard  in  that  House,  were  unsatisfac- 
tory ;  and  that  it  was,  therefore,  the  duty 
of  the  House,  when  they  heard  the  opin- 
ions of  large  and  important  parties  ex- 
pressed with  respect  to  the  condition  of 
afiairs  of  that  Colony,  to  take  into  consid. 
eratioD  the  policy  which  it  was  right  to 
pursue  with  respect  to  it.  The  hon,  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  in  remarking 
with  respect  to  the  policy  whic^  bad  been 
adopted  by  Lord  Normanby,  seemed  to 
think  that  it  had  been  founded  on  an  over 
sensitive  regard  to  tbe  feelings  of  the 
aborigines  ;  but  he  recollected  all  the  cir- 
cumstances connected  with  the  policy  of 
the  Marquess  of  Normanby  towards  New 
Zealand — he  recollected  the  period  when 
Captain  Hobson  received  those  instruc- 
tions— and  he  was  well  aware  that  Lord 
Normanby'a  desire  was,  that  the  Colony  of 
New  Zealand  should  present  an  exception 
to  what  had  been  almost  the  general  rule 
previously  in  our  Colonial  history,  namelyi 
that  the  inferior  should  not  be  crushed  or 
destroyed  by  the  superior  race ;  and  that 
was,  he  could  assure  the  House,  an  impor- 
tant element  of  all  the  policy  uf  that  no- 
blemen. If  those  instructions  which  Lord 
Normanby  then  gave,  and  the  policy  which 
he  adopted,  had  been  fairly  carried  out  and 
acted  upon  by  Her  Majesty's  present  Min- 
isters, that  state  of  things  which  had  sines 
been  presented  in  New  Zealand  would 
never  have  occurred  ;  and  it  was  not  fair, 
therefore,  to  infer,  that  because  Lord  Nor- 
manby had  given  those  instructions  to 
Captain  Hobson,  all  that  had  nnce  taken 
place  in  New  Zealand  was  the  result  of 
them,  although  hii  policy  had  not  been 
carried  out  in  that  Colony.  Those  were 
hJ9  opinions;  but  be  did  not  rest  them 
upon  his  own  view  solely,  for  he  was 
fully  borne  out  in  them  ty  the  opinion  of 
the  Select  Committee  which  inquired  into 
the  subject,  wbicb  was  composed  of  manj 
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individualB  who  usually  voted  nitb  the 
Government,  and  the  npinion  of  which 
could  not  be  supposed  to  be  swayed  by 
prejudice.  What  did  thut  Committee  say 
on  the  subject  of  the  Treaty  of  Waiiangi  ? 
It  said — and  lie  would  remark  that  it  wai 
not  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi,  but  the  in- 
terpreiftlion  put  by  the  Government  upon 
it,  which  caused  the  evil  that  had  been 
complained  of — it  said  that  the  acknow- 
ledgment ID  the  local  autlioriiies  of  the 
right  of  property  on  the  part  of  the  natives 
in  land,  after  the  right  had  been  assumed 
by  the  Crown,  was  not  essential  to  the 
Treaty  of  Waitangi,  and  was  injurious  in 
it's  consequences.  He  (Mr-  Labouchere) 
conceived  that  many  misfortunes  had  re- 
sulted from  that  interpretation  which  the 
Government  had  given  to  the  Treaty  of 
Waitangi;  and  he  regretted  to  see,  that 
after  the  publication  of  that  opinion  of  the 
Committee,  they  (the  Government)  still 
adhered  to  the  interpretation  which  was  so 
condemned  hy  the  Committee,  and  to  a 
course  of  policy  founded  on  that  interpre- 
tation. Lord  Stanley  continued  to  adopt 
that  interpretation,  and  that  course  of 
policy,  after  the  publication  of  the  Report 
of  the  Committee,  which  expressed  their 
opinion  of  the  injurious  consequences  which 
had  arisen  from  it.  He  (Mr.  Laboucbere) 
did  not  consider  this  a  question  between 
the  Government  and  the  New  Zealand 
Company ;  nor  did  he  rise  as  the  defendei 
of  all  the  actions  of  the  New  Zealand 
Company,  although  it  was  his  opinion  that 
the  New  Zealand  Company  and  the 
sionaiies  might  have  been  rendered  very 
useful  and  beneficial  in  the  advancement 
of  the  prnsperily  of  the  Colony,  by  thi 
adoption  of  a.  wise  policy  on  the  part  of 
the  Government.  He  did  not  wish  tc 
the  Government  al  home  in  subjectio 
either  ;  but  he  wished  to  sec  a  course  of 
policy  which  would  render  both  useful  ii 
assisting  the  carrying  out  of  a  wijie  ant 
well-considered  course  of  proceeding  ii 
that  Colony.  He  did  not  agree  with  thi 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath  ii 
thinking  that  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi  wa; 
waste  paper.  Far  from  it ;  for  although 
it  was  not  entered  into  with  a  people  w' 
were  in  a  state  of  civilization,  yet  it  v 
agreed  to  by  this  country,  and  it  ought 
be  adhered  lo  as  perfectly  as  if  it  were 
with  France  or  America,  or  any  other 
country.  But  then  it  ought  lo  be  on  fair 
conditions ;  for  it  would  be  mere  n<>nsense 
lo  apply  to  half- civilised  savage:^,  like  the 
New  Zealanders,  those  rules  of  properly 


which  could  only  apply  to  a  country  in  a 
condition  similar  to  that  in  which  England 
is  placed.  Let  substantial  justice  he  ob- 
served towards  New  Zealand — that  only  was 
required :  if  they  had  looked  to  substantial 
justice  in  the  interpretation  of  the  Treaty, 
the  evils  which  had  since  been  so  much 
complained  of  would  have  disappeared  long 
ere  this  time.  Nothing  could  possibly  be 
more  absurd  then  to  suppose,  that  a  popu- 
lation of  100,000  natives,  who  were  not 
hunters,  and  did  not  require  large  dis- 
tricts for  their  support,  like  the  North 
American  Indians — nothing  could  be  more 
absurd  than  to  suppose  that  this  popula- 
tion, so  constituted,  had  a  right  of  propertv 
over  80,000,000  of  acres,  to  the  exclusion 
of  the  (Government  of  this  country,  or  uf 
the  colonists  who  went  out  to  New  Zea- 
land. It  was  so  directly  opposed  to  sound 
policy,  end  a  wise  course  of  Government, 
that  it  would  only  lead  to  those  disasters 
wliicb  had  taken  place  in  New  Zealand.  A 
slate  of  things  which  had  long  continued 
had  been  going  on  from  bad  to  worse,  until 
acts  of  a  most  appalling  description  had  at 
length  occurred.  A  British  settlement 
had  been  taken  and  ransacked ;  and  the 
House  bad  a  right  to  hear  from  the  Go- 
vernment a  distinct  and  satisfactory  ac- 
count of  the  course  which  it  intended  to 
pursue.  If  the  House  looked  to  the 
assurances  which  they  had,  they  would  be 
found  to  be  anything  hut  satisfactory ;  for 
there  was  no  answer  to  be  found,  except 
that  a  great  body  of  troops  would  be  sent 
to  New  Zealand ;  and  he  (Mr.  Labouchere) 
would  say,  that  if  that  was  all,  New  Zea- 
land promised  to  be  a  very  unprofitable 
appendage  to  us  fur  a  few  years  to  come. 
There  would,  if  that  were  the  only  policy 
to  be  adopted,  be  a  very  great  sacrifice  of 
money  and  of  men  for  a  long  period; 
and  New  Zealand,  instead  of  being  a  valu- 
able adjunct  to  the  commercial  greatness  of 
this  country,  would  only  present,  for  many 
years,  a  scene  of  disaster.  He  agreed  with 
the  opinions  of  several  Gentlemen  at  that 
side  of  the  House,  as  to  the  notable  expe- 
dient of  tlic  Government,  namely,  the 
imy^fisition  i.t'  a  land  tax  for  all  the  waste 
lands.  Thi-y  treated  the  aborigines  as  if 
they  were  the  most  civilized  country  in 
the  world,  in  this  particular.  They  re- 
cognised ibeir  rights  to  property  in  as 
complete  a  manner  as  it  could  be  recog- 
nised in  England  in  the  nineteenth  cen- 
tury, and  they  followed  up  that  course  by 
iho  plan  of  proposing  a  land  tax— another 
mistake,  which  every  one  who  knew  any- 
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tbing  of  nich  wild  countries,  knew  was 
only  calculated  to  lead  to  mUchief  and 
confuiion.  He  (Mr.  Laboucliere)  merely 
rose  to  do  an  act  of  justice  to  a  nubleraan 
who  deaetved  llie  hiuhest  merit  for  his 
policy  towards  New  Zealand  ;  but  before 
he  sat  down,  he  felt  it  his  duty  lo  allude  tu 
another  Geiuleman  connected  with  the  Co- 
lonial OfBee,  and  tvhomthehon.andlearned 
Member  for  Beth  thought  fit  to  att)irl>~.-a 
gentleman  whose  name  he  (Mr.  Libouchere) 
cnuld  not  pata  over,  if  not  in  jnsticc  tn  him, 
injustice  to  his  own  feelings— lie  alluded 
to  Mr.  Stephen.  He  (Mr.  Labnuchere) 
brought  away  from  that  Odice,  as  others 
had  also  done,  a  deep  and  enduring  respect 
for  the  virtues,  nud  abilities,  and  great  acr- 
vicos  of  Mr.  Stephen.  Ha  knew  it  was 
to<i  much  the  habit  to  attribute  everything 
which  was  displeasing  Jn  the  ronduct  of 
the  business  of  the  Colonial  Office  to  Mr. 
Stephen  ;  and  so  much  was  chix  ihe  cus- 
tom, that  one  day  Mr.  Stephen  said  tn 
him  (Mr.  Labnuchere),  so  cnnstant  was 
the  desire  to  attribute  everything  of  an 
evil  tendency  to  him,  that  it  would  be 
better  he  (Mr.  Stephen)  left  theOffice  allo- 
gether;  but  he  (Mr.  Labouchcro)  replied 
that  it  was  a  great  advantage  in  that  case 
to  have  him  there,  and  lie  requested  him 
not  to  leave,  as  all  that  the  principals  did 
would  be  attributed  to  Mr.  Stephen.  No 
mistake  was  greater  than  to  suppose  that 
Mr.  Stephen  was  aosions  to  engross  power 
at  the  Colonial  Office  ;  but  his  pcrvicea  and 
experience  were  so  great,  that  he  never 
knew  any  one  at  that  Office  who  was  not 
desirous  of  having  the  assistance  of  so  acute 
ft  mind  as  that  of  Mr.  Stephen  ;  nor  had 
he  ever  seen  any  one  more  desirous  of  put- 
ting fairly  and  clearly  the  facts  and  means 
of  judgment  before  the  eyes  of  his  principal, 
leaving  him  tn  decide  for  himself,  unbiassed 
by  any  prejudices  he  (Mr.  Stephen)  might 
have,  tie  felt  that  that  acknowledgment 
was  due  tn  one  towhom  he  was  under  great 
nbligatiun  ;  and  it  wnuld  l>c  no  disparage- 
ment to  any  other  person  in  that  Office  to 
gay  that  the  most  distiugnished  for  talents 
mill  services  was  the  Gentleman  whose 
name  he  bad  just  mentioned.  He  should, 
then,  give  his  vote  in  favour  of  the  Motion 
of  his  bun.  and  learned  Friend  ;  for  he  did 
not  think  the  Ministers  had  given  any 
assurance  to  the  Hnusc  with  which  they 
ought  ti>  be  satisfied,  in  the  present  grave 
and  critical  sintc  nf  affairs  in  New  Zea- 
land. He  was  afraid  tli^it  thry  felt  nslinmcd 
of  retracing  their  stcjis,  which  every  day 
was  leading  to  worse  tcsulls;  and  he  was 


sure,  that  if  the  House,  in  a  case  like  ihia, 
refused  to  interpose—if  they  were  (o  taken 
up  by  party  attachment,  and  party  eonflicta 
in  that  House,  that  such  an  appeal  as  warn 
made  that  evening  on  behalf  of  this  Colony 
should  lie  neglected,  it  would  go  fur  la 
shake  that  confidence  and  respect  with 
which  he  desired  to  see  ell  Colonies  look  tu 
that  House,  as  thair  protectors  against  all 
evils  that  might  befall  (hem. 

Sir  Ji.  H.  Inglis  said  he  was  anxious  lo 
recall  the  attenriun  of  (be  House  to  the 
nbservatinns  which  had  been  made  tu. 
night  with  reference  to  the  misnonaries  in 
New  Zealand.  The  i^Mmui  exhihited  by 
the  New  Zealand  Company  was  anvthing 
but  favourable  to  the  missionaries. '  That 
might  have  been  collected  from  the  tone 
of  the  hnn.  and  learned  Member  for  Cocbcr- 
mouth  (Mr.  Aglionhy],  when  on  a  former 
occasion  he  requested  the  House  to  observe 
that  the  late  rebellion  took  place  in  a  pw- 
lioji  of  the  island  especially  under  the  cog- 
nizance and  instruction  of  the  missionaries. 
And  the  hnn.  and  learned  Member  far 
Bath  (Mr.  Roebuck),  in  that  part  nf  the 
speeuh  which  referred  to  the  recent  un- 
happy disturbances  told  the  House  that 
tills  was  the  very  quarter  of  the  island 
which  had  for  so  many  years  enjoyed  the 
benefits  of  missionary  Ruperinlendence.  The 
inference  from  those  statements  was  clear, 
namely,  that  the  disturbances  which  had 
nocurrcd  tnok  place  either  through  the  di- 
rect misfeasance  of  the  missionaries,  or  by 
their  absolute  neglect.  In  answer  to  that, 
he  wnuld  ask  the  hon.  Members  to  recol- 
lect the  state  in  which  New  Zealand  was 
bufore  the  missionaries  arrived  in  that 
country.  He  would  ask,  could  such  o  nar 
as  that  which  recently  disturbed  the 
northern  part  of  that  i.-land,  have  taken 
place  in  former  days  without  the  occur- 
rence of  barbarities  loo  dreadful  fur  utter- 
ance in  that  House?  He  would  ask,  had 
not  the  chief  Heki  exhibited  a  degree  of 
chivalry  and  gallantry  which  would  have 
been  an  honour  to  any  European  nation, 
and.  as  the  ban.  and  learned  Member  fur 
Libkeai'd  had  said,  would  have  honoured 
one  European  nation,  which  claims  for  it- 
self to  be  the  most  civlliBcd  in  iho  worhU 
If  the  House  would  contrast  the  conduct 
of  the  New  Zealand  chief  Heki  with  that 
of  Colontl  Pclissicr,  he  would  ask,  whe- 
ther the  influence  of  Christianity  had  not 
In-en  manifested,  if  not  by  the  while  man 
in  Africa,  at  least  hv  ihc  dark  man  in  N.-vv 
Zealand;'  He  would  ask  whether,  in  the 
attack  on  Kurorarika,  a  native  chieftain 
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had  not  exhibited  a  courtety  and  ielf-devo- 
tion  which  hai)  not  often  been  equulled 
since  the  davs  of  Bayanl,  nnd  wtiicli  ccr 
lainlf  had  not  been  excelled?  The  hon. 
nni)  learned  Member  for  Liskeard  could  no 
longer  liKik  upon  New  Zealanders  a»  chil* 
dren  or  savagei ;  and  as  a  further  indication 
of  the  condition  in  whicli  that  people  were, 
lie  (Sir  il.  Inglis)  would  remind  the  House 
that  during  the  late  diaturbancea  there,  a 
joung  woman  and  her  child,  who  were 
taken  by  the  Ne«  Zealanders— by  those 
whom  we  in  the  self  assumption  of  our 
pride  call  savages— wui  restored,  unharmed, 
and  without  insult,  by  ii  flag  of  Iruce; 
and  that  two  English  ofticers,  who  were 
taken  by  the  native  chief,  were  sent  back 
without  having  received  any  injury,  and 
returned  in  such  a  manner  ns  many  oilier 
countries  would  nut  have  returned  them, 
namely,  with  ihrar  arms — rtheir  swords  and 
pistols  having  been  left  with  them.  Let 
the  House  recollect  what  would  have  been 
the  character  of  that  war  if  it  had  taken 
place  thirty  years  ago  j  and  then  he  would 
usk,  wot  not  the  influence  of  Christianity 
and  of  the  csertittns  of  the  raissionaricii 
apparent  ?  He  would  also  refer  with  grati- 
tude and  salisl'action  lo  the  conduct  of  the 
Bishop  of  New  Zealand,  which  had  been 
spoken  so  highly  of  since  his  arrival  in  the 
Colony,  hut  particularly  during  the  later 
disturbBnces.  Lieutenant  Phil|iotls  atatetl 
in  onoof  liis  letters,  that  the  conduct  of 
the  bishop  in  bringing  ofT  the  women  and 
children,  and  wounded,  under  a  heavy  fire, 
was  deserving  of  the  highest  admiration  i 
whilst  his  attendance  on  the  woimded,  per- 
forming the  most  menial  offices  fiir  them, 
and  administering  both  spiritual  and  tem- 
[Miral  comfort  to  ihora,  was  equally  praise- 
worthy. With  rcs])ect  to  the  conduct  of 
the  (Government,  he  admitted  ih.'y  com- 
mitted two  faults— one  in  deputing  the  in- 
vestigation into  ihcRintc  of  New  Zealand 
to  a  Committee  of  that  House;  and  the 
next  in  apjwinting  to  tho  Government  of 
that  Colony  an  officer,  who.  if  alive  when 
the  appoinlmcnt  reached  him,  might  dc- 
diiic  to  accept  it.  Referring  to  the  in- 
structions given  by  I,ord  Stanley  to  Cap- 
tain (ircy,  the  hon.  and  lairned  Gentleman 
(Mr.  Bnller)  regarded  them  as  being  di- 
rectly contrary  to  the  promise  alleged  to 
have  been  given  by  the  right  hon.  Itunmct 


hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had  pointed 
out  a  discrepancy  between  the  promise  and 
the  fnlfilnientof  it.  [Mr.  C.  BulUr  ;  Hear.] 
By  that  cheer  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman seemed  to  recognise  his  acciimcy. 
But  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
in  reading  the  despatch  omitted  one  whole 
sentence.  If  the  hon.  Member  read  the 
whole  of  the  despatch,  he  would  find  that 
there  was  no  such  discrepancy  as  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  mentioned,  for  it 
ined  a  statement  that  there  were,  at 
me  at  which  it  was  written,  many 
objcciions  to  the  plan,  one  of  which  was 
the  condition  of  the  natives.  Did  the  hon. 
Member  mean  to  say  that  he  would  in. 
dude  the  natives  of  New  Zealand  in  the 
representative  Government?  If  so.  the 
Furnpeans  would  be  in  a  minority.  Would 
he  then  exclude  them  from  the  plan?  How, 
then,  in  that  case,  could  ther  be  eon^dered 
as  their  fellow  subjects  under  one  system  i* 
Tho  discrepancy  to  which  the  hon.  Meml>er 
alluded,  between  the  conduct  of  Lord  Sinn- 
ley  and  the  promise  of  hiii  right  hon. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Government  did 
not,  in  hia  opinion,  exist.  For  his  own 
part,  he  should  give  hJs  confidence  and  sup- 
port lo  the  Cinvernracnt  in  this  Motion,  as 
he  had  su  often  given  them  on  former  si< 
milar  occasions. 

Mr,  Aglianbtf  deeply  regretted  to  be 
called  on  to  address  the  House  on  that  oc- 
casion ;  hut  it  was  a  subject  of  such  im- 
portance that  he  could  not  avoid  address- 
ing some  ohaervntions  tu  the  House,  and 
in  the  course  of  his  remarks  he  ho|>ed  he 
should  not  be  induced,  by  any  feeling  ho 
might  entertain  as  to  the  treatment  of  the 
colonists,  to  use  any  expression  of  harsh- 
ness, or  calculated  to  excite  irritation-  He 
would  nol  follow  ilm  hon.  and  lesme*! 
Attorney  General  through  all  tho  docn- 
mcnls  to  which  he  referred  in  his  speech, 
ai  he  thought  that  a  Committee  would  lie 
the  most  pro|>cr  tribunal  before  which  (n 
lay  thoso  diicumeniB.  Hecnuld  not  allow 
the  misconceptions,  and  consequently  the 
misrepresentations  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  (ienerat  ti>  pass  unnoticed,  for 
that  hon.  Gentleman  had  misundernrnnd 
tho  proceedings  and  conduct  of  tho  New 
Zealand  Company.  The  hon.  and  learncil 
Oenlleman  was  mistaken  in  the  usseriinn 
that  the  Company  went  out  wilhont  any 


the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury,  that  there  j  lantl  whatever.  They  had  pnrchaseil  land 
should  lie  a  representative  government  I  from  private  individuals,  and  from  the 
given  to  New  Zealand,  and,  quoting  the  i  nativo  ciiiefs,  who  were  qualified  to  sell  it. 
instructions  sent  out  in  pursuance,  ns  they  Thtre  was  no  illegidity  in  that.  What 
ought  to  have  been,  of  that  promise,  the    right,  therefore,  had  the  hon.  and  learned 
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Gentleman  to  say  that  the  purchases  were  ^  lieved  that  thef  had  the  opporluoitj,  in  a 
made  unfairly?  There  was  not  a  particle '  pecuniary  point  of  view,  of  receiving  all 
of  correctness  in  what  the  hon.  and  learned    that  they  could  wish  ;  and  the  body  of  tlie 


Gentleman  had  said  on  the  point.  Nor 
were  the  purchases  hastily  made.  In  re- 
ference to  thia  matter  the  puhlic  would 
find  all  the  information  hearing  upon  it  in 
the  letter  uf  Mr.  Wake6eld.  He  detailed 
the  manner  in  which  the  purchafes  had 
been  made,  and  goods  and  money  were 
fairly  paid  to  the  parties  wlio  sold  the 
land.  What  right,  then,  had  the  Attorney 
General  to  say  that  the  piirchaaes  were 
unfairly  made?  In  no  one  instance  had 
the  Commissioners  of  Claims  said  that  such 
had  been  the  case.  The  Companv  had,  ; 
he  believed,  paid  about  7,900/,  as  'an  ad-  | 
dilional  compensation,  in  one  case,  at  Nel-  j 
son,  and  all  for  the  goodwill  of  the  land.  | 
As  to  the  emigranlB,  they  went  out  with  a  , 
full  knowledge  of  all  the  facts  connected 
with  the  Colony.  The  Company  did  not 
deceive  them.  Every  particle  of  informa- 
tion which  the  Company  had  at  its  dispo- 
sal was  published  to  the  world.  I'hc  emi- 
grants knew  how  and  why  they  went  out ; 
nor  had  he  yet  heard  any  complaint  made 
by  them  of  the  Company'*  proceedings. 
They  complained  of  ruined  hopes,  of  loss 
of  property,  and  of  the  want  of  safety  to 
their  lives  ;  but  it  was  not  uf  the  Comijany 
they  complained.  In  all  iia  proceedings, 
the  Company  had  ever  preferred  a  pacific 
course,  and  in  no  one  instance  had  it  exhi- 
bited any  feeling  but  a  desire  to  obtain 
peace,  at  any  sacrifice  but  that  of  loss  of 
honour.  They  preferred  taking  an  agree- 
ment (which  was  a  compromise)  to  Roing 
to  a  court  of  law.  The  Company  took  tjie 
agreement,  and  were  eatislied  with  it. 
Who  dared  to  say  that  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  London  (Lord  John  Rmsell) 
was  misled  hy  what  were  culled  the  mis- 
rcpresentutions  of  the  Company  ?  Every 
document  which  they  had  at  command, 
was  then,  as  now,  at  the  command  of  the 
Colonial  OtGce.  The  noble  Lord  knew 
very  well  what  he  was  about,  and  the 
Company  were  perfectly  satisfied  with  his 
agreement.  It  was  true,  that  when  the 
Court  of  Claims  was  esiablished,  they  did 
not  assent.  Colonel  Wakefield  said,  thi 
in  his  belief,  the  agreement  of  the  noble 
Ixrd  rendered  the  Court  of  Claims  inappli- 
cable to  the  case.  To  settle  the  question, 
they  had  placed  upwards  of  7,000/.  in  the 
hands  of  their  agent.  The  peace,  th( 
harmony,  and  the  prosperity  of  the  settle. 
ment  was  the  main  conaiderntion  with  the 


proprietors  unanimously  agreed  to  listen 
to  no  terms,  to  take  no  money,  which 
might  compromise  the  safety  of  the  set- 
tleis.  He  ventured  to  assert  that  the 
safety  of  the  colonists  had  been,  wa^,  and 
ever  should  be,  the  main  object  of  the 
Company,  Satisfy  them  that  the  coloniati 
were  safe,  and  they  cared  but  little  what 
was  dune  with  them.  They  bcMDght 
Lord  Stanley  to  settle  other  matters  as  he 
pleased,  hut  to  settle  the  land  question  at 
once,  and  in  the  way  which  we  conceived 
to  be  alone  the  proper  way.  They  look 
the  agreement  coupled  with  an  espreu 
condition,  that  the  grant  should  be  made 
immediately.  He  would  only  sav,  that 
nothing  had  ever  been  concealed  by  the 
Company,  and  if  the  House  wished  for  in- 
formation nothiog  would  be  concealed. 
With  respect  to  what  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  R,  Inglii)  aaid  as 
to  his  (Mr.  Aglionhy's)  saying  that  the 
missionaries  bad  entirely  under  their  con- 
trol  that  portion  of  the  island  which  mas 
T  the  seat  of  disturbance,  he  had  put  it 
the  shape  of  a  question  to  the  Under 
Secretary,  and  he  could  not  deny  it.  It 
was  urged  by  the  hon.  Baronet  that  thia 
showed  the  animus  which  actuated  the 
Company  in  regard  to  the  missionaries. 
He  (Mr.  Aglionby)  believed  that  Mr. 
Baring's  Bill  in  thiit  House  had  been 
thrown  out  hy  the  influence  of  the  Church 
Missionary  Society.  That  Society  wa* 
mana^d  by  Mr,  Dandeson  Coates.  That 
gentleman  asserted,  on  a  subsequent  day, 
that  so  long  an  he  could  oppose  it.  New 
Zealand  should  never  be  coluniaed  by  the 
Company.  His  opposition  !o  the  Com- 
pany still  continu^,  and  it  was  a  strong 
and  powerful  oppnsitinn.  He  had,  nt  un 
early  period  of  the  Session,  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  a  fact,  which  he 
would  now  beg  leave  to  state  again.  He 
had  received  a  letter,  or  rather  circular, 
and  a  similar  circular  had  been  received  by 
many  others ;  and  when  he  stated  iia  pur- 
port, he  would  ask  whether  the  opposition 
manifested  in  it,  did  not  justify  him  in 
saying,  that  the  difficulties  of  the  Com- 
pany were  ^realty  to  be  attributed  to  the 
opposition  of  Mr,  Dandeson  Coates?  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  then  read  the 
circular,  requesting  the  party  lu  whom  it 
was  addressed  to  present  it  to  the  Member 
Cockermoutb,  and  to  deat«  him  to  use 


Company.     The  Company  certainly   be.  |  his  influence  in  order  that  the  Memben 
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might  oppose  the  recommendation  of  the 
Select  Committee  who  had  reported  upon 
the  state  of  New  Zealand  and  the  affairs 
of  the  ComponT.  It  was  signed  by  John 
D.  White.  [Sir  R.  Inghit  It  wu8  n 
from  Mr.  Coales !]  No.  [Sir  R.  IngUi 
Nor  from  the  Church  Missionary  Society?] 
The  hoii.  Baronet  now  wished  to  ' 
that  he  was  grossly  in  error, 
grossly  uiisleadini;  the  House, 
mentioned  that  document  as  a  proof  that 
Mr.  Coates  and  the  Church  MJBiionary 
Society  were  still  in  opposition  to  the 
claims  of  the  New  Zealand  Curo[iany  ?  He 
would  now  ask  the  hon.  Baronet  who  Mr. 
White  was?     He  would  osic  him  now — 

Sir  R.  Iiiglii:  Did  the  hon.  and  learned 
■"      '  i»h  him  to  interrupt  liim  a 


le?     Ifso 


dgive 


:   till    the 
hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen  had  done. 

Mr.  Agiiojiby  would  ask,  for  the  informa- 
tion of  the  Hou»e.  who  Mr.  White  reiilly 
was?  He  would  liketrise  ask,  in  reference 
to  Mr.  Dandeson  Coatex,  if  the  circular 
quoted  had  been  Rent  forth  without  his 
knowledge  or  direction  ?  The  circular  was 
written  on  the  part  of  the  Church  Mission- 
ary Society.  Did  the  hon.  Baronet  mean 
to  disavow  Mr.  While's  proceeding— did 
he  mean  to  deny  that  Mr.  CoateK,  either 
directly  or  indirectly,  Kent  the  letter  ? 
Did  he  mean  to  deny  that  the  Church  Mis- 
nionarr  Society  did  nut  cause  it  to  be  sent? 
If  so,  let  him  at  once  inform  the  House  of  it. 
It  was  sent  with  the  cogoixance,  or  by  the 
authority  of  Mr.  Coates,  or  of  the  Church 
Missionary  Society.  In  accordance  with  the 
Church  Missionary  Society,  its  mission- 
arifs  In  the  Colony  had  a  direct  interest  in 
obstructing  colonization  by  any  one  but 
themselves.  The  missionaries  might  be 
divided  into  three  classes: — First,  there 
were  those  who  went  out  from  the  most 
highroinded,  the  purest,  and  the  most  be- 
iTcvolent  of  motives,  and  who  thought  that 
the  introduction  of  any  European  society 
into  the  Colony  would  introduce  with  it 
European  arts  and  luxuries,  and  with  them 
European  vices,  and  thus  obstruct  the 
christianizing  and  civilizing  the  natives  of 
New  Zealand  ;  such  men  he  could  respect. 
There  was  another  class,  nut  quite  so  high- 
minded,  but  who  had  not  the  base  pecu- 
niary interest  which  others  had.  They 
formed  a  considerable  body  of  the  mission- 
aries, and  were  honest  and  intelligent  me- 
chanics, who  went  out  to  preach  the  doc- 
trines of  the  Church  Misnonary  Society. 


They  reigned  as  little  kings  in  their  dit-    was  u  followi;— 
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ferent  districts,  where  their  influence  was 
paramount ;  and  he  could  easily  conceive 
the  motives  of  their  objection  to  coloniza- 
tion by  any  one  but  themselves.  The  third 
and  the  worst  class  were  actuated  solely  by 
their  wishes  for  their  own  seltish  aggran> 
dizement,  who  had  seta.side  the  instructions 
of  the  Society,  and  who  bad  [jrocured  for 
themselves  large  and  extensive  grants  of 
land.  The  Church  Missionary  Society 
were  not,  as  a  body,  large  holders  of  land, 
although  they  had  abuut  11,000  acres. 
The  missionaries  to  whom  he  now  more 
immediately  alluded,  had  obtained  nearly 
200,000  acres  of  land  in  New  Zealand. 
These  parties  likewise  had  a  direct  personal 
interest,  with  Mr.  George  Clarke  at  their 
head,  and  Mr.  George  Clarke,  jun. ;  they 
had  a  direct  personal  and  pecuniary  interest 
in  the  northern  part  of  the  island.  He 
would  now  ask  the  Govemmmt  whether, 
□olwithBtanding  these  missionaries,  they 
would  or  would  not  colonize  New  Zea- 
land? It  was  their  duly  now  to  carry 
forward  colonization  to  the  advantage  of 
all  parties  and  classes — natives  and  while 
persons.  In  addition  to  what  he  had  thus 
advanced,  he  felt  himself  obliged  to  rise, 
trouble  the  House  upon  a  matter  of  pri- 
vate and  personal  honour,  which  had  been 
ifided  to  his  charge,  and  which,  if  he  did 
;  bring  before  the  House,  he  would  feel 
himself  guilty  of  a  grievous  dereliction  of 
his  duty  ;  and  the  House  would  pardon  him 
for  trespasune  longer  nn  their  attention, 
when  they  called  to  mind  how  deep  an  in- 
terest he  took  in  the  Colony,  and  in  all 
those  connected  with  it.  What  he  was  now 
about  to  bring  before  the  House,  was  b 
matter  of  a  more  delicate  and  painful  char- 
acter than  any  to  which  he  had  as  yet  al- 
luded. He  had  listened  to  the  representa- 
tions of  the  Under  Secretary  with  somo 
surprise  and  pain.  He  did  not  think,  how- 
ever, that  he  was  personally  called  upon, 
by  anything  which  had  fallen  from  the 
Under  Secretary,  to  make  any  remark; 
hut  a  letter  had  been  sent  to  him,  in  con- 
sequence of  these  remarks  on  the  part  of 
the  Under  Secretary;  and  as  the  matter 
deeply  afiecled  the  character  and  the  ho- 
if  a  gentleman  of  high  character,  and 
formerly  a  Member  of  that  House,  be 
was  quite  sure  the  House  would  forgive 
him  for  calling  their  attention  to  the  sub- 
ject, and  reading  the  letter.  It  was  signed 
by  Geoi^  Frederick  Young,  one  of  the 
members  of  the  deputation  who  waited  on 
Lord  Stanley  about  a  fortnight  ago,  and 
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*'  I  have  juat  heard,  wiih  equal  turpi 

Siin,  Ihe  unqualified  denial  given  by  Mr. 
ope,  on  ihe  (lart  of  Lord  Stanley,  of  ibe  as- 
terlion  made  by  tlie  Direclarg  of  the  New 
Zealand  Company,  that  (he  fact  of  his  Lord- 
ship having  giteo  instructions  to  Caplaio 
Grey  to  grant  priwiJ /of ie  lilies  to  the  lands 
claimed  by  the  Company,  was  not  coram uni- 
caled  by  him  to  the  deputation  with  whom  the 
recent  conferences  have  been  held.  As  his 
Lordship  i*  ripresented  hy  Mr.  Hope  as  de- 
claring on  his  honour  thai  he  did  read  those 
instructions  lo  Ihe  deputation,  it  if,  of  course, 
impossible  for  me  to  contradict  such  an  asser- 
tion ;  but  I  one  it  lo  my  colleagues  and  to 
royself  equally  unequivocally  lo  declare  thai, 
having  taken  an  active  and  attentive  part  in 
the  proceedings,  I  never  heard  a  Nyltaole,  or 
saw  a  letter,  referring  in  any  way  lo  a  grant 
of  conditional  titles,  to  which,  as  a  member 
of  Ihe  Court  of  Directors,  I  have  ever  been  so 
decidedly  opposed;  that,  had  the  principle 
been  attempted  to  be  revived  In  my  hearing, 
I  should  have  considered  it  (he  first  of  duties 
to  have  rejected  it,  and  protested  against  it  in 
the  strongest  manner.  Une  thing  at  least  is 
certain.  I  waited  on  Mr.  Wood,  at  the  Land 
and  Emigration  Office,  by  desire  of  Lord 
Stanley,  an  hour  previous  lo  ilie  lime  fixed  for 
the  last  interview  of  the  depulalion,  and  there 
received  from  Mr.  Wood  a  paper,  which  he 
staled  to  ine  was  a  copy  of  Ihe  instructions  to 
Captain  Grey  on  the  subject  of  Ihe  Company's 
land  claims.  That  paper  I  communicated  to 
my  colleagues,  and  afterwards  returned  lo 
Lord  Staoley  at  the  interview.  It  was  the  in- 
struclions  of  the  6th  of  July,  and  contained 
no  reference  whatever  to  those  of  the  27lli  of 
June.  When  Ihe  latterwas  transmitted  to  the 
Company,  in  supposed  conformity  with  the 
promise  given  by  Lord  Stanley,  I  instantly 
pronounced  them  to  be  totally  different ;  and 
in  order  to  clear  up  Ihe  question,  went  on 
Thursday  last  to  the  Colonial  Office,  where  I 
saw  Mr.  Hope,  and  told  him  that  1  had  an  im- 
pression, amounting  to  absolute  conviction, 
that  they  were  not  the  same,  and  only  hesi- 
tated positively  to  a(Hrm  it  from  an  unwilling- 
ness to  admit  the  possibility  of  intentional 
substitution.  And,  in  order  to  remove  all 
doubt,  I  asked  to  see  ihs  original  document, 
placed  in  my  hands  on  the  4lh  of  July,  and 
returned  to  Lord  Stanley.  On  its  being 
brought,  I  immediately  identified  it;  and  it  is 
not  pretended  that  it  contained  any  refer- 
ence lo  the  iasiruclions  of  Ihe  !7lh  of  June. 
Mr.  Hope  then  said,  that  these  latter  papers 
'  had  been  sent  in  a  hurry  by  mistake,'  and 
permitted  me  to  take  with  me  the  insiroclians 
of  July  6,  without  llie  aliglitest  intimation 
that  he  supposed  I  was  acquainted  with  the 
others,  which  again  I  declare,  upon  my  honour, 
I  was  not.  I  write  in  great  haste,  but  hope 
ray  explanation  will  be  intelligible.  Il  is 
truly  mortifying  to  me,  after  (he  especial  pains 
I  thought  1  had  taken  lo  avoid  any  repetition 
of  former  misunderstandings,  to  find  mysilf 


placed  almost  in  ant^onism  with  Lord  Sianley 
on  a  point  of  veracity.  I  have  the  roost  nn- 
hesiiating  confidence  Ihal  his  Lordship  is  uU 
lerly  incapable  of  asserting  inlentioiully  an 
untruth.  Those  to  whom  1  am  known  will,  I 
am  sure,  do  me  equal  Justice;  and  I  must, 
therefore,  leave  this  unlucky  discrepancy  in 
our  statements  to  be  reconciled  in  any  manner 
that  Mr.  Hope's  declarations  and  this  expla- 
nation may  allow  to  be  compatible  with  lio- 
nour,  which,  on  my  pari,  I  commit  to  your 
friendship,  assured  thai  you  will  not  allow  it. 
to  be  iu  any  quvler  impeached." 
He  r^retted  that  he  was  obliged  ta  react 
such  a  letter  to  the  House  ;  but  he  must 
remark,  that  he  viaa  sure  that  when  hon. 
Gentlemen  saw  that  Bo  doing  was  necessary 
to  clear  the  honour  and  the  character  of 
any  Genilenian  whose  honour  and  char- 
acter were  implicated  by  anything  which 
fell  from  any  }iod.  Gentleman  in  that 
House,  they  would  admit  that  he  had  done 
right  in  introducing  l>oth  the  subject  and 
the  letter.  He  would  only  now  say  that 
Mr.  Young  made  the  sime  statement  b> 
ihem  when  the  papers  were  tmnsmiiied  to 
them,  and  he  now  r^ieated  Km  full  assur- 
ance that  he  never  heard  of  the  other  do- 
cument. He  had  no  reason  to  doubt  the 
perfect  accuracy,  su  far  ai  his  icooUection 
served  him,  of  the  Under  Secretary.  The 
despatch  of  the  36th  of  June  was  confined 
to  two  or  three  pointa ;  one,  the  wttlement 
of  the  Company's  claims  to  the  land,  the 
other  points  referring  to  the  government 
of  the  Colony,  whereas  that  of  the  6th  of 
July  waa  confined  solely  and  wholly  to  the 
claims  to  land.  In  the  letter,  enclosing 
the  despatch  of  the  27lh  of  June,  it  waa 
stated  that  the  deputation  had  that  day  an 
interview  with  Lord  Staulay,  and  that  his 
Lordship  placed  in  the  hands  of  the  depu- 
tation the  instructions  issued  lo  Captain 
Grey  on  the  subject  of  the  Company's  cbim 
to  land.  Having  stated  this  much  he  wouhl 
now  resume  his  seat,  without  offering  an- 
other remark. 

Sir  R.  IngBi  rose  to  explain,  but  the 
cries  for  a  division  were  to  loud  and  so 
general,  that  the  hon.  Baronet'*  explanation 
did  not  reach  us. 

Mr.  G,  W.  Ilojie  hegged  to  be  allowed 
to  offer  a  very  short  esplanation  as  to  what 
hod  fallen  from  the  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman. As  the  House  would  percuive,  if 
they  looked  at  the  Papers,  there  wore  ok- 
tracts,  and  there  was  also  a  compl'tle  df> 
gpatch.  'I'he  complete  despatch  waa  placed 
in  the  hatids  of  the  deputation,  and  was 
taken  away  by  the  deputation.  That  was 
the  document  which  Mr.  Young  had  hmi 
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in  liU  hand.  When  application  was  made 
for  the  extracts,  it  was  pointed  out  to  him, 
in  ttie  minutes  uf  the  meeting,  ihat  hia 
liordship  had  placed  in  the  hands  uf  the 
meeting  the  instructions  lo  Captain  Grey. 
He  (Mr.  Hope)  consequently  directed  the 
extracts  only  to  be  sent.  Mr.  Young  al- 
leged that  they  were  not  wliat  he  hod  pos- 
sessioD  of,  to  which  he  had  answered  that 
it  ecrtaioty  was  not.  There  was  no  inten- 
tion to  deceive  Mr.  Young  or  anybody 
else. 

Debate  adjourned. 

Sf,avb  Trade  (Brazils).]  On  the  Mo- 
tion for  going  into  Committee  on  the  Slave 
Trade  (Hraails)  Bill, 

Mr.  M.  Gilison,  looking  at  the  [till  as  a 
penal  act  against  the  Brazilians,  ihought 
it  of  importance  that  all  the  correspondence 
relating  to  it  should  be  laid  on  the  Table 
of  the  House,  and  with  this  view  moved 
its  committal  on  a  future  day,  in  order  to 
give  the  (lovcrnment  an  opjiorttinity  of 
producing  the  oorrespondence. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  any  delay  in  pass- 
ing the  Bill  through  its  atages  would  be 
moAt  prejudicial  to  the  public  service.  The 
main  part  of  the  correspondence  alluded  to 
was  in  the  Slave  Trade  Papers-  He  would 
postpone  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill,  if 
the  House  would  consent  to  theCommitlee 
being  taken,  so  as  to  give  time  lo  look  into 
the  correspondence. 

Mr.  Milner  OHhoh  said,  he  should  not 
be  performing  his  duty  if  he  allowed  the 
Bill  to  proceed,  and  moved  that  the  Com- 
mittee be  postponed  till  Friday. 

Sir  Ji.  Peel  tlien  proposed  that  the  Bill 
now  be  committed  proformii,  so  that  ihe 
Amendments  be  pnnted,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  undertaking  to  move  that  it  should 
he  recommitted  on  Thursday.  He  had 
doubts  as  to  the  propriety  of  producing  the 
notioe  given  by  the  Brazilian  Government 
of  the  termination  of  the  Convention,  and 
ill!  the  correspondence  upon  the  subject; 
hut  he  would  moke  inquiry,  and  if,  upon 
consideration,  he  found  that  the  Papers 
rouhl  not  be  produced,  the  deintte  could 
be  taken  on  somo  day  subsequent  lo  Thurs- 

Hill  went  through  Committee  pro /oriHH. 

Jr.wis'i  DiSABiLiTir-Bj  "^'^  ^-  ^'"'^ 
moved  that  the  .lewiKh  Disalnlitie!)  Rill  be 
reud  a  third  time. 

Sir  Uoliert  IiigUx  protested  nrrarnsi  the 
Bill  as  inconsistent  with  the  Christian  char- 


acter of  the  Constitution,  and  moved  that 
it  be  read  a  third  lime  that  day  three 
months. 

Colonel  Sibthorp  entirely  agreed  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
versity of  Oxford,  whom  he  regarded  as  a 
true  Christian  and  Proteitant.  He  would 
always  be  happy  to  record  his  vote  with 
his  bon.  Friend  against  any  measure  Intro- 
duced by  the  light  hon.  Baronet;  and  there 
was  no  measure  which  he  did  not  believe 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  as  a  Minister,  ca- 
pable of  introducing  for  the  spoliation  and 
ruin  of  the  Protestant  Church- 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question, 
that  the  word  "  now"  stand  part  of  the 
Question; — Aye844;  Noes  II  :  Majority 
33. 

Litt  of  the  Ayes, 
Aglionby,  II.  A.  Hume,  J. 

Baring,  rt.  hn.  W,  R.     Halt,  W. 


Benljnck.  LordG. 

Kelly,  Fiti  Roy 

Bowes,  J- 

Lincoln,  Earl  of 

Bowring,  Dr. 

M'Neill,  D, 

Brisco,  M. 

Masterman,.!. 

Brolherton,  J. 

Moffatt,  0. 

Cardwell,  P.. 

Horrii,  D. 

Clerk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  G. 

Munli,  O.  F- 

Crippi,  W. 

Nieholl,  rl.  hon.  J- 

Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 

Northland,  Viict. 

Filiroy,  ban.  11. 

0'Connell,M-J- 

Flower,  Sir  J. 

Pechell,  Capt. 

Forster,  M. 

Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 

Fremanite,rt.hn.SirT. 

Puwy,  P- 

Smilh,r[.  hn.T.B.C. 

Ooulhurn.  rl,  hon.  H- 

GrBham,rt.hn.  Sir  J. 

Somerville.SirW.  M- 

Greere.T. 

Thesigar,  Sir  F. 

Warburton,lI. 

Ilamilion,  Lord  C. 

Wawa,  J.  T. 

II  awes,  B. 

Uerberi,  it.  hon.  S. 

TEI.tEBS. 

llinde,J-ll. 

Young,  J. 

Howard,  P.  H. 

Mackeniie,  W.  F. 

LUl  of  Hie  Noes. 

Aclaad.T.  D. 

Hope,  A. 

BoTthwick,  P. 

Ptiogle,A. 

Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 

Spooner,  It. 

Darby,  (J. 

Tolleraache,  J. 

Dawii.iy.hon.  VV.  II. 

lng1is,SirR.  II. 

Icnley,J.W. 

Siblhorp,  Col. 

Pill  read  a  tl.ir.1  1 

mc  and  passed. 

House  adjourned  at  two  o'clock. 
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(Hudngfl,  Rye,  and  Alhford  Extawton)- 
!■    VokcrRdtd  (No.  t);    DubUn  Pipe  Wmln;  South 
Eulrni  Riilwiy  (Tunbridge  (o  Tuntiiidjc  Welia)  -.  Blt- 
mlDgham  and    Gloucelct    Eilenilin  RiUnf  (Slake 
Dnixh)  I  ShrenbucT  u>d  Holyhead  Rod  i  Muquoi 


It  Fleufan^l  Emuc:  Ta- 


□dee  and  Penh  Railwi 
luay  I   ScolUih  CeqEnl  Rallw 
raleni  McBopDliun  Eitcnili 


ibuTgh  and  TJorthen 
CiTdeadale  Jundinn 


Scottish  Univehsities.]  The  Mar- 
quess of  Breadalbane  presented  Mveritl  pe- 
titions from  places  in  Scotlanil,  praying  for 
the  abolition  of  all  religious  tests  in  ibe 
Scottish  Unirersiues.  Oneof  the  petitions 
was  from  the  General  Assembly  of  the 
Free  Church  of  Scotland,  which  embodied 
several  resolutions  in  which  the  exclusion 
of  all  religious  tests  was  not  advocated,  but 
in  which  the  petitioners  expressed  them- 
selves strongly  against  the  exclusive  system 
now  sought  to  be  revived  by  the  members 
of  the  Established  Church  in  that  country- 
He  begged,  in  presenting  these  petitions, 
to  express  his  sincere  regret,  that  the  mea- 
sure which  had  been  brought  forward  in 
the  other  House  of  Parliament  for  remedy- 
ing this  grievance,  had  been  lost  by  the 
opposition  of  Her  Majesty's  Government; 
though  they  had  originally  expressed  them- 
selves favourable  to  it.  The  Scotch  Col- 
leges would  now  aflbril  education  to  but  n 
comparatively  smalt  portion  of  the  popula- 
tion ;  whereas,  if  the  Bill  to  which  he  had 
alluded  had  passed,  they  would  be  able  to 
afford  the  most  important  benefits  to  the 
people  generally.  In  his  opinion,  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (I«rd 
Stanley),  in  introducing  the  Irish  Colleges 
Bill,  was  the  very  best  introduction  that 
could  have  been  made  to  a  measure  for 
Scotland. 

Lord  Stanley  denied  that  the  Govern, 
ment  had  acted  inconsistently  with  regard 
to  Ireland  and  Scotland.  They  required  no 
new  test  in  the  latter  country  ;  and  they 
expressed  their  determination  to  maintain 
the  existing  test  in  the  ease  of  the  Univer- 
''"  of  Dublin.   He  must,  however,  decline 
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entering  into  the  discussion  of  a  measure 
which  had  been  rejected  in  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  and  which  bad  not  come 
under  their  Lordships'  consideration. 

Lord  Campbell  repudiated  the  idea  of 
reviving  a  law  that  had  been  alloired  to 
lie  dormant  for  more  than  a  century  ;  and 
under  which  hi)  esteemed  friend  Sir  David 
Brewster — a  man  whose  reputation  was 
European— was  iu  danger  of  being  turned 
out  of  his  office. 

Breach  of  Privilegb— Inisn  Great 
Westehn  Bailwat.]  Lord  Brougham 
said,  he  had  a  question  of  privilege  on 
which  to  claim  their  Lordships'  attention, 
which,  of  course,  had  precedence  of  all 
others,  including  that  which  his  noble 
Friend  had  just  brought  under  iheirno- 
tice.  It  was  known  to  their  Lordships, 
that  he  was  one  of  those — forming,  he 
feared  1  a  minority  in  their  Lord^ips' 
House — who  entirely  disapproved  —  who 
on  principle  disapproved— of  all  violent  and 
forcible  csercise  of  what  were  called  tlie 
privil^e* — hut  what  he  would  call  rather 
the  powers  than  the  privileges— of  Parlia- 
ment; and  that,  consequently,  he  confined 
his  objections  to  the  eiercise  of  those  pri- 
vileges, to  certain  cases  where  (hey  were 
not  used  in  the  nature  of  remedies,  or  re- 
moval of  obstructions ;  but  that  he,  at  the 
same  time,  constantly — and  so  did  many 
noble  Lords,  noble  Friends  of  his,  who 
agreed  with  him — entirely  approved,  as 
of  necesiity  they  must  approve,  of  the  ex- 
istence and  exercise  of  privilege,  where  it 
was  confined  to  removing  otetnictions  la 
their  Lordships'  proceedings.  Whether  the 
case  which  he  was  about  to  bring  before 
their  l.ordships  fell  within  that  descriptioa 
or  not,  hs  would  not  say ;  hut  after  the 
course  which  had  been  recently  taken 
within  the  present  Sewion,  and  only  a  few 
days  ago,  he  felt  it  to  be  his  bounden  duty, 
that  he  sliould,  even  if  be  were  not  the 
person  individually  concerned  in  this 
breach  of  privilege,  bring  it  under  their 
Lordships'  attention.  It  was  necessary  to 
state,  before  be  read  to  the  House  a  state- 
ment which  had  been  published  in  a  news- 
paper, that  they  took  notice  elsewhere,  as 
he  was  informed  by  common  report,  not 
only  of  what  passed  in  their  lordships' 
House,  but  even  in  their  Select  and  Secret 
Committees,  designating  the  very  persons 
who  had  spoken,  and  commenting  on  the 
speeches  made.  He  did  nut  choose  to 
retaliate  by  taking  any  noiice  whatever  of 
what  passed  in  the  other  House,  unless  be 
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Wetlent  Railway, 


happened  to  sec  it  reported  in  the  Votes. 
But  wben  he  perceived  this  publication, 
he  could  not  remain  silent  respecting  it. 
So  gross  a  fabrication,  and  eo  scandaluus  a 
libel  on  the  otber  House  of  Parliament— 
not  only  on  a  Afember  of  the  House,  but 
on  the  House  itself  as  a  body^-coutd  not 
well  be  imagined.  He  knew  that  the 
other  House  could  protect  itself,  and  defend 
its  own  privileges,  and  that  without  any 
interference  on  the  part  of  their  Lordships; 
hut  still  the  subject  was  one,  he  was  pre- 
pared to  shoir,  worthy  of  their  Lordships' 
notice.  Some  weeks  ago,  he  was  informed 
by  the  Votes  of  the  other  House  that  a 
Railway  Bill  having  been  reported  against 
by  the  Standing  Orders  Committee,  for 
almoii;  innumerable  breaches  of  the  Stand- 
ing Orders,  that  Report  was  received  by 
the  House;  and  then  a  Member  of  the 
House,  as  he  perceived  also  by  the  Votes, 
of  the  name  of  Mr.  Pitistephen  French, 
came  down,  and  made  a  Motion  to  rescind 
the  Resolution,  and  to  allow  the  BiU  to 
proceed.  He  was  reminded  by  his  noble 
Friend  near  him  (Lord  Monteagle],  that 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  was  not 
mentioned  in  the  Votes  ;  but,  at  all  events, 
a  Member  made  a  Motion  to  rescind  the 
decision  of  the  Committee,  in  consequence 
of  the  narrow  majority  by  which  it  had 
been  obtained ;  he  had,  however,  reason  to 
kiMw,  and  that  from  matters  which  occur- 
red  out  of  the  House,  who  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber'nas.  He  took  notice  of  what  he  had 
seen  on  the  Votes  of  the  otber  House  in 
his  place  in  Parliament,  in  order  to  give 
the  parties  concerned  what  he  thought  was 
a  humane,  and  connderate,  and  generous 
warning,  in  order  that  they  might  not 
be  throwing  away  their  money  in  support 
of  the  Bill ;  because  if,  as  was  not  improb- 
able, it  would  be  found  that  the  Standing 
Orders  of  their  Lordships'  House,  as  well 
as  those  of  the  otber  House  of  Parliament, 
had  been  violated,  no  majority  of  their 
Lordships  would  be  found  to  rescind  the 
TOte  of  their  Committee.  After  that  an- 
nouncement, he  was  waited  upon  by  Mr. 
Pitsstephen  French  ;  and  that  fact,  though 
not  recorded  in  the  Votes,  he  knew  of  his 
own  knowledge.  He,  or  a  person  calling 
himself  Mr.  Fitastephen  French — for  he 
bad  not  tbe  honour  of  knowiug  the  Gen- 
tleman previously— wiu led  upon  him  (Lord 
Brougham)  on  the  sutnect.  He  would  say 
nothing  of  the  unduly  complimentary 
terras  which  tbe  Gentleman  applied  to 
him  ;  of  the  great  power  and  weight  which 
lie  posseased  ;  and  of  the  somewhat  eiag- 
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gcrated,  and  almost  fanciful  terms  in  which 
he  described  the  ])Ower  which  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  was  likely  to  have  in  this 
matter.  He  gave  Mr.  Fitzstephen  French 
credit,  as  he  did  now,  for  being  exceedingly 
anxious  on  the  matter ;  he  had  no  doubt 
whatever  but  that  it  was  from  a  purely 
generous  and  public  principle,  that  he  took 
so  great  an  interest  in  the  Dublin  and  Gal- 
way  Railway ;  and  that  if  he  was  the 
Member  who  had  given  the  Notice  to  in- 
duce the  House  of  Commons  to  rescind  the 
vote  of  their  Committee,  he  did  so  from  a 
highminded  feeling— that,  in  fact,  he  'had 
no  more  concern  in  the  project  as  a  director 
or  shareholder,  than  he  (Lord  Brougham) 
hod  ;  but  that  he  thought  on  the  matter 
as  he  believed  it  to  be  his  dutyasagoud 
Irishman  to  do.  He  had  been  willing  to 
give  him  (Mr.  F.  French)  credit  fur  these 
patriotic  feelings ;  but  he  had  since  disco- 
vered that  this  person  was  actually  one  of 
tbe  directors  of  the  Dublin  and  Galway 
Railway  Board ;  and  he  also  found  out,  in 
the  course  of  the  inquiry  tJiat  had  been 
delegated  to  him,  that  all  these  directors 
took  shares  as  a  (|UBlification  for  their  office. 
He  had  found,  too,  that  almost  all  the 
directors  took,  besides  the  twenty  shares 
which  it  was  necessary  for  them  to  hold 
as  B  qualiGcatiun,  five  hundred  shares  each 
over  and  above,  that  they  might  be  more 
certain  of  having  an  interest  in  its  success. 
But  he  had  likewise  discovered  thut  the 
invariable  rule  followed  by  almost  all  these 
directors  was,  the  very  moment  they  got 
these  five  hundred  shares,  to  keep  just 
twenty  of  them,  necessary  for  their  quali- 
fication, and  to  sell  the  others.  In  that 
way,  it  appeared  that  one  gallant  officer,  a 
gallant  general,  made  no  less  than  700/.  or 
800^,  OS  well  as,  of  course,  at  the  same 
time,  gratifying  his  patriotic  feelings  to- 
wards Ireland ;  and  that  these  directors 
were  thus  sellers  of  their  shares,  and  that 
they  profited  thereby.  He  did  not  blame 
them;  but  they  had  seen  lately  two  gen- 
tlemen most  severely  visited  for  interfering 
in  railway  shares,  as  if  they  were  the  only 
persons  who  had  ever  done  anything  of  the 
kind  ;  whereas  it  was  upon  the  evidence  of 
the  very  Committee  by  which  they  were 
condemned,  that  others  without  number 
had  dune  the  very  same  thing,  without  be- 
ing condemned  ;  and,  in  fact,  all  that  had 
been  done  by  those  who  were  so  comjilalncd 
of  was,  that  they  received  shares  as  a  com- 
pliment, after  the  thing  was  over;  nor  did 
it  appear,  that  their  vote  or  interest  was 
ever  afiected  in  the  slightest  degree  by  any 
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previous  bargain.  He  stepped  aside  ivil- 
linglytodo  this  act  of  justice  to  individuals 
who  had  been  o|i|ircssed  by  u  Pharisaical 
purity,  which  had  ktoly  been  got  up  on 
the  subject  of  railways,  and  whieli,  before 
the  Session  was  over,  would  be  found  to 
be  mispkcud.  It  was  more  agrccabli;  to 
him  to  do  justice  to  thcoi  than  to  himself 
on  tlie  present  occasion.  He  drew  a  dis- 
tiDctioi),  however,  between  tUnm  and  lliosc 
persons  who  made  Motions  to  get  majori- 
ties in  favour  of  cerlain  Bills,  and  who 
voted  themselves,  as  if  influenced  by  patri~ 
otic  principles,  while  they  were  at  ilie  very 
time  shareholders  in  the  projects  which 
thejr  supported.  If  Mr.  Bonliam  and 
Captain  Boldero  had  done  that,  he  should 
regard  their  conduct  in  a  very  di&erent 
light  fix>m  that  in  which  he  now  viewed  it- 
Bowever,  when  this  Kcnlleniaii.  Mr.  Fiiz- 
Gtephen  French,  applied  lo  him,  he  threw 
himself  on  his  protection.  He  (Mr.  F. 
French)  called  it  mercy ;  for  he  said,  that 
if  they  were  great  and  powerful,  he  hoped 
they  would  also  be  merciful.  He  added 
that  he  adopted  the  course  which  he  had 
taken,  in  consequence  of  the  absence  of  his 
noble  Friend  then  behind  him  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Clanricardc),  thereby  meaning  to 
insinuate  that  the  noble  Marquess  was  as 
fond  of  the  Bill  as  he  was  himself;  and 
that  if  he  had  been  present,  he  would  have 
been  a  party  to  the  application.  He  had 
never  seen  this  individual  before,  and  he 
had  scarcely  met  bim  since.  His  answer 
to  him  was,  that  he  should  wait  till  he 
saw  the  Bill ;  and  that  the  parties  would 
find  it  difticult  to  get  over  the  Standing 
Ordera;  and  that  their  lordships  ;:llowed 
no  canvassing  on  Private  Bills  ;  that  he 
cvuld  have  no  communication  with  him 
except  what  was  ofHcial  and  public ;  but 
that  he  should  be  happy  to  receive  any 
useful  suggestion  to  guide  liim.  Their 
Lurdshijis  would  recollect  that  a  noble 
Friend  of  his  had  presented  a  petition  from 
a  gentleman  end  banker  of  the  name  of 
Fym,  which  complained  that  the  share  list 
of  this  Corapany  had  been  made  out  by 
inventing  names,  and  signing  wisely  signa- 
tures for  others,  who  had  given  no  autho- 
rity for  doing  so,  and  that  thus  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  of  theit  Lordships'  House  had 
nut  been  complied  with.  Sogreat  afraud, 
alleged  to  have  been  practised  by  any  par- 
ties in  their  Lordships'  House,  led  to  an 
immediate  appointment  of  a  Committee  to 
inquire  into  the  matter.  He  had  the  ho- 
nour of  being  one  of  that  Committee  ;  and 
in  his  capacity  of  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
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mittee  he  had  had  communication  with 
two  iudividuab.  One  uf  these  was  Mr. 
Sniith,  who  was  parliamentary  agent  fiir 
the  petition,  and  against  the  Hilt ;  and  the 
other  was  a  Mr-  Crouclier,  of  whom  he 
knew  nothing,  hut  who  had  given  him  a 
letter  on  the  subject,  which  he  had  put  in 
his  pocket,  and  had  never  read  to  this  hour. 
The  (itlicr  papers  he  had  received  he  had 
handed  to  the  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
(theliarlofBesborough).  They  were,  under 
the  Orders  of  the  House,  (o  receive  this 
information ;  they  could  not  choose  but  re- 
eeive  i;,  and  they  acted  upon  it.  They 
then  sent  for  Mr.  Smith  and  Mr.  Croucher, 
and  desired  them  to  jwint  out  the  name;, 
which  iiad  been  forged,  fabricated,  or 
signed  by  the  persons  nominsitng.  He 
pointed  out  some  eight  or  ten  cases,  into 
every  one  of  which  the  Committee  mi- 
nutely inquired,  f  n  the  course  of  this  in- 
quiry the  name  of  Fitsstcphen  French  oc- 
curred, and  tlic  very  question  at  which  he 
took  such  grievous  oflencc  was  not  put  by 
the  Committee  themselves,  but  read  from 
a  paper  of  Mr.  Pym,  whose  charges  against 
the  railway  shareholders  and  brokers  the 
Committee  were  commanded  to  Inquire 
into.  He  (Lord  Brougham)  was  about  to 
read  that  which  ap|ieared  in  a  morning 
paper  of  that  doy,  The  Times,  and  which 
he  sliDuId  presently  state  his  reasons  for 
believing  to  be  a  gniss  fabrication.  It  pur- 
ported to  he  the  rejKjrt  of  a  debate  in  the 
other  House  of  Parliament— pretended  to 
be,  hot  he  should  say  falsely;  and  he 
would  presently  show  why  lie  called  it 
false,  not  merely  technically,  but  substan- 
tially : — 

"Mr.  French  considered  that  ibe  House 
was  perfectly  correct  in  watching  with  a  jea- 
lous eye  llic  conduct  of  those  to  whom  il  de~ 
legated  its  autboriij.  He  would  tlatc  this 
generally,  as  il  appeared  to  him  that  it  should 
not  be  limiled  in  ill  application  (o  parlies 
only  who  had  been  mixed  up  in  p«cumar]r 
Iraniaclioni.  Tliere  were  other  still  grealer 
delinquencies  than  any  Lliat  had  been  alluded 
lo  that  evening.  Could  the  House  for  a  mo- 
ment conceive  llio  persoa  who  had  been  so- 
lected,  in  this  or  the  oilier  Home  of  Parlia- 
tneni,  as  a  judge,  placing  liimself  in  secret 
communication  with  Ihe  agent  of  one  of  Ihe 
parlies — receiving  and  acting  upon  informa- 
lion  he  acquired  in  ibis  mioner  from  the  Id. 
diiiduil  who  bad  been  selecled  to  get  up  th« 
opposiiion  to  the  case  ha  had  bean  appointed 
lo  Iry — browbeating  every  witness  brought  up 
by  Ihoic  who  were  defending  tliemselves  — 
li:iviiig  Ihe  indecency,  in  a  railroad  c.ise,  lo 
demand  nhetlier  iheir  shares  were  at  a  pre. 
mium  ?  and,  being  answered  in  th«  aSrma- 
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live,  dccUring  be  uould  '  uka  care  la  have    taon  of  ideas, 
ihcm    al   a  diKount;'  and,   ulliuialely,   :iup- 
l>reasiii(;  Ihc  evidence  which  di» pro vett  Lhc  uasu 
lie  was  anxious  to  eslabliih  ?    Would  not  ihe 
case  V>e   worse  if  thii  individual  had  once  oc- 
cupied a  high  legal  station?    Perhaps  j'ou  will 
tel)  me   lliat  condact  auch  as  this  can  only  be 
accounted  for  by  llie  individual   being  litlet 
fur    being   placed  as  an    inmata   in  a.   large 
establUhnient  at  the  oilier  side  of  Ihe  water, 
lliaii  for  occupying  a  seat  iu  either  lloiise  of 
I'arliainent.     Conceive   a   Coiopaay  placing 
before  hirci  every  document  in  their  posses- 
sion, in   reference   lo  the  case — the  minute- 
book  of  all  Iheir  proceedings— their  bankers' 
accounts,  ahovrin^  all  their  tnoney  Iransac- 
lions,  and  into  which  the  Company  couned 
Bii    investigation,   tendering    their  Chairman 
for  examination,  whom  he  relused  to  call,  but 
behind  his  back  basely  atletupted  lo  calum- 
niate, aiking,  '  Had  he  ever  been  a  candidate 
for    a  lucrative  employnient   in  a   riral  tail- 
way  V  Possibly  such  a  question  shnuld  be  re- 
garded with  coniempl,  as  coming  from  one 
who  had  shown  himself  incapable   of  either 
thinking,  acting,  or  speaking,  as  a  gentleman  ; 
but  as  he  (Mr.  French)  was  the  persoo  about 
whom  this  question  was  put,  and  feeling  that, 
itaa  there  the  slightest  fouDdation  for  this  base 
tiDii   dastardly  icisinuatioo,  be  should  be  un- 
wortliy  of  H   place    amongst   them,  he   had 
deemed  it  his  duly  to  call  ihcit  attention   to 
the  fact.   The  individual  about  whose  conduct 
lie  had  spoken  (and  he  was  prepared  lo  estab- 
lish evety  staiemenl  he  had  made)  was  Lord 
Brougham  and  Vaux,  and  the  case  the  Dublin 
and  Ualway  Itoilway." 


Ro  thought  he  mi^t  well  aA  their  Lon). 
libips  if  ever  they  had  leen,  in  the  whole 
ctiurse  of  their  Uvea,  a  more  foul  and  libel- 
lous, and  he  was  about  to  show  it  to  be 
false— but  had  thej  ever  seen  a  more  foul 
and  slanderous  attack  on  any  individual ': 
And  this  attack  was  upon  an  iudividual 
not  Tulunteering  his  services,  but  com- 
pelled by  their  Lordships,  ordered  to  at- 
tend ft  Committee,  and  obliged,  in  lhc 
execution  of  that  duty,  to  put  questions, 
whether  he  would  or  no.  The  Cominitlef 
were  obliged  to  put  the  question  alluded 
to,  because  Mr.  Pym  the  petitioner  had 
written  it,  and  given  it  to  the  Committee, 
and  it  was  fitnn  his  handwriting  that 
thej  had  put  it.  In  the  whole  course  of 
the  proceeiling  they  had  acted  in  every 
respect  ftcoording  to  the  strict  rules  of 
legal  evidence  known  in  all  the  courts  of 
justice.  Now,  the  first  thing  alleged  was 
this,  "Could  the  House  for  a  moment 
conceive  tho  person  who  hod  been  aelocted 
in  this  or  the  other  House  of  Parliament  as 
a  judge''— that  was  utterly  untrue,  it  was 
an  absolute  and  entire  blunder  and  confu- 
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an  inqui- 
judicial   situation.     They 
ere  a  Committee  appointed  to  inquire 
to  and  report  the  result  of  their  inquiry, 
id  their  Lordships  and   the   Cummitlee 
I  the  Biil  alono  were  lhc  judges  ;  but,  it 
ent  on  to  say,  "  placing  himself  in  secret 
coram unicalioa  with  the  agent  of  one  of 
tho  parties,  receiving  and  acting  upon  in- 
formation  he  acquired   in  this  manner. " 
He  refused  all  communication  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  he  received  letters  which  he  did  not 
read,  and  refused  to  speak  to  Mr.  Smith 
Croucher  ;  hut  that  was  acddental, 
for  he  had   a  perfect  right  to  apeak  to 
them.     They  did  not  want  to  get  secret 
information   behind  people's   backs — they 
only  wanted  to  know  irhat  witnesses  they 
weic  to  call,  and  it  was  his  business  to 
examine  into  that.     He    never   had  the 
least  secret  commumuation  with  any  hu- 
being    whatever     on    the    subjec 


by  those  ivho  were  defending  themselves." 
That  he  sharply  examined  one  or  two 
witnesses  was  true,  and  if  he  had  not  so 
examined  them  the  truth  would  have 
been  concealed,  delinquencies  would  not 
have  been  brought  to  light,  and  great  cul- 
prits would  have  escaped.  It  was  proved 
that)  the  names  of  persons  who  never  had 
been  in  existence  were  foiled;  that  he 
sharply  examined  any  one  excepting  the 
person  from  whom  he  obtained  those 
facts,  and  one  nr  two  agents  of  the  Com- 
jiany  who  he  saw  were  giving  unsatisfac- 
tory answers  and  fencing  the  questions, 
was  perfectly  untrue ;  that  he  browbeat 
any  one  of  those  witnesses  was  utterly 
false — if  ha  had  attempted  to  do  any  such 
thing  the  noble  Chairman  and  the  rest  of 
the  Committee  would  at  once  have  check- 
ed him.  And  hero  it  might  be  right 
that  he  should  step  aside  and  say  that  he 
had  no  interest  agunst  the  Dublin  and 
Galway  Ratltvay;  that  he  knew  nothing 
of  that  or  any  rival  Company ;  and  that 
he  never  was  concerned  with  any  rail- 
way except  in  one  instance,  and  that  was 
twenty  yean  ago,  when  he  held  twenty- 
five  shares  iu  a  railway  for  a  few  weeks, 
having  been  desired  by  some  gentlemen  of 
the  town  of  Liverpool  to  patronise  it,  by 
giving  his  name  (having  been  connected 
with  the  town),  hut  ho  dispoeed  of  them  as 
soon  as  he  could.  "  Having  the  indecent^ 
in  a  railroad  case  to  demand  whether  their 
shares  were  at  a  premium," — (it  was  one 
of  the  vAty  things  to  he  inquired  into) — 
"  and  being  answered  in  tlic  affirmative, 
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declaring  he  would  lake  care  to  li&ve  tbem 
ot  a  discount  i"  aa  if  he  could  have  done 
8o!  It  was  evidently  untrue — if  he  had 
said  anything  at  all,  Hesaid,  probahly,  that 
nhen  this  evidence  came  out — evidence  of 
a  parish  pauper  who  could  not  read  and 
write  being  put  down  as  having  paid  175/. 
deposit,  and  Iiaving  an  allotment  of  shares 
to  the  amount  of  7,500/. — it  was  pro- 
bable they  would  soon  be  at  B  discount — 
that  would  be  a  very  natural  observutlon. 
"  And  ultimately  suppressing  the  evidence 
which  disproved  the  caae  he  was  anidoua 
lo  establish."  That  was  imposuble;  and  if 
any  man  of  common  sense,  not  being  in  a 
violent  fury  when  he  wrote  this,  had  re- 
flected for  a  moment,  he  would  have  seen 
that  no  Member  of  a  Committee  had  the 
power  of  suppressing  evidence.  But  he 
would  tell  their  Lordships  what  this  pas. 
safe  meant,  and  a  most  precious  jumble 
and  falsification  it  was.  After  the  Com- 
mittee had  seen  bow  all  these  things  were 
done,  a  witness  was  produced  to  show  that 
what  had  lieen  done  with  reference  to  the 
Dublin  and  Galway  Railway  Bill  was  done 
in  a1I  other  Railway  Bills.  They  said  it 
night  be  wrong,  but  there  was  no  pecu- 
liarity in  it;  and  to  prove  ibis  they  produced 
Mr.  Joseph  Parke,  an  aUoruey,  very  well 
known  about  the  Houses  of  Parliament  as 
an  attorney.  He  was  produced  in  the  ex- 
tremity of  the  ease  to  give  his  evidence. 
He  appeared  totally  unconnected,  and  it 
was  supposed  that  he  had  no  connexion 
with  this  railway  at  all;  but  the  manner 
in  which  he  gave  his  statement  led  him 
(Lord  Brougham]  to  believe  that  he  wss 
connected  with  the  railway,  or,  at  any 
rate,  that  he  had  a  great  feeling  for  it. 
Be  that)  however,  as  it  might,  he  told  the 
Committee  that  this  sort  of  thing  was  done 
every  day;  that  it  was  done  on  the  York, 
on  the  Western,  and  on  other  railroads. 
He  was  asked  whether  he  knew  this  of  his 
own  knowledge ;  and  his  reply  waa,  that 
he  had  been  connected  with  the  lines  only 
when  before  Parliament;  and  when  he 
was  further  asked  whether  he  had  anything 
to  do  with  the  issuing,  the  allotment,  or 
the  giving  of  shares,  his  answer  was, — 
"  Oh  no,  I  had  nothing  to  do  with  the  lines 
before  they  came  before  Parliament."  He 
was  ready  to  vouch  for  what  he  believed 
lo  be  the  truth,  but  he  knew  nothing  about 
it  i  he  knew  nothing  except  from  hearsay ; 
and  it  was  clear  the  Committee  could  not 
lake  that  as  evidence.  This  gentleman 
had  not  been  sworn,  but,  if  his  evidence 
bad  been  of  value  to  either  side,  he  wotild 
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indisputably  have  been  sent  to  be  sworn, 
and  then  his  evidence  would  have  been 
received.  Finding,  however,  that  he  knew 
nothing,  the  Commliice  saw  he  could  tell 
nothing;  and,  if  he  had  been  sworn  fifty 
times  over,  he  could  not  have  given  hearsay 
in  evidence,  and,  consequently,  he  was  not 
sworn  and  not  examined.  But  Mr.  Parkes 
put  the  Committee  in  the  nay  of  obtaining 
evidence;  for  when  he  was  asked  who  would 
probably  be  able  to  give  evidence  on  the 
acts  of  the  York  Company,  his  reply  was, 
that  most  probably  the  secretary  could. 
The  secretary  of  the  York  Company  was 
accordingly  sent  for  by  the  Committee, 
who  thoroughly  believed  from  Mr,  Farkes's 
statement,  that  he  was  coming  to  speak 
for  and  lo  bolster  up  the  agents,  the  seerv> 
lary,  the  attorney,  and  the  brokers.  The 
next  day  the  secretary  of  the  York  came 
and  was  sworn,  and  anything  equal  lo  the 
contrast  anil  the  striking  difTerence  between 
the  proceedings  of  the  York  Company, 
with  its  respectable  directors  and  secretary 
and  agents,  and  this  Dublin  and  Galway 
line,  he  had  never  in  his  life  seen,  and  it  was 
impossible  to  conceive.  This  showed  the 
small  use  ofthe  examination  of  Mr.  Fatket, 
for  Mr.  Parkes  thought  they  had  done  the 
same  thing.  With  respect  to  the  Dublin 
and  Galway  Railway,  out  of  970  applicants 
for  shares,  only  111  had  given  any  refer- 
ence as  to  character  or  solvency ;  whereas, 
the  rule  of  the  London  and  York  was  never 
to  receive  any  applications  for  shares  with- 
out  a  reference ;  so  that  all  the  rest  of  the 
applications  beyond  the  111  would  have 
been  thrown  in  the  fire  by  the  London 
and  York.  Dut  it  was  not  so  with  the 
Dublin  and  Galway.  What,  however,  did 
the  House  think  ttiis  Company  did  with 
these  111  cases?  The  London  and  York 
sent  a  man  about  for  more  than  six  weeks, 
making  inquiries  and  asking  whether  the 
inilividuals  were  such  as  they  had  them- 
selves described.  He  gave  bis  report,  and 
according  to  that  report  the  sluires  were 
allotted.  What  did  the  Dublin  and  Galway 
do?  Did  they  examine  into  these  lit 
cases?  Theymade  inquiry  as  to  just  twenty- 
nine.  Of  these  twenty-nine  they  found 
that  about  fourteen,  or  one-half,  gave  false 
and  fictilitious  accounts,  that  they  were 
unknown  at  the  place  to  which  references 
were  made,  or  that  they  were  paupers. 
Therefore,  they  stopped ;  they  did  not  in- 
quire into  the  other  eighty  cases,  fearing, 
no  doubt,  that  if  they  proceeded  further 
they  might  fare  worse.  They  proceeded, 
therefore,  to  make  their  allotment  of  shares, 
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respectable  individual,  and  he '  believed 
that,  oftet  the  second  day,  he  left  the  Com- 
mittee perfectly  saiiafied,  as  might  be  seen 
the  last  question  and  answer  of  the  last 
examination.  These  were  the  facts  of  this 
and  he  would  add  only  one  otber 
nstance.  It  was  a  singular  thing 
that  ibere  should  be  a  very  accurate  account 
given  in  the  newspaper  of  this  speech,  and 
he  much  doubted  whether  the  words  were 
heard  in  tlie  place  where  they  were  pre- 
tended to  have  been  uttered.  In  the  paper 
which  he  saw,  it  was  staled  that  "  the  hon. 
Member  spoke  in  so  low  a  tone  of  voice  as 
lo  be  quite  inandihle,"  and  others  had  told 
hira  the  same  thing ;  nevertheless  the 
speech  was  given  at  full  length.  Now,  he 
warned  some  people  of  one  thing— that 
they  were  protected  for  what  they  said  in 
Parliament,  hut  they  had  no  protection  in 
printing  their  speeches.  Lord  Abingdon 
had  been  sent  to  prison  for  having  printed 
and  published  a  speech  he  had  delivered, 
end  Mr.  Creevy  was  also  punished,  though 
he  published  his  speech,  optimd  Jide,  to 
protect  himself  against  a  gross  misrepre- 
sentation of  what  he  had  said,  which  was 
more  libellous  than  what  ho  published. 
He  (Lord  Brougham)  was  his  counsel,  but 
he  was  nevertheless  convicted,  and  when 
the  House  of  Commons  was  called  upon  to 
interfere  with  the  matter  as  a  breach  of 
privilege,  that  great  upholder  of  privilege, 
Mr.  C.  W.  Wynn,  declared  that  it  was  no 
privilege.  There  was  another  salutary 
warning  he  would  give  for  the  benefit  of 
the  newspapers.  It  was  no  defence  for  a 
newspaper,  if  it  printed  a  libel  on  any  man, 
to  say  that  it  was  uttered  by  a  Member  in 
faia  place  in  Parliament.  God  forbid  that 
such  a  defence  should  he  good  ;  for  if  the 
1,100  Members  in  that  and  the  other  As- 
sembly could  with  impunity  utter  these, 
or  any  other  words,  and  if  with  impunity 
the  newspapers  were  allowed  to  publish 
what  was  so  uttered,  this  country  would 
be  intolerable.  It  was  quite  as  well  that 
he  sheuld  state  this.  Then  came  the  ques< 
tion  what  were  they  to  do  in  this  case? 
He  left  that  question  in  the  hands  of  their 
Lordships.  They  held  the  doctrines  of 
privilege,  and  he  was  anxous  to  see  how 
the  privilege  men  would  act  in  this  case. 
They  had  lately  decided  that  a  Committee 
of  that  House  could  not  discbarge  its  duty 
unless  the  witnesses  who  should  g^ve  evi- 
dence before  them  should  be  protected  i 
possibly  their  Lordshipa  might  think  it 
quite  as  necessary  to  protect  the  Members 
of  the  Committee;  he  knew  not  whether 


and  amongst  others  to  Margaret  Meredith, 
who  was  described  as  of  I»wer  Tooting, 
Surrey,  with  the  memorandum,  "  Inquire 
of  Mr,  Edward  Dayley,  Stockwell,  Surrey." 
Did  they  inquire?  No  ;  because  said  Mr. 
Heseltine,  he  thought  a  respectable  ad- 
dress was  given  when  it  was  Lower  Toot- 
ing, Surrey.  So  that  every  resident  of 
Lower  Tooting  was  held  lit  to  receive  an 
allotment  of  7,500/.  shares,  and  capable  of 
paying  a  deposit  of  175/,  This  party, 
however,  happened  to  he  a  pauper,  and 
when  she  was  asked  whether  she  bad 
written  the  application,  she  replied  she 
cuuhl  only  say  she  could  not  read  it,  for 
she  eould  never  read  or  write  in  her  life. 
But  there  was  the  broker's  certificate  of 
her  respectability,  and  shares  were  allotted 
her.  Among  Mr.  Heseltine's,  the  broker's, 
certificates,  also,  was  that  of  Mr.  Penton, 
a  person  who  had  never  existed  at  all,  and 
of  a  man  who  had  been  for  wx  years  in 
the  West  Indies,  and  knew  nothing  of  the 
application.  All  these  were  duly  certified 
t^  Mr.  Heseltine,  the  broker,  and  were 
declared  respectable.  The  way  in  which 
the  applications  were  examined  was,  that 
as  the  1st  of  November  was  a  leisure  day, 
the  broker  sat  down  at  the  office  and  ex- 
amined 800  or  900  of  them  in  four  hours, 
giving  about  twelve  seconds  to  each.  He 
only  wished  that  other  business  could  be 
despatched  with  equal  facility  in  an  equally 
stiort  space  of  time.  That  was  the  result 
of  the  comparison  between  the  London  and 
York  proceedings  and  the  proceedings  of 
the  Dublin  and  Galway  Company.  Was 
be  right,  then,  in  saying  that  to  talk  of 
suppressing  evidence  was  nut  only  not 
the  truth,  but  was  the  very  reverse  of 
the  truth  ?  The  Committee  had  sent  for 
the  witness,  whom  all  expected  to  ^ve 
evidence  in  favour  of  the  Company,  Hnd  he 
had  given  this  damning  evidence.  Then  it 
was  complained  that  the  iiuestion  was  put, 
"  Had  he  ever  been  a  candidate  for  a  lucra- 
tive employment  in  a  rival  railway  p" 
Why,  there  was  no  slander  in  putting 
that  question ;  hut  it  was  no  question 
of  the  Commitlee's  own— it  was  still  ex- 
uting  in  the  handwriting  of  the  petitioner 
whose  petition  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee. Now  with  respect  lo  General 
Caulficld.  It  was  supposed  that  he  had 
been  sharply  examined;  but  he  left  the 
Committee  Room,  after  the  second  day's 
examination,  perfectly  satisfied.  On  the 
first  day  of  his  examination,  indeed,  he 
made  but  a  poor  figure;  but  no  question 
was  put  which  was  not  respectful  to  that 
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they  would  bo  think,  but  he  left  the  case  in 
their  hands.  If  they  chost:,  they  might 
allow  a  newspaper  to  print  anytliiog.  Hid 
upinion  was,  that  the  courta  of  ]aw  were 
the  proper  ptucus  for  redress,  and  he  for 
one  would  proceed  before  ihem  rather  tlian 
in  that  House  by  force  and  power.  One 
word  mure  as  to  whether  this  pretended 
tpcecli  was  ever  delivered.  Ho  vian  dis- 
posed to  tliiok  thi 
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— could  they  have  heard  any  man,  bow- 
ever  much  hti  wa:i  to  Ik  pitied  for  the  fury 
into  which  hia  pasiiions  had  hurried  him — 
whether  they  were  sordid  pasxioua  ariung 
from  disappoiDtment  of  expected  gains,  or 
whether  it  was  posjuun  arising  from  a  less 
reprebenaible  and  despicable  motive — ho 
meant  the  wrong- headed  notion  that  the 
(question  of  which  cumplaiut  had  been 
made  impugQed  the  eli^racter  and  conduct 


tertained  a  high  respect  for  the  Commons'  i  of  the  individual  to  whom  he  had  alluded, 


Huusc  of  Parliament ;  he  held  in  high 

spect  their  privilcgeG  when  they  were  not 

exceeded  J    he  held    in  high    value    their 

powers,  which  were  just  and  right,  when 

they  were  nut  abused ;  he  venerated  tiiat  _ 

body  as  the  popular  branch  of  our  mixed  'i  hud  any  existence,  they  were  bound,  he 

institutions;  and  he  knew  it  to  be  the  most  I  said,  to  protect  their  Lordships,  and  the 


whilst  it  had  nut  the  remotest  tendency  to 
:ast  a  slur  upon  him  i  Hut  whether  in  one 
(cnse  or  the  other,  that  House  was  bound, 
if  they  heanl  those  words,  and  if  they 
meant  ever  tu  talk  of  privilege  vhihi  they 


essential  of  alL     Therefore,  he  who  knew 


rs  of  their  Secret  Committeei,  from 


how  high  the  privilege  doctrines  were  there  i  the  foul  abuse  which  was  represented  to 


held— he,  who  knew  that  their  Lordships 
held  their  privileges  high,  but  the  other 
House  of  Parliament  held  them  higher  still 
— he,  will!  knew  that  tbcy  had  lately 
fought  with  the  courts  of  law,  and  although 
beaten  fur  a  moment  had  afterwards  gained 
the  victory— he,  who  knew  that  the  Com- 
mons had  threatened  even  to  proceed 
against  the  Judges  of  the  land  whom  their 
Lordships  had  never  menaced— he,  who 
knew  that  the  Commons  held  this  as  the 
corner  stone  of  their  privileges,  namely, 
that  those  privileges  were  not  confined  to 
one  House,  hut  common  to  both — he  must 
believe  that,  unless  he  should  cease  for 
ever  after  to  respect  thut  House  of  Pallia* 
inent,  unless  all  the  veneralion  he  bad  felt 
should  no  longer  be  entertained  for  that 
House  as  at  present  compoaed,  but  for 
an  ideal  and  abstract  House  as  it  ought 
to  be  composed— he  who  held  that  House 
in  veneration  until  they  should  hy  their 
own  deeds  make  it  impossible  for  him  any 
longer  to  res|>ect  thcra — he,  therefore, 
knew  that  the  Commons  must  give  their 
I.ordships  the  same  privileges  which  they 
arrogated  tu  tbcmsclvcG,  and  in  pro- 
|x>rtion  as  they  were  high  privilegians 
they  must  be  most  cautious  and  most 
tremblingly  alive  to  sanctioning  any  breach 
of  their  own  privileges.  Gracious  God ! 
could  he,  with  those  feelings,  for  one 
instant  believe  it  possible  that  such  ribaldry 
as  he  had  read  to  their  Lordships  was  suf- 
fered to  bo  spoken  in  that  House,  against 
a  Peer  of  Parliament  acting  upon  a  Select 
and  Secret  Committee,  and  not  one  word 
of  reprobatiun,  of  censure,  of  reprimand 
uttered?  Did  the  House  ofCommonshear 
those  words^K»uld  they  have  heard  them 


have  been  thus  uttered  in  their  presence. 
hat  fallowed?  At  the  end  of  the 
last  sentence  were  these  words,  there  being 
no  reprimand  from  the  chair,  no  Motion 
that  the  words  be  taken  dowu,  no  censure, 
no  disapproval,  not  one  word,  not  even  a 
whisper — "  the  Motion  for  the  production 
of  the  letter  was  then  agreed  to."  There- 
fore he  said  (hat  this  wnich  was  so  repre- 
sented to  be  said,  mult  he  falsely  repre- 
sented: he  would  not  believe  that  the  Houw^' 
of  Commons  had  heard  those  things.  He 
must  believe  that  either  the  words  were 
not  spoken,  and  were  a  fabrication,  or  that 
if  sp(jien  they  were  not  heard  by  the  House, 
as  the  other  papers  said  they  did  not  hear 
them  ;  or  that  if  they  were  heard,  it  was 
so  indistinctly  that  no  one  knew  well  what 
the  matter  was  they  contained;  and  that 
supposition  alone  made  it  possible  for  any 
one  who  wished  to  retain  a  vestige  uf  re- 
spect for  that  House  of  Parliament  to  bo- 
lieve,  if  the  words  in  question  had  been 
heard,  that  they  had  been  allowed  to  pus 
without  any  animadveruon.  With  theae 
observations,  in  which  he  trusted  he  had 
said  nothing  to  wound  the  feelings  of  luy 
msn~he  had  cautiously  abstained  from 
any  offensive  topic,  unless  where  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  gross  falsehoods  had  been 
staled— prcrtiably  from  some  misunder- 
standing, misconstruction,  ot  misinforma- 
tion— for  there  were  agents  before  the 
Committee,  but  none  of  the  parties  in  ques- 
tion— with  theso  ohtetvations  he  would 
leave    the  question    in    their    Lotdshipi' 

The  Earl  of  Besborangk  said,  he  wished 
to  correct  one  error  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord.  It  was  not  a  Select  and  Secret  Com- 
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mtttee,  but  a  Select  Committee,  from  which 
all  pencHiH  were  excluded  excejiL  the  u'it- 
nesses  and  parties  admitted  by  leave  on 
lK>th  Bides.  On  the  first  day  on  which 
the  Committee  met,  the  agents  put  into 
his  tianda,  an  chairman,  the  names  of  cer- 
tain witnesses  whom  they  wished  tn  have 
KUmmoiied  before  the  Committee.  On  tlie 
BCL-ond  (luy  they  put  some  papers  into  liis 
hands,  with  observations  as  to  the  mixlc  in 
which  those  witnesses  were  to  be  examined. 
The  agents  for  the  oppusitiun  party  uIko 
stated  to  him  ilial,  as  the  agents  of  the 
promulers  hud  been  admitted  on  the  first 
day,  they  thought  it  would  be  but  fair  tliat 
they  should  be  admitted  also ;  and  accord- 
ingly they  were  admitted.  Those  were 
the  only  persons  admitted.  Observations 
were  made  opposite  to  each  name.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  examined  the 
witnesses  from  the  Papers  before  him ;  and 
he  had  no  doubt  that  all  the  questions,  or 
the  main  purport  of  them,  were  found  in 
those  Papers.  The  agents  of  the  promoters 
of  the  Bill  applied  to  him  for  a  copy  of  the 
Paper  containing  the  heads  of  observations ; 
he  told  them  he  could  nnt  give  it  them 
without  consultation;  and  the  agent  for 
the  Bill  had,  he  believed,  afterwards  been 


r  22}  IVestern  Railaiai/.  886 

Ibe  inkstand  was  before  his  noble  Friend, 
and  the  Papers  laid  across  the  table  be- 
tween him  and  the  inkstand.  The  reason 
why  Mr.  French  was  not  examined  was, 
that  there  was  no  charge  whatever  against 
him.  The  quesliou  whether  he  bad  not 
eanvatsed  for  a  lucrative  employment, 
which  had  ueodlessly  excited  so  much  irri- 
tation, was  negatived,  and  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  did  not  think  it  signified  a 
straw,  or  ho  should  have  examined  him. 

Tiie  Earl  of  Wickhni  said,  that  after  the 
statement  of  bis  noble  Friend,  he  could  nut 
but  feci  persuaded  (!iat  as  gross  a  breach  of 
privilege  as  he  had  ever  known,  had  been 
committed.  It  was  impossible  for  their 
Lurdsliips  lo  abstain  from  taking  notice  of 
it ;  but  what  notice  ought  to  be  taken  he 
had  not  had  sufficient  experience  to  give 
an  opinion.  AOer  such  a  ease  had  been 
brought  forward  iu  so  strong  a  manner,  and 
after  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  bad  so 
completely  succeeded  in  vindicating  himself 
from  the  outrageous  attack  made  upon  him, 
it  was  necessary  for  the  House  lo  determine 
what  farther  steps  ought  to  be  adopted. 
Much  depended  upon  the  wishes  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  ;  but  if  he  left  the 
matter  in  the  hands  of  the  House,  it  seemed 


furnished  with  a  copy  of  the  observations  i  to  him  (Lord  Wicklow)  that  it  would  be 
which  had  been  handed  to  the  Committee    right  to  summon  the  printer  and  reporter 


for  the  examination  of  the  witnesses.  Wiih 
reference  to  the  suppression  of  evidence, 
he  must  confirm  the  statement  of  his  noble 
Friend.  The  gentleman  was  called  in, 
who  gave  a  detailed  statement  of  certain 
facts,  and  when  be  was  asked  whether  he 
knew  them  of  bis  own  knowledge,  or  had 
only  heard  them  from  others,  he  stated  that 
he  had  beard  tbem  from  others.  Therefore 
be  (the  Earl  of  Bcssborough)  ordered  the 
shorthand  writer  to  strike  this  evidence  out 
of  the  evidence,  A  gentleman  gave  a  de- 
tailed statement  of  facts,  but  said  he  did 
not  know  them  of  his  own  knowledge.  He 
could  only  say,  that  with  respect  to  the 
whole  case,  he  was  sure  he  should  be  borne 
out  by  the  other  noble  Lords  who  were  on 
the  Committee,  when  be  said  that  the  pn}> 
ceedingswcTe  conducted  in  the  fairest  way  to 
all  parties.  An  application  was  made  to  bim 
to  send  to  the  House  of  Commons  to  ask 
for  leave  to  examine  Mr.  FitzsCephen 
French  ;  the  Committee,  however,  were  of 
opinion  that  it  was  not  necessary,  but  tbey 
did  not  come  to  that  decision  from  any  dia- 
respect  to  that  gentleman. 

Lord  Brougham  wished  to  add  that  he 
had  delivered  in  the  Papers  containing 
■u^ested  queitiona  without  reading  them : 


the  Times  newspaper  to  the  bar,  thai 
their  Lordships  might  know  whether  it  was 
or  was  not  a  correct  report-  Other  news- 
papers stated  that  tbehon.  Member  delivered 
himself  in  so  low  a  tone  that  his  words 
could  not  be  taken  down  ;  therefore  it  was 
fit,  in  the  first  place,  to  ascertain  whether 
the  words  imputed  had  or  had  not  been 
spoken.  Under  any  circumstances,  it  was 
a  gross  breach  of  privilege  —  an  attack 
made  upon  a  Member  of  the  House  of 
Lords,  in  the  execution  of  his  duty  in  one 
of  the  Committees.  It  was  the  duty  of  the 
House  to  protect  him. 

Lord  Brougham  suggested  that  it  was 
too  serious  a  matter  to  be  hurried.  He 
thought  there  should  be  no  further  pro- 
ceeding in  it  that  day. 

The  Duke  of  WdiingUm  remarked,  that 
the  subject  required  a  good  deal  of  con- 
sideration before  the  House  decided  what 
course  it  would  adopt.  The  proposition  of 
his  noble  Friend  was,  that  the  editor  of  the 
newspaper  should  be  called  to  the  bar. 

The  EatI  of  Wicklovi  interposed  that  he 
say  that  he  had  only  suggested  such  a 
course,  not  submitted  it  as  a  proposition. 

The  Duke  of  WeUinglon  wished  to  ob- 
serve upon  it  only  as  a  suggettioB.     The 
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question  to  be  aeked  of  tbe  editor  musi 
whether  he  had  or  had  not  been  guiltj  of 
a  breach  of  one  of  the  privileges  of  thi 
other  House  of  Parliament  ?  Whether  hi 
had  published  wliat  was  or  what  was  no 
said  in  the  House  of  Commons?  The 
answer  in  either  case  would  implicate  hi 
a  breach  of  privilege.  He  begged  to  suggest 
to  their  Lordships  that  the  farther  con 
sideration  of  the  subject  ought  to  be  ad 
juumed  till  Thursday,  in  order  that  in  thi 
meantime  the  best  course  of  ])roceediDg 
might  be  considered  on  what  seemed 
him  a  very  grave  tnse. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  observed,  that  the 
printer  of  the  newspaper  might  be  asked 
^nerally  from  what  source  he  derived  bis 
information. 

The  fiirther  discussion  was  then  ad. 
joumed  till  Thursday. 

Colleges  (Irglanp)  Bill.]  Moved 
that  the  House  do  resolve  itself  inlo  Com- 
miilee. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  he  had  a  tilQing 
Amendment  to  propose  in  relation  to  the 
proviso  of  the  14th  Clause,  which  proviso 
was  somewhat  at  variance  with  the  Clause. 
It  had  reference  lo  tbe  lecture  roomsforreli* 
gious  instrnctioD,  and  he  proposed  to  retain 
iheproviso  that  no  pupil  should  be  required 
to  receive  any  religious  instruction  but  such 
as  wai  approved  by  his  parents  or  guar- 
dians. He  would  take  this  opportunity  of 
alluding;  to  the  suggestion  of  a  noble  Mar* 
quess  (Marquess  of  Lansdonue)  last  night, 
that  Ministers  should  give  the  new  Colleges 
the  privileges  of  a  University.  He  admitted 
that  the  grant  of  the  power  to  confer  de- 
grees seemed  a  natural  complement  of  the 
meaaurc.  Ministers  were  of  opinion  that 
it  would  be  incomplete  without  it ;  but  the 
question  required  more  consideration  than 
it  would  now  be  possible  lo  afford  to  it. 
Perhaps  the  most  salisractory  course,  on 
some  accounts,  would  be  to  affiliate  tbe 
new  Colleges  with  Trinity  College,  Dub- 
lin; but  their  Lordships  would  be  aware 
that  there  were  difficulties  iu  the  way  of 
aucb  an  arrangement.  Then  came  tbe 
question  whether  the  new  Colleges  ought 
not  to  be  associated  as  a  separate  Uni. 
versity,  the  general  meeting  to  be  held 
either  at  a  distinct  place  or  alternately 
at  one  of  the  Colleges.  It  would  obvi- 
ously be  hifhiy  desirable,  upon  this  and 
other  points,  that  the  opinions  and 
wishes  of  the  governing  bodies  ihould 
be  ascertained,  and    for  this   and   other 


reasons,  delay  seemed  not  inexpedient. 
Ministers  had  this  object  distinctly  in 
view,  and,  as  he  had  staled  already, 
without  the  attainment  of  it  the  measure 
before  the  House  would  be  imperfect. 

The  Marquess  of  Lansdmone  was  quite 
satisfied  with  the  explanation  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  was  extremely  glad  To  Ood  that 
what  he  had  sugg;es(ed,  had  already  been 
contemplated  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. He  could  easily  understand  why 
the  object  could  not  be  accomplished  in 
the  present  Session  ;  but  he  hoped  that  it 
would  be  kept  constantly  in  view.  He 
entertained  a  very  con6dent  opinion  that  it 
would  not  be  desirable  to  place  one  of  the 
Colleges  at  the  head  of  the  otiiers,  but 
some  neighbouring  town  or  even  village 
might  be  selected  as  a  central  position  for 
all.  The  manner  in  which  University  and 
King's  Colleges,  London,  had  been  affili- 
ated and  formed  in  to  one  University,  would 
form  a  useful  precedent  to  guide  Minis- 
ters in  their  design  to  raise  the  new  Irish 
Colleges  into  a  separate  University.  If 
he  did  not  propose  any  Amendment  to 
the  Bill  on  the  subject  of  the  appoint- 
ment of  professors,  it  was  because  ibe 
arrangement  giving  the  choice  to  Ministers 
was  only  temporary. 

Lord  Campbell  would  only  offer  one 
suggestion.  It  appeared  that  Ministers 
intended  to  endow  several  new  Colleges 
in  Ireland  ;  three  had  been  previously  spo- 
ken of,  but  last  night  four  were  mentioned. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  that  what  he  meant 
was,  that  in  future  there  would  be  four 
Colleges  in  Ireland. 

Lord  Campie/^  added,  that  his  sugges- 
tion was,  that  instead  of  three  new  Col- 
leges only  one  should  bo  founded.  Great 
difficulty  might  be  experienced  ia  estab- 
lisbing  three  Colleges  at  once,  and  be 
doubted  whether  a  sufficient  number  of 
pupils  would  be  obtained  in  the  first  in- 
stance. If  only  one  general  College  were 
opened,  Episcopalians,  Presbyterians,  and 
Roman  Catholics,  would  be  brought  to- 
gether and  united  in  one  common  pursuit  of 
knowledge,  and  they  might  form  friend- 
ships which  would  last  for  life.  The 
manner  in  which  the  whole  of  Ireland 
would  soon  be  intersected  by  railroads, 
would  remove  all  difficulty  of  conveyance, 
and  the  pupils  from  all  quarters  might  be 
collected  in  one  establishment.  To  this 
establishment  the  power  of  granting  de- 
grees  might  at  once  be  given,  and  it  might 
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be  raised  (o  the  dignified  position  now 
ocrupieil  by  Trinity  College,  Dublin. 

The  Matqneti  of  Clanricarde  cou\d  not 
agree  with  hii  noble  and  learned  Friend, 
and  nas  convinced  thai  the  foundaiion  of 
only  one  College  would  not  latiify  the 
wanig  or  the  wishes  oF  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. He  »nw  no  reason  why  the  new 
Colleges  should  not  be  affiliaied  with  Tri. 
niiy  College,  Dublio,  and  such  an  ar- 
rangement would  give  the  greatest  satii- 
faction  to  the  main  body  of  the  people. 
Trinity  College  had  not  had  justice  done 
to  it.  as  regarded  the  number  of  men  of 
letters  and  science  she  had  produced. 

Lord  Moaleagteeatered  iriio  some  com- 
parative details  connected  with  the  new 
Colleges,  and  urged  that  the  ealablish- 
ment  of  a  new  University  was  necessary 
to  reader  the  design  of  Ministers  compleie. 
It  was  very  fit  that  time  should  be  taken 
to  consider  the  best  means  of  attaining 
this  object ;  and  he  apprehended  tliat 
delay  would  be  attended  with  no  practi- 
cal disadvantage. 

The  Earl  of  Bllenborougk  thought  that 
difficnlly  would  be  found  in  the  outset,  in 
procuring  a  sufficient  number  of  persons 
capable  of  filling  the  office  of  professor: 
no  doubt  GoTernmeat  would  use  llieir 
best  exertions,  but  he  doubled  how  far 
they  wonld  be  successful.  It  was  impos- 
sible at  once  lo  crcdte  a  College  like 
Eton,  or  a  University  like  Oxford;  lives 
must  pass  awdy  before  it  was  accomplished, 
and  reputation  could  not  be  conferred  by 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  real  benefit  lo 
be  derived  from  such  institutions  was  the 
rnrmation  of  good  citizens  with  kindly 
feelings  towards  each  other,  generated  by 
early  associnlion. 

House  adjourned. 
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Soulh  WkIb,  Am-  Rcptal  ot  ccmla  Acti  rdrndng  Ui  auf 
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f  iDUTpontEd  TndH  (SaNland) By  Mr.  O.  Hwnlt- 

oHduin  or  the  Hlfh    Court  of  Ctuunry  (iRUBdl, 
enint  Taxing   Miiui  Court   of  Chucei;    (Irekndl 


The  Houie  met  at  twelve  o'clock. 

Small  Debts  {No.  .3)  Bill.]  On  the 
Motion  of  the  Solicitor  General  the  House 
went  into  Committee  on  this  Bill, 

On  the  1st  Clause, 

Mr.  fValcUy  said,  he  must  enter  liis 
protest  against  proceeding  with  the  Bill, 
because  since  the  Bill  was  brought  down 
from  thisoiher  House,  thirteen  new  clause* 
had  been  introduced,  and  three  schedules 
hail  been  added,  which  hon.  Members  bad 
never  before  seen.  He  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  move  that  the  chairman  do  report 
progress,  and  obtain  leave  to  sit  again. 
He  would  only  ask  for  one  day,  in  order 
to  consider  these  new  clauses. 

Sir  Jamet  Graham  said,  he  was  very 
sorry  that,  owing  to  a  mistake  of  the 
printer,  the  Bill  had  not  been  put  into  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members  at  an  earlier 
period.  If  the  hon.  Member  pressed  his 
Motion,  he  (Sir  J.  Graham)  should  not 
think  he  was  doing  his  duty  if  he  did 
not  at  once  accede  to  it.  He  did  not 
ibink,  however.  Iliac  there  was  anything 
10  the  new  clauses  that  would  be  found 
objeclionable,  and  he  would  postpone  the 
Bill  till  Thursday. 

Mr.  T.  Dancombe  objected  very  strongly 
10  that  part  of  the  Bill  providing  that  ihe 
wages  of  workmen  should  be  arrested  in 
the  hands  of  their  masters  for  the  pay- 
ment of  their  debts.  He  objected  to  that 
clause  operating  in  any  case,  except  that 
of  yearly  sil.irics.  Weekly  wages  were 
very  unc<.^ilain,  sometimes  more,  some. 
limes  less.  If  that  part  of  the  Bill  were 
persisted  in,  he  thought  that  it  would  be 
foond  to  operate  to  the  extreme  dissatis- 
faction of  all  parties. 

The  Sulicilor  General  said,  he  thought 
hat  Ihe  elTect  of  Ihat  part  of  the  Bill  had 
been  misapprehended  by  the  hon.  Mem. 
The  clause  objected  to  contained  no 
!r  for  the  attachment  of  wages  on 
their  passage  from  the  hands  of  the  master 
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10  the  workman.  It  would  only  operate 
in  cases  where  the  wages  were  more  than 
sufficient  to  supply  the  maan»  o(  life,  in 
which  case  ihe  surplus  would  be  attached, 
and  that  only  on  the  order  of  a  Judge. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  he  bsU  collected 
fium  ihe  hon.  Gentleman  that  ii  would  be 
iigreeable  to  all  parlies  to  postpone  the 
Bill  till  lo-morrow. 

House  returned.  Commitlee  to  sit 
again. 

LuHATiCB.]    On    Ihe   Motion  of  Lord 
Ashley,   the    Liiiialics'  Bill    was    rci 
third  time. 

Mr.  T.  Dmcomhe  proposed  the  ii 
duction  of  a  clause  limiting  the  Bill  to 
ihree  years,  anil  fron)  ihat  time  to  ihe 
then  next  Session  of  Puiliamenl.  The 
hon.  Member  again  urged  bis  forcnei 
jeciions  against  ihe  payment  to  ibo  Com- 
missioners of  Giicb  enormous  salaries, 

Tiie  Clause  brought  up  and  icad  a  fir^t 

On  the  Motion  that  it  be  read  a  eecond 
time, 

Mr.  Hume  supported  the  Motion,  be- 
cause, in  his  opinion,  it  was  of  the  utmost 
importance  that  the  public  should  see  how 
the  Bill  worked.  He  also  contended,  that, 
at  the  Commissioners  were  to  be  paid  such 
Urge  talaries,  their  daily  attendance  ought 
to  be  enforced. 

Lord  Ashley  defended  the  pcrnnanent 
character  of  the  Bill;  and  contended  that 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  pay  large 
salaries,  in  order  tn  have  men  of  talent 
and  standing  in  their  professions  as  Com- 
missioners. In  his  opinion  it  was  much 
more  ecunomicnl  that  the  Bill  should  be 
permanent. 

The  House  divided :— .Ayes  13;  Noes, 
43 :  Majority  30. 

Clause  rejected. 

Sir  C.  Napier  moved  the  introduction 
of  a  clause  to  the  effect  that  any  parish 
having  a  population  of  100,000  pcisons, 
and  rated  at  a  n-ntnl  of  £00.000/.,  bo 
enabled  to  erect  an  nsjium  for  itself. 

Clause  read  a  lirtt  time. 

On  the  Question  lhat  it  be  read  a  second 
time. 

Sir  /.  GraJtam  objccied  to  the  clause 
being  introduced  into  the  Bill,  because  it 
wns  nothing  less  than  engrafting  a  new 
Bill  upon  the  one  at  pre^eni  under  dis- 
cussion. In  fact,  it  wa.s  subject  matter 
for  a  private  Bill.  He  also  objected  to 
the  clause,  because  it  would  break  up  the 


county  rate  in  favour  of  the  parishes  or 
Marylebone,  St.  Paocras,  and  Si.  George, 
and  be  in  a  manner  unjust  lu  the  other 
parishe*  of  the  county  of  Middlesex. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  lhat  the  clause 
could  001  with  any  consistency  or  fair- 
ness be  introduced  into  the  Bill,  and 
would  suggest  that  it  might  be  belter  to 
introduce  a  private  Bill  to  efiect  the  pur- 
pose of  the  clause. 

SirX  Graliam  said,  he  could  give  no 
piomature  opinion  on  the  subject  of  a 
private  Bill,  because  he  should  like  to 
know  what  the  ratepayers  of  a  part  of 
Paddington,  who  were  a  portion  of  ibe 
parish  of  Marylebone,  and  a  very  poor 
portion  indeed,  would  say  to  the  inlroduc- 
lion  of  a  private  Bill. 

Clause  negatived. 

Mr.  T-  Dunconifte protested  against  ihe 
appointment  of  medical  and  lei<:al  men  as 
Commissioners  with  such  enormous  sala- 
ries. He  would  beg  to  move,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, '■  That  the  salary  be  1 ,200(.  a  year, 
instead  of  1,500/." 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question  that 
[be  words  "  Hve  hundred  "  stand  part  of 
the  Bill:-AyeB  32;  Noes  13:  Majority 
19. 

Further  proceedings  postponed. 

House  adjourned. 

After  five  o'clock, 

Rajaiiof  Sattara.]  Mr. ^ume  roseio 
bring  forward  the  Motion  of  which  he  had 
given  notice  relitivc  to theRajahofSaltara. 
He  felt,  he  said,  great  reluctance  to  inter- 
fere between  the  House  and  an  adjourn>tl 
debate,  but  having  arrived  at  lhat  l-ite 
period  of  the  Session,  if  he  let  thai  oppor- 
tunity slip  he  was  afraid — 

"ir  R.  Peel  said,  it  was  in  general  very 

renient  that  they  should  proceed  con - 

itively    with    an    adjourned    debate; 

therefore,  with  the  leave  of  the  hon.  (len- 

■men,  he  would  ask  whether,  if  the  dis- 

isston  upoD  the  Motion  ofthe  hon.  Mem- 

■r  for  Montrose  were  over  in  lime  to  re- 

me  the  debate  upon  ihe  affairs  of  New 

Zealand,    the  hon.  Gentlemen    who  had 

other  Motions  were  prepared  to  give  way 

for  that   purpose?     It  would  be  a  great 

convenience  to  have  it  brought  to  a  elos«, 

r,  Ewart  was  placed  in  some  dlHi- 

culiy  by  the  request.     He  stood  pledged 

0  several  parties  to  bring  on  the  Aloii'<n 

vhich  stood  in   his  name,  and  he  feared 

mother  opportunity  would  not  offer  du- 

ing  the  Session.     He  stood  in  a  peculiar 
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position  }  butifhishon.  Friend  ihc  Mem- 
ber for  Montrose  withdrew  liis  Motion, 
he  would  follow  his  example. 

Mr.  Hume  said  his  slatomcnt  would  be 
very  sliorl,  and  aa  it  was  a  matter  in 
which  jusiice  had  already  been  too  long 
delayed,  he  trusted  he  should  be  allowed 
to  go  on.     His  object  was  to  move — 


"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majefily,  that  she  will  be  graciously 
pleased  to  direct  an  impartial  inquiry  into  the 
Charges  against  Pertaub  Shean,  late  ttajah  of 
Sallara,  and  also  whelhRr  lie  bns  been  fur- 
nished with  a  Copy  of  Itie  ChaTges  and  Kvi- 
di^nce  against  bim  on  which  he  was,  in  183!>, 
deposed  from  his  Raj,  aod  seut  an  exile  an  t  a 
Stale  prisonerlo  Henares;  and  that  Iter  Ma- 
jesiy  will  be  pleased  further  to  direct  inqiiirji 
lo  be  made  into  the  charges  of  Bribery  and 
Corruption  brought  by  Ivrushnajee  Sudasew 
Biiidey  (as  slated  in  the  Papers  recently  hid 
bpfore  this  House),  against  Colonel  Uvnns,  ' 
whilst  llesideni  at  Saltara,  and  against  Ualla- 
jee  Funt  Naiboo,  who  assisted  Colonel  Uvans 
at  tlie  Court  of  Satlara,  and  is  now  a  Prisoner 
under  the  East  India  Company,  as  a  Sirdar  of 
the  secotiU  class." 
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"  Wilh  regard  to  the  evidence,  oral  and  do- 
cumentary, wliich  the  whole  power  and  influ- 
ence of  the  British  Government  have  been  for 
years  employed  to  procure  and  aocumulale 
against  ynur  I'etilioner,  it  has  not  been  in  hia 
power  to  offer  the  clearest  disproof;  because, 
although  he  has  been  pronounced  guilty,  and 
deposed  upon  thai  evidence,  he  has  been  pe- 
remptorily denied  alt  knowledge  of  it.'* 


The  Rajnh  concludes  his  Appeal  to  this 
House  in  the  following  words : — 

"  Wherefore  your  Petitioner  respectfully 
solicits  from  your  honourable  House  a  consid- 
eration of  his  case,  and  of  the  treatment  he 
has  received,  as  well  as  the  high  Eharnctcr  he 
has  invariably  maintained  amongst  his  people 
and  the  Princes  of  India.  While  he  implores 
from  your  honourable  House  thai  jusiice 
which,  had  his  lot  been  that  of  a  peasant, 
it  would  have  been  his  right  to  claim  from  the 
laws  of  the  Itriiish  realm,  he  cannot  forget 
that  it  is  as  a  dethroned  and  exiled  Prince  that 
he  appeals  to  your  honourable  House.  Me 
trusts,  that  the  vast  power  which  has  been 
placed  by  Divine  Providence  in  the  hands  of 
the  Uovernmenl  of  Orcat  Britain  will  not  be 
exercised  to  hit  continued  wrong?  and  he 
hopes  the  injustice  and  degrndalion  which  he 
has  suffered  in  innocence,  will  not  be  per- 
mitted to  appear  on  ihe  page  of  history,  lo 
tarnish  the  glory  of  the  British  name,  and 
the  conduct  and  character  of  that  Government 
in  India,  towards  a  Sovereign,  once  its  ho* 
noured  ally,  now  its  helpless  prisoner." 


Such,  Sir 


is  the  substance  of  the  |ieli- 
I  had  the  honour  to  present  to 
behalf  of  the.  Rajah  ; 


hose 

name 

is  now 

before  us. 

the 
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to 
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of  our  fell 

w  & 

ubje 
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before 
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Whet 


The  hon.  Member  then  conlirtned  :  Sir,  I 

cannot,  consistently  with  what  1   believe 

10  be  my  duty,  postpone  my    Motion.     I 

will,     however,  be  es  biiel    us   ihc   facis 

which  It   is  necessary  lo  bring  before  llie 

House,  will  allow  me  to  be.  I  have  always 

beeo  most  reluctant  to  take  up  the  lime  of 

the  House  upon  this  question  ;  and  have, 

therefore,  waited  long  lo  sec  if  Her  Ma-  , 

jeatj'a  Government  would  take  some  steps  !  and  I  should    have  been  well 

towardsgraniiDgto  the  unfortunate  Prince, '  it  had  led  lo  that  impartial  inquiry,  which 
-  is  all  that  either  the  Rajah  or  his  friends 
in  this  country  liavu  ever  desired.  Before 
1  go  further,  I  must  beg  permission  to 
stale  to  the  House  in  what  estimation  the 
Rajah  was  held  previous  to  the  period 
when  the  accusations  which  have  been 
brought  against  him  were  first  made.  At 
the  conclusion  of  the  Mahratta  war,  which 
ended  with  the  entire  overthrow  of  Dajee 
Rao,  Ihc  liramln  Peishwa,  or  Prime  Mi- 
nister of  the  Riijah  ofSaltar.i,  the  ex-Ra- 
jah was  elevated  by  the  British  Govern- 
ment 10  the  eu'ldee,  or  throne  of  ihe  Prin- 
cipality of  Satlara,  and  was  placed  by 
Mr.  Mounlsluart  Elphinslnne  under  Ihe 
special  care  of  Caplain  Grant  Dufl'.  I 
shall  now  read  to  the  House  a  letter 
which  was  unanimously  adopted  by  ibe 
Court  of  Directors,  in  ihe  month  of  De- 
ccmbor,  I83S,  and  was  sent  lo  the  Rajah, 
accompanied  by  a  present  of  a  splendid 
iwotd.    This  letter  is  as  follows  : — 


brought  this  subject  before  tiie  House,  it 
was  for  Ihe  purpose  of  presenting  a  peti- 
tion from  the  Rajah,  the  prayer  of  which 
I  will  now  read.  The  injury  complained 
of  by  the  Rajah  is  staled  in  the  following 
words  :— 

"  That  your  Petitioner,  for  many  years  a 
fiilhfol  ally,  and  a  great  feudatory  of  Her 
Majesty's  1  ndian  Empire,  has  recently,  by  the 
East  India  Company's  Government,  under 
Ibe  accusation  of  treason  and  secret  hosli  lily 
— crimes  which  be  never  even  in  imagination 
conceived — on  evidence  corrupt  and  one-sided, 
as  well  as  inconsistent  and  conlradiciory — 
without  a  trial,  and  without  the  opporiuaily 
of  self-defence — been  despoiled  of  his  throne 
and  dominions,  and  consigned  to  exile." 


He  then  proceeds  to  say— 
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"  December  29th,  ^835. 
"  Your  Higtinesa  —  We  liave  been  highly 
lirKlKied  by  Ihe  information  from  lime  lo  time, 
transmiiled  lo  usbyour  Governmeni,  on  the 
subject  of  your  Highness's  exemplary  fulfil. 
,  ment  of  the  duties  of  that  elevated  situation  ir 
which  il  bai  pleased  Providence  lo  place  you. 


;  of  c 


(able  t 


Illgtiness'a  exalted  stalion,  and  so  well  calcu- 
lated 10  promote  ibe  prosperity  of  your  di 
nions  and  ihe  happiness  of  your  peopli. 
that   which  you  have    wisely    and   uniformly 
pursued,  while  it  reflects  the  highest  honour 
your  own  character,  has  imparled  to  our  min 
the    feelings  of  unqualined    satisfactioD    a 
pleasure.   The  liberality,  also,  which  you  have 
displayed    in    executing,    at    your   own    coal, 
various  public  works  of  great  utility,  and  which 
has  so  greatly  raised  your  reputation  iri  the 
eyes  of  the  prince.i  and  people  of  Inilin,  gives 
you   an  additional  claim  to  our  approbation, 
respect,  and  applause. 

"Impressed  with  these  sentitnents,  the 
Court  of  Directors  of  Ihe  East  India  Company 
liave  unanimously  resolved  to  transmit  to  you 
a  sword,  which  will  be  presented  to  you 
thrnugh  the  Government  of  Bombay,  and 
which  we  trust  you  wilt  receive  with  saiisfac- 
1ior>,  at  a  token  of  their  high  esteem  and  re- 
.  gard. 

■■  With  sincere  wishes  for  your  health  and 
prosperity,  we  subscribe  ourselves 
of  the  Court — Your  Highness'^  most  faithful 

(Signed)  "  W.  S.  Ci.*ei:e,  Chairmao. 
"J.  R.  C*R(i*c,  Deputy," 
Untiappity,  berore  (bis  letter  and  present 
reachetJ  Bombay,  there  had  been  a  mis. 
understanding  between  Ihe  Rejah  and 
the  Bombay  Government  respecting  the 
tide  of  (he  former  to  tbe  soveretgnty  over 
some  jagheers,  or  teudal  estates,  which 
had  been  serureil  to  (he  Rajah  bv  the 
Treaty  of  1819,  in  the  event  of  their'laps- 
■  ng,  by  the  death  of  their  incumbcnit,  or 
(be  failure  of  heirs  by  birth,  or  adoption. 
This  unfortunate  quarrel,  in  which,  how- 
ever, the  Rajah  was  entirely  in  the  tight, 
gave  the  native  enemies  of  the  Prince  an 
opportunity  oT  concocting  plolt  for  his 
dethronement;  and  these  plots  were  in 
progrew  when  llie  Court's  cotnplimeniary 
letter  reached  India.  As  I  deem  it  of  ihe 
highest  importance  that  the  real  cbararter 
of  the  Rajah  should  bt;  known,  I  will  read 
the  testimony  which  has  been  given  by 
the  political  residents  or  ambassadors  at 
hii  Court,  for  a  period  of  twenty  vears  ; 
observing,  that  these  hon.  end  gallant 
Genileincn  had  the  opportunity  of  nar- 
rowly observing  the  Rajah's  conduct  und 
dispositions,  from  day  to  day,  through  the 
whole  of  that  long  series  of  consectilive 


Dnfi; 


I  years.     The  first  evidence  which  I  thail 

adduce  is  (hat  of  Captain  Grant  Duff,  who 
I  ivas  the  Rajah's  early  adviser  nnd  friend. 
This  ofRcer,  writinji  to  the  Rajah's  Vakeel, 
Rungoo  Bjpojee,  under  i!a(e  the  31s( 
October,  184-2,  says— 

"  He"  (the  Rajah)  "  never  could  be  guilty 
of  what  has  been  alleged  against  him.  I  be- 
lieve be  never  for  one  moment  entertained 
inimical  intentions  towards  ibe  British  Go- 
vernment. The  whole  slory  of  intriguing  with 
Goa,  and  of  eoriupting  the  sepoys,  I  also  be- 
lieve the  Rajah  had  nothing  lo  do  with,  tnd  [ 
■hink  hi)  deposal  was  impolitic  and  unjuit.  I 
have  always  said,  (hat,  judging  from  all  I  ever 
knew  of  the  Bajab,  I  do  not  believe  him  guiliv 
of  the  silly  crimes  with  which  he  has  been 
charged,  and  for  which  he  has,  In  my  humble 
judgmeni,  been  unjustly  set  aside.'' 

The  next  evidence  is  that  of  .Major  Ge- 
^1  Brigga,  who  tucceeded  C^iptain 
rns  at  the  Rajah'*  Court  for 
more  than  four  years.  This  testimony 
was  borne  so  recently  as  the  18ih  of  lart 
month  (June)  in  the  Court  of  Proprielora, 
and  is  in  reply  to  a  charge  of  immorality 
brought  against  the  Rajah,  by  an  infa- 
mous Brahmin  of  the  name  of  Ballajee 
Punt  Nathon.     General  BtJggs  says — 

"  I  had  the  honour  lo  fill  the  situaiinn  of 
Resident  at  ihe  Courl  of  Saiiara  for  a  period 
of  four  years,  durin  j  which  time  1  had  pecu- 
liar opportunities  of  forming  a  judgment  on 
Ihe  private  character  of  the  late  ruling  Prince ; 
and  I  have  no  hesitation  in  saying,  that  I  con. 
sider  the  charge  referred  to  a  most  atrocious 
lihel.  During  my  oflieial  experience,  I  have 
been  brought  into  communicalion  wiih  many 
foreign  Princes,  both  in  India  and  elsewhere  : 
and  J  do  deliberately  affirm,  that  [  never  met 
with  one  whose  moral  character  stood  higher, 
or  in  whose  conduct  the  utter  absence  of  all 
licentiousness  was  more  remarkable,  than  in 
(hat  of  the  deposed  Rajah  of  Saiiara." 

I  shall  now  quo(e  the  emphatic  testimony 
of  Major  General  Robertson,  who  ii,  at 
(his  moment,  one  of  the  Direciors  of  the 
East  India  Company.  This  high-minded 
officer  was  mote  (ban  six  years  at  the 
Rajah's  Court,  and  in  answering  (he 
charge  30  explicitly  rtrfuted  by  his  prede- 
cesaor.  General  Briggs,  hu  says — 

"  In  justice  to  the  character  of  the  Rajah  of 
Sadara,  1  beg  (o  confirm  what  has  just  been 
said  by  Major  General  Briggs;  I  have  no  heii. 
(ation  in  saying,  that  tbe  charge  is  false.  It 
solely  on  the  aaseriion  of  (he  brahmin 
Ballajee  Punt  Natboo,  who  gave  his  evidence 
ily  and  anonymously  before  ibe  Coaoils- 
in  1836.  trorn  my  knowledge  of  (he 
Rajah,  I  have  no  doubt  that  Ibe  stoiy  ts  utterly 
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tithe.  I  moit  beg  alio  to  laj  a  word  on  (he 
epilhel  or '  imbecile,'  which  has  been  bestowed 
upOD  ihe  Rajah.  Perhaps,  as  I  was  Tor  years 
in  Ihe  habit  of  almoal  daily  inlercourse  wilh 
(he  Hajah,  hou.  Gentlemen  will  not  object  lo 
receive  my  testimony  on  such  a  point,  in  pr&> 
ferenoe  (o  that  of  the  hon.  proprietor,  Mr. 
Weeding.  My  testimony  in  reference  to  the 
Rajah's  imbecility  is  this— arid  I  set  it  aver 
against  that  of  those  who  know  noihinc;  about 
him — thai  I  never  knew  a  more  able  maa  in 
(he  (rnnsaction  of  public  business,  or  a  Prince 
of  more  perfect  honour  or  spotless  integiiiy." 
In  conclusion,  on  (hit  part  of  the  subject, 
I  will  read  (he  evidence  given  by  General 
Lodwick,  who  succeeded  General  Roberl- 
■on,  and  who,  in  a  speech  delivered  at  the 
India  House  on  (he  8ih  of  February,  184Q, 

"I  can  po]i(ivety  declare  that,  during  the 
period  I  was  Resident  a(  Sattara,  I  ue*er  ex- 
pressed a  wish  to  (he  Rajab  tbal  was  not 
readily  attended  lo  :  roads  were  constructed, 
the  condition  of  his  jagheerdart  was  ame- 
liorued,  in  fact,  he  was  liberal  in  every  re- 
spect, generoui  (o  his  servand,  of  the  hes( 
domestic  charac(er,  evincing  (he  possession  of 
a  kindness  springing  from  a  liappy  tempera* 
[nen(  of  mind  and  body.  The  Rajah  cotlec(ed 
the  whole  of  his  revenues  without  opprei- 


Sir,  here  you  have  (he  (eitimony  of  the 
most  unexceptionable  witnesses  to  the 
character  of  the  Rsjah  during  twen(y 
years,  added  (o  that  of  (he  unanimous 
opinion  of  the  Direciors  in  1836.  Tiiiee 
charges  have  been  preferred  against  tlie 
Rnj.<h.  I  nrill  state  what  they  are.  Tbe 
lirst  was  In  1836,  and  was  (hat  of  (he 
Rajah  having  had  an  interview  with  two 
native  officers  of  a  British  regiment,  wi(h 
a  view  of  corrupting  them  from  (heir  alle- 
giance. The  second  wai,  that  the  Rajah 
carried  on  a  clandestine  coirespondence 
iviib  Appa  Suhib,  (he  ei<Rajah  of  Nag- 
pore— at  the  (ime  a  State  piisonrr  and  a 
pensioner  a(  ibe  Court  of  (he  Rajah  of 
Joudpore.  The  third  was,  that  ihe  Hajah 
in((igued  wilh  Don  Manoei,  the  Viceroy 
Af  (he  Portuguese  Sellletnent  of  Goa,  for 
the  purpose  of  bringing  30,000  European 
troops  lo  India,  to  drive  the  British  from 
Ibe  country.  Sir,  I  once  believed  these 
charges  were  true ;  for  I  could  not  bring 
myself  to  think  that  the  Government  of 
India  would  dethrone  a  native  prince,  like 
Ihe  Rajah  of  Sattara,  without  the  fullest 
and  mos(  conclusive  evidence  of  bis  guilt ; 
but  having  given  much  attention  to  the 
suhjecl,  and  having  read  all  the  docu. 
menls  relating  to  (he  case,  I  have  been 
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brought  to  the  conclusion  that  the  wholo 
has  been  a  series  of  ibe  most  infamous 
and  wicked  ploli  against  ihe  Rsjah— 
hatched  by  his  enemies,  and  (oo  readily 
believed  and  acled  upon  by  the  Govern* 
ment,  when  they  found  (he  Rajah  was  de- 
lermined  to  maintain  his  right  to  the  jag- 
heers,  in  opposition  lo  the  erroneous  vietr 
which  had  been  (aken  of  (bat  question. 
Sir,  the  charge  oF  attempling  (he  alle- 
giance of  the  sepoys,  was  preferred  during 
General  Lodwick's  time,  and  I  must  say 
that  the  conduct  of  Sir  Robert  Grant  in 
the  aS'dir  was  anything  but  creditable. 
luilead  of  giving  Ibe  Rajah  an  opportu- 
nity of  rebutting  tbe  evidence  of  the  two 
sepoys,  he  sent  "  a  paper  of  hints"  to  the 
Resident,  General  Lodwick,  instructing 
ihat  officer  how  be  might  entrap  the 
Rajah,  I  will  read  to  the  House  what 
General  Lodwick  himself  says  on  (his  sub- 
ject, in  a  letter  to  the  Court  of  Director!, 
daled  9th  October,  1»40. 

"  The  system  was  now  changed.  All  was 
energy  in  devising  schemes  by  which  the  plot 
should  be  matured  and  detected;  for  which  I 
should  have  been  at  a  loss  (.>  account,  had  I 
no[  been  told  that,  in  a  haity  moment,  '  a 
report  of  (be  case  had  been  tE'n(  lo  the 
Supreme  Governmeot  and  to  ihe  Court  of 
Directors,  wilh  an  assurance  that  ihe  Govern- 
ment placed  full  reliance  on  the  leslimony  of 
the  native  officers ;  that  many  pertons  of 
weight  went  so  far  as  to  think  the  Rajah  ought 
to  be  sent  to  Bombay  to  have  bis  conduct  in- 
vestigated, and  (hat  possession  should  be  taken 
of  his  couniry;  hut  that,  at  all  events,  the 
affair  could  not  be  quashed,  and  tbe  question 
was,  how  to  make  the  inquiry  most  effective, 
(hough  il  was  feared  nothing  more  could  be 
expected  from  the  Uajab.'  And  a  paper  of 
hints  was  tent  to  me,  sugftesting,  '  that  the 
native  officers  should  ask  to  see  (he  Rajsh, 
tell  him  they  had  beard  iheir  part  ol  the  plot 
had  been  discovered,  beg  that  he  would  pro- 
tect them,  either  by  advancing  money  (o 
escape  with,  or  a  pass  under  his  hand  and  seal 
to  insure  (hem  service ;  (hat  if  he  gave  (hem 
money,  the  evidence  would  be  strong;  if  a 
paper,  convincing.  If,  however,  he  should 
give  them  up  (o  roe,  with  loud  complninls  of 
calumny,  in  this  case  I  was  to  pretend  to 
secure  (hem,  and  suspicion  being  hushed,  an 
opportunity  would  be  afforded  of  securing  the 
principal  agents. 

"  Honour  and  honeB(y  beini[  my  molto  in 
public  as  in  private  life,  I  spurned  such  shifts 
as  these,  and  left  the  plot  lo  develop  itself, 
without  secretly  tempting  the  Rajiih  (o  afTord 
me  proof  ofhis  having  aided  it,  deierroining  to 
demand  tbe  delivery  (o  me  of  tbe  persons 
accused  whenever  (he  matter  should  transpire, 
aad  to  take  no  active  part  in  the  Rajah's  ruin. 
3G 
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At  Ihe  proper  moment,  (nd  in  exact  coDformily 
vritli  instructions  nhich  I  had  demaoded  from 
the  Government,  I  went  to  the  palace,  inrorm- 
ed  Hii  Highness  that  lome  or  hit  subjects  vere 
accused  of  plolCiag  against  Ihe  British  Govern- 
ment, and  required  them  to  ba  detivered  over 
to  m«.  In  an  hour  from  that  time  they  were 
at  the  residency,  the  Rajah  giving  them  up 
ioslaDtly," 

General  Lodwick  not  being  willing;  to  be 
employed  as  the  Goveronent  wished,  a 
Commistion  was  appointed,  consiiting  of 
the  Reiident,  Colonel  Ovans,  and  Mr, 
Willoughby,  the  Secretary  to  GoverDineal. 
This  was  a  secret  Coramission,  sent  to  try 
the  Rajah  in  his  own  capital.  What  will 
the  House  think  of  this  inquiry,  when  I 
tell  them,  that  the  Rajah  was  denied  the 
right  of  having  a  person  present  to  take 
notes  and  cross-examine  the  witnesses? 
Yet  such  was  the  case.  General  Lodwick 
pointed  out  the  injustice  of  the  refusal, 
and  made  a  special  appbcation  to  Govern- 
ment in  the  Rajah's  behalf;  but  no  coun- 
sel or  vakeel  was  allowed  to  be  present. 
The  two  Commissioners  from  Bombay  re- 
fased  to  pay  their  respects  to  the  Rajah— 
an  indignity  never  before  offered  to  anj 
native  Prince— they  also  suggested  that 
the  Rajah  should,  without  this  ceremony, 
be  aent  for  to  the  Commission ;  but  the 
Resident  positively  refused  to  be  the 
bearer  of  such  an  insulting  menage. 
Well,  Sir,  when  the  Comfflisiion  had 
nearly  closed  their  proceedings,  they  inti- 
mated to  the  Rajah  that  he  might  attend 
and  hear  Ihe  evidence  given  i^inst  him. 
He  did  so ;  it  was  read  over  to  him  in  ihc 
Hindustanee  language,  with  which  the 
Rsjah  was  only  imperfectly  acquainted. 
At  Ihe  conclusion,  Ihe  Rajsh  requested  to 
be  furnished  with  a  copy  of  the  deposi- 
tions In  the  Mahratta  language,  and  saidj 
that  when  that  was  done,  he  would  send 
in  his  reply.  A  promise  was  made  that 
the  deposiiioni  should  be  sent  to  I' 
bul,  although  he  frequently  afterwards 
repealed  his  request,  they  were  not  giver 
and  to  the  present  hour  the  Rajah  h; 
never  received  a  particle  of  the  evidence 
against  hira,  nor  so  much  as  a  ttalemeni 
of  Ihe  charges  which  the  Governineni 
were,  for  years,  prosecuting  against  him 
The  evidence  in  the  case  of  the  sepoyi 
was  of  the  most  absurd  and  contradictory 
character;  and  though  all  on  one 
was  found  insufficient  to  juilify  the  con- 
viction of  the  Rsjah:  in  fact,  one  of  the 
most  able  members  of  the  Supreme  Go- 


vernment declared  that  he  had  sought  in 
in  for  a  point  on  which  to  rest  a  belief 
of  the  Rsjah'sguili.  The  Nagpore  case 
it  alto<;ethpr  too  ridiculous  to  require 
serious  notice  in  this  House.  It  is  u  story 
about  sending  a  pair  of  slippers  to,  and 
receiving  a  awotd  from,  a  cnan  who  was  at 
the  time  in  circumstances  of  absolute  de- 
pendance  and  poverty  ;  and  yet  it  was 
said,  that  to  this  man  the  Rajah  applied 
for  300,000i,  to  aid  hitn  in  obtaining 
troops  from  Europe.  The  third  charge 
relating  to  Goa  has  been  prored  to  be 
without  foundation  in  any  of  its  pans. 
The  papers  produced  to  prove  the  charge 
are  the  admitted  fabricaiions  of  one  man, 
being  neither  in  the  handwriting  of  the 
Rajah  on  the  one  hand,  nor  of  tlie  Viceroy 
on  the  other.  The  seals  attached  to  them 
are  also  forgeries,  being  neither  the  State 
seals  of  the  Rajah,  nor  the  seals  or  any  of 
his  predecessors,  either  Rajahs  or  Pcish- 
was.  These  Papers,  too,  were  obtained 
by  Colonel  Ovans  from  a  gang  robber,  by 
a  bribe  of  400  rupees,  or  401.  sterling. 
Bui,  Sir,  I  would  ask  this  Honse  whether 
i(  be  possible  that  the  Bombay  Govern- 
ment and  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  could 
believe  this  charge  to  be  true,  and  yet  re- 
frain from  taking  any  notice  of  it  as  re- 
garded Ihe  conduct  of  a  Portuguese  Go- 
vernor representing  a  Power  in  ancient 
and  fiiendly  alliance  with  this  nalion  ?  If 
Ihe  Rajah  was  guilty,  Don  Manoel,  the 
Viceroy,  was  equally  so;  and  if  be  was 
guilty,  it  was  the  duty  of  the  British  Go- 
vernment to  bring  his  acts  to  the  notice  of 
his  Sovereign,  and  to  demand  his  puoish- 
raent,  and  the  most  iimple  explanation 
from  ibose  whose  confidence  and  authority 
he  had  so  shamefully  abused.  Sir,  on 
hearing  of  this  extraordinary  charge,  I 
myself  wrote  to  Don  Manoel,  at  the  time 
filling  B  high  situation  in  the  household 
of  the  Queen  of  Portugal ;  and,  in  reply, 
received  a  solemn  declaration,  made  m 
the  presence  of  a  public  notary  at  Lis- 
bon, to  the  effect  that  the  charge  was 
utterly  false  and  groundless.  Such  I 
honestly  believe  to  be  ihc  opinion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  in  proof  of 
which  I  may  refer  to  the  words  of  Sir 
John  Hobhouse,  late  President  of  the 
Board  of  Control,  addressed  to  this 
House  on  ihe  23rd  of  June,  1842.  The 
language  of  that  tight  hon.  Gentleman, 
I  on  the  occasion  to  which  I  refer,  was 
I  this:- 
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cused  roe  of  deihroDing  the  Rajih  of  SaiUra ; 
a  charge  almost  too  ab«unl  to  require  coutra' 
diclion-  I  did  not  dethrone  the  Kajah  of  Sat- 
lara.  The  hon.  Member  hai  alio  accused  me 
of  beliaving  that  the  Rajah  of  Stttara  wm 
about  10  bring  30,000  Portuguese  from  Goa  10 
invade  Biilish  India.  Where  the  ban.  Mem- 
ber learned  (hat,  I  know  not ;  I  have  lean 
some  trumpery  statement  in  a  nawipaper  to 
that  effect  (  but  there  is  not  a  word  of  truth  In 
It.  As  President  of  the  Board  of  Control,  1 
know  that  those  charges  were  brooght  against 
the  R^ah  of  SatUra  ;  but  to  say,  thai  I  believe 
Ihem,  is  what  iha  hon.  Gentlemen  has  not  the 
slight  eat  foundation  for  sajiing." 

If  tliei).  Sir,  the  exculpation  of  Don  Ma- 
nor! b«  considered  oorapletc,  what  be- 
comes of  the  charge  against  his  alleged 
confedeiate  in  crime,  ihe  Rajah  of  SaUa- 
ra?  whj'  is  (he  latter  punished,  while  the 
charge  is  considered  too  ridiculous  lo  be 
noticed  in  reference  to  the  former?  It  is 
not  my  purpose,  hotrever,  to  examine  the 
evidence  brought  forward  lo  criminate  ihe 
Rajah  of  Sattara :  my  object  is  simply  to 
inquire  whether  the  accused  has  had  Ihe 
opportunity  of  establishing  his  rnnocenct 
by  an  exumination  of,  and  reply  to,  iht 
Allegations  recorded  against  him  ;  and  ai 
it  is  too  late  in  the  Session  10  move  Tor 
the  appointment  of  a  Select  Committee,  I 
have  adopted  the  course  of  recommending 
an  Address  to  Her  Majesty  the 
1  now  beg  ieave  (0  call  the  atlention  of 
the  House,  and  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, (o  the  contents  of  the  Papers  wliicl 
have  been  recently  prinied  and  laid  on 
the  Table.  They  relate  lo  certain  charges 
brought  against  Colonel  Uvans,  and  W\s 
native  assistant,  Ballajee  Punt  Nathoo, 
by  Krushnnjee  Sudasew  Bhidey,  a  man 
who  was  employed  to  write  and  send  10 
(he  Bombay  Government  a  document  de- 
nouncing the  Rajah  ofSaliarn,  and  twelve 
other  persons,  as  concerned  in  a  treason- 
able conspiracy  against  (he  British  Go- 
vernment. I  must  be  permilled  to  say, 
that  I  have  hitherto  most  studiously  ab- 
stained from  bringing  any  charges  against 
Diilish  officers  connected  with  (he  de- 
thronement of  the  Ilajah  of  S<ittara.  So 
for  from  ever  attempting  id  implicate  Co- 
lonel Ovans,  I  have  refused  to  believe 
any  thing  to  hia  prejudice,  and  would 
not  even  accuse  his  native  assistant  of 
improper  rnndnrt,  until  1  had  afforded 
the  Court  of  Directors  Iho  means  of  ex- 
amining into  the  naluie  of  the  evidence 
olTered  in  support  of  the  charges  against 
him.     This  will  appear  from  my  piinted 
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Letter  to  the  Court,  upon  page  9  of  these 
Papers.  A  brief  history  of  the  connexion 
of  Krashnajee  Sudasew  Bhidey,  whose 
petition  to  this  House  has  been  prinied, 
here  necessary,  that  the  House  may 
derstand  the  Irue  slate  of  afl'airs.  Be- 
fore I  come  to  Krushnajee,  however,  let 
me  say  a  word  regarding  Ballajee  Pont 
Nathoo,  the  |ierson  he  has  accused.  This 
man  is  a  Brahmin,  and  was  instrumental, 
many  years  ago,  in  betraying  his  then 
master,  Bajee  Rao,  the  Peishwa,  into  the 
hands  of  the  British  Government.  For 
this  service  he  has  since  received  a  hand- 
some pension,  together  with  &  second 
rank  amongst  the  Sirdars,  or  chiefs  of  the 
Deccan.  He  was  the  enemy  of  the  ex- 
Rajah,  in  consequence  of  that  Prince  re- 
fusing to  make  him  his  Minister;  and 
throughout  these  proceedings,  he  has  had 
the  credit  of  being  the  chief  instigator 
of  the  various  plots  to  dethrone  the  Ra- 
jah. On  the  removal  of  General  Lod- 
wick  from  Sattara,  he  whs  recommended 
to  Colonel  Ovans  by  the  Bombay  Govern- 
ment, as  a  Bt  man  to  be  taken  into  con- 
fidence and  employed  in  the  work  of  get- 
ting up  evidence  against  the  Rajah.  He 
is  a  roan  of  considerable  laleni,  and  has, 
it  is  said,  amassed  great  wealth  by  the 
use  of  the  power  which  he  has  been  able 
to  exercise  since  the  dethronement  of  the 
ex-Rajah.  To  return  to  Krushnajee  ;  this 
men,  it  appears,  was  the  writer  of  the 
document  I  have  already  referred  to, 
which  wag  sent  anonymously  lo  the  Bom- 
bav  Government  in  the  early  part  of 
1837,  and  was  given  to  Colonel  Ovans, 
with  a  strict  charge  that  he  should  aseei- 
tain  and  make  known  the  writer.  Co- 
lonel Ovans  subsequently  reported,  that 
he  had  diicovered  all  (he  parties  con- 
cerned In  the  petition  (as  the  document 
was  called);  that  it  was  written  at  the 
sirggestion  of  the  mother  of  one  of  the 
parlies  denounced,  who  was  already  in 
prison  ■,  ihat  its  contents  were  dictated  by 
the  brother  of  that  lady,  a  person  of  ihe 
nameof  Sokhnram;  and  that  il  was  post- 
ed   from    Poonah, 


inly  a  very  strange  and  suspicious  cir- 
Lmslancc,  that,  after  this  account  Imd 
been  given  lo  the  Qovernmenr,  with  an 
assurance  from  Colonel  Ovans,  'hnt  its 
accuracy  might  be  relied  upon,  that  it 
should  appear, upon  perfectly  unquestion- 
able evidence,  that  not  one  word  of  llie 
slory  na4  true.  The  Papers  before  this 
House  prove,  that  a  short  time  after  this 
203 
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account  had  been  sent  to  Bombay,  aod 
Colonel  Ofana  had  obtained  authority  lo 
imprison  the  parties  named  in  the  peti- 
tion, that  officer  was  wailed  upon  by 
Kiushnajee,  and  inrormcd  that  be(Krush- 
najee)  was  the  real  writer;  and  that  he 
was  employed  by  a  man  of  the  name  oT 
LukshmuD  Punt,  who  promised  him,  in 
the  name  of  the  lady  from  whom  the  pe- 
tition purported  to  emanate,  a  reward  of 
1,250  rupees.  It  is  also  in  evidence  in 
the  Printed  Papers,  that  this  man  laid 
such  documentary  proofs  before  Colonel 
Ovans,  as  thotoughly  satisfied  that  officer 
that  his  statement  was  correct;  and  that 
he  had  given  the  true  history  of  tlie  paper 
in  ([uesiion.  I  have  nothing  to  «ay  in 
vindication  of  Krushnajee,  as  far  as  re- 
gnrds  his  conduct,  respecting  the  writing 
of  the  petition.  All  I  am  anxious  to  do 
is,  to  prove  to  the  House  that  there  are 
ample  grouuda  for  believing  that  every 
pact  of  the  evidence  against  the  Rajah, 
has  been  the  fruit  of  conspiracy  and  for- 
gery. Let  it  be  remembered,  that  Co- 
lonel Ovans  has  confessed,  that  all  that 
this  man  said  (before  he  became  the  ac- 
cuser of  himself,  and  his  chief  age 
Bullajee  Punt  Nathoo,)  kbs  true, 
ihen,  his  statement  was  considered  Ir 
in  the  one  case,  why  should  it  be  rejected 
in  the  other?  But,  let  us  look 
conduct  of  Colonel  Ovans  on  the  receipl 
of  ihe  proofs  of  the  real  authorship  of  the 
petition.  Instead  of  sending  those  proofs 
to  Government,  ho  withheld  them  for 
nearly  a  year;  as  I  understand  Colonel 
Ovans  has  declared  that  ail  that  Krush- 
iicijee  has  recently  alleged,  is  false;  and 
that  lie  is  prepared  to  prove  it.  1  beg  to 
state,  that  Colonel  Ovans  was  publicly 
charged  three  years  ago,  in  the  Court  ot 
Proprietors,  with  having  suppressed  the 
evidence  of  Krushnajee — even  after  he 
had  demonstrated  lo  his  own  satisfaction, 
that  it  was  both  "  correct  and  conclu- 
sive." When  this  chaise  got  out  to  In- 
dia, Colonel  Ovans  seemed  very  anxious 
that  the  gentleman  who  had  made  it, 
should  be  prosecuted  for  libel.  1  will 
read  three  short  paragraphs  from  his  let- 
ter to  the  Bombay  Government,  showing 
his  disirc  that  the  author  of  the  charge 
si  ould  be  puniMied.  The  letter  is  dated 
»atlara,23rd  September,  1842. 

Pjr.  10.—"  I  think  I  may  safely  appeal  to 
Governmenl  to  say,  if  llie  accusations  stated 
to  have  been  read  by  Mr,  G.  Thorapsoi 


the  India  House,  on  the  39th  of  July  last, 
can  possibly  have  any  foundaiion. 

Par.  17— "If  these  atrocious  libels,  how- 
ever, were  read  by  Mr,  G.  Thompson,  in  the 
presence  of  the  Honourable  Court  of  Direc- 
tors, and  in  the  presence  of  the  Proprietors; 
then,  I  beg  lo  say,  that  I  put  myself,  as  a 
public  olEcer,  under  the  protection  of  the 
Court,  and  earnestly  sobcit  that  the  law  ofli- 
cers  of  tiie  Company  may  be  directed  to  pro- 
secute that  gentleman  for  these  libels. 

Par.  18.—"  But  if  this  should  not  be 
deemed  advisable,  then  1  eameilly  solicit  per- 
mission to  institute  proceedings  myself  against 
Mr.  G.  Tfaompson  ;  and,  in  this  case,  I  beg 
the  Honourable  Court  will  be  pleased  lo 
grant  an  order  to  my  law  advisers,  for  any 
papers  they  may  requite  to  lay  before  the 
courts  of  law  lo  prove  my  case." 

Sir,  if  Colonel  Ovans  be  desirous  of  vin- 
dicating his  character  from  the  very  grave 
accusation  of  suppressing  most  important 
judicial  evidence,  he  had  better  carry  out 
his  original  wish,  and  prosecute  the  gen- 
tleman who  has  made  the  charge  in  this 
country,  and  who  has  since  repeated  it; 
affording  at  the  same  lime  to  Colonel 
Ovans  an  opportunity,  which  he  declined 
to  embrace,  of  refuting  that  charge  before 
the  body  to  which  he  belongs.  Now, 
Sir,  as  it  respects  the  charges  contained 
in  the  Papers  recently  laid  on  the  Table 
of  this  Mouse  :  From  those  papers  we 
learn,  that  Krushnajee  Sudasew  Bhidey 
professed  to  believe,  that  he  had  a  claim 
upon  the  British  Government  for  the  re- 
ward originally  promised  him  for  writing 
the  petition.  Whether  this  be  true  or 
not,  one  thing  is  proved  by  these  Papers, 
that,  on  his  appearing  before  Colonel 
Ovans  to  state  his  share  in  the  transac- 
tions, be  received  from  Colonel  Ovans  a 
present  of  fifty  rupees,  and  was  put  upon 
a  monthly  allowance,  which  he  was  per- 
mitted to  enjoy,  until  the  deihronenenl 
of  the  Rajah;  and  that  be  was  then  dis- 
missed with  a  present  of  one  hundred  ru- 
pees, and  recommended  for  employoieni 
under  the  present  Rajah.  If,  therefore, 
he  is  now  branded  as  an  infamous  mao, 
in  consequence  of  his  original  offence  of 
fabricating  a  false  document,  what  shall 
we  say  of  Colonel  Ovans,  who,  when 
fully  cognizant  of  all  the  facts  of  the  case, 
gave  him  in  the  6rst  instance  a  very  li- 
beral sum  of  money,  and  afterwards  Lept 
him  in  his  pay  for  two  years,  and  6nally 
dismissed  him  with  another  large  gift? 
Those  who  will  take  the  trouble  of  going 
through  these  Papers,  wilt  fiod  that  the 
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for  five  thousand  rupees,  and  lo  find  se- 
curily  to  ihe  amount  of  one  thousand 
more,  lo  remain  within  the  British  juria- 
diction,  aud  to  appear  and  make  good  his 
charges;  or,  in  default  of  doing  so,  to 
pay  the  fine,  or  to  suffer,  with  hi*  secu- 
rity, two  year*'  imprisonment.  The  re- 
cognizances were  given;  and  Mr,  Warden 
(hen  wrote  the  following  letter  lo  Ihe 
Government,  sending  with  it,  at  tiie  lime, 
copies  of  all  the  documents  which  had 
been  handed  to  him  bv  Krushnajee  Suda- 
sew  Bhidey.  The  House  will  perceive 
from  Mr.  Warden's  letters,  ihat  that  oHi- 


charges  which  have  been  brought  against 
Colonel  Ovans,  and  his  agent  Ballajce 
Punt,  are  supported  by  references  to  a 
Tfiry  large  number  of  highly  respectable 
perBon!>,  as  well  as  to  a  great  number  of 
official  records.  What  did  the  Bombay 
GoTernnieot  do,  on  receiving  a  statement 
of  these  charges?  Why,  they  sent  them 
at  once  to  the  partiea  accused,  who  forth- 
with report  that  they  are  false  and  un- 
founded, and  recommend  that  they  be 
dismissed  ;  and  the;  are  dismissed  ac- 
cordingly. After  seven  petitions  to  the 
Governor  in  Council  have  been  thus 
treated,  Krushnajee  at  lasts  forwards  his 
complaints  to  Mr.  John  Warden,  a  judge 
at  Poonah,  and  the  Government  agent 
for  Ihe  adjustment  of  all  claims  upon 
Sirdars  in  the  Deccao.  Mr,  Warden 
viewed  these  charges  in  s  light  very  differ- 
ent from  the  Bombay  Government,  and 
at  once  called  upon  Kruihaajee  to  send 
him  a  list  of  ihe  witnesses,  and  proofs  he 
intended  to  call,  in  support  of  his  accu- 
sations. Here,  Sir,  is  the  list  prepared 
by  the  accuser,  and  sent  to  Mr.  Warden. 
It  covers  three  folio  pages,  and  rerers  to 
evidence  in  support  of  every  one  of  the 
charges.  It  is  in  this  paper  that  we 
first  find  a  direct  chiirge  against  Colonel 
Ovansi  and  1  will  read  the  passage,  that 
the  House  may  decide  whether  or  not  it 
was  worthy  the  attention  of  those  who 
are  bound  lo  preserve  the  honour  and 
integrity  of  the  British  service  in  India. 
[The  hon.  Member  read  from  the  Printed 
Papers  a  passage  from  the  testimony  of 
Krushnajee,  accusing  Colonel  Ovans  of 
receiving  money  and  presents.}  The 
House  will  observe,  that  there  are  three 
persons  specified  as  witnesses  in  support 
of  these  charges  against  Colonel  Ovans; 
that  they  are  all  in  ihe  service  of  the  pre- 
sent Rajah;  and  that  one  of  them  is  no 
Jess  a  person  than  the  Rajah's  Minister, 
with  whom  Colonel  Ovans  had,  of  neces- 
sity, much  official  intercourse.  Nothing 
would  have  been  easier  than  lo  have  at 
once  established  the  truth  or  the  falsehood 
of  these  charges,  which  were  thus  plainly 
preferred  in  July,  1843.  Mr.  Warden 
deemed  it  his  duty  to  require  at  once  the 
peraonal  attendance  of  Krushnajee,  at 
Poonah;  and  on  his  arrival,  took  from 
bim  his  solemn  afGrmation  to  the  truth 
of  his  statements,  which  will  be  found  in 
page  32  of  the  Printed  Papers.  Besides 
Ibis  affirmation,  Mr.  Warden  called  upon 
Krushnajee  to  enlei  into  recognizancei 
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BOUBAV. 

"Agenl't  Office,  Poonah,  191i  Aug.,  1844. 

"  Sir— 1.  Several  niontlis  ago,  I  received  by 
the  post  a  Maliraita  paper,  of  which  the  en- 
closed (Krushnajee's  Peiiiion  of  the  Hth  of 
October)  is  a  translation. 

"  2.  As  it  has  been  usual  for  the  Agent  for 
Sirdars  lo  cororaunicate  with  the  Government 
on  alleged  misconduct  by  Sirdars ;  as  the 
mode  of  inquiry  asked  for  in  the  present  iu- 
Eiance  by  Krushnajee  Sudasew,  is  that  ordered  ' 
by  Government  in  Ihe  case  of  Dadjee  Appa- 
jee  Seweya,  excepting  only  that  ibe  commit- 
tee on  bim  wai  a  native  one;  and  a^  Ballajee 
Punt  Naihoo  is  not  only  a  Sirdar  of  Ihe  second 
rlaas,  and  a  pensioner  of  the  Brilish  Govern- 
ment, 'during  good  behaviour,'  but  is  the 
most  favoured  of  all  those  who,  on  the  acces- 
sion of  the  British  Government  to  the  Dec- 
can,  were  styled  'Brilish  adherents;'  it  did 
not  appear  right  that  I  should  disregard  such 
serious  complaints  agaiosl  him,  and  so  earnest 
an  appeal  to  me,  as  the  Agent  of  Gavernroenl 
in  immediate  communication  wilb  the  Sirdars, 
although  those  complaints  relate  to  Ihe  acts 
of  UallRJee  Punt  Naihoo  when  employed  in 
the  Saitara  country :  and  I  therefore,  as  a 
preliminary  step,  called  on  Krushnajee  Suda- 
sew lo  state  the  grounds  on  which  he  preferred 
iheiE  charges  of  exlortion,  fraud,  and  abuse  of 
authority. 

"3.  The  eoclosure  No.  2  (the  List  of  Wit- 
nesses, and  other  evidence),  is  Ihe  answer  he 
bas  brought  me,  in  which  he  has  introduced 
two  additional  charges  against  Ballajee  Punt 
Nathoo,  as  well  as  mailer  relating  lo  the  Re- 
sident ai  Sultara ;  and  I  feel  that  I  uniy  per. 
form  my  duly  in  laying  bolh  papers  before 
the  Honourable  the  Governor  in  Council. 

"4.  As,  however,  it  would  be  most  unjust 
to  the  Resident  and  Ballajee  Puni  Naihoo 
to  allow  Krushnajee  Sudasew  Bhidey  lo  pre- 
fer these  accusations  without  conflrming  such 
.  fads  as  are  within  his  own  knowledge,  by  legal 
'  solemn  affirmation,  aad  placing  himself  within 
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llie  jurisdictioD  of  a  Britisb  Court,  empowered 
to  punish  him  for  defainalion  ;  I  have  (aken 
the  sokmn  alSrniHtioii,  of  which  the  enclosure 
No.  3  i*  a  Iransialion,  and  ohtained  frotn  him 
■ecuritylo  the  amount  of  1,000  ru pies, besides 
hii  personal  lecognizance  to  the  amount  of 
SfiOO  rupees,  for  hit  appearance  at  Poonah, 
till  the  inquiry  ithich  may  be  ordered  shall 
have  b«en  completed. 

"J.  Wardbm." 
What  will  be  the  surprise  of  this  Hou*e 
when  I  say,  that  after  all  these  formali- 
tieg,  precauiioos,  and  preparatioos,  the 
Bombay  Government  dismissed  the  whole 
subject  as  utterly  unworlby  their  atten- 
tion, anil  took  no  means  of  rescuing  the 
chatacier  of  their  own  officer,  or  [hat  of 
Baibjee  Punt,  by  the  only  effectual  and 
rational  mode,  namely,  an  inquiry  into  the 
case.  Surh  being  the  state  of  the  quei- 
tiin,  I  trust  this  House  and  the  Govern- 
roeni  will  see  the  necessity  of  promoting 
an  immediate  and  full  investigation  into 
all  the  facts  of  the  case.  I  cannot  but 
believe  that  the  Rajah  has  been  made  the 
victim  of  the  base  and  tnalicious  plots  of 
bi*  native  enemies,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment, in  refusing  him  the  means  of  meet- 
ing the  charges  brought  against  him,  have 
acted  unjustly.  Our  character  in  India 
has,  1  feel  persuaded,  been  much  injured 
by  the  way  in  which  we  have  disposed  of 
this  case;  while,  on  the  other  hand,  a 
solemn  and  sifting  inquiry,  which  would 
enable  the  deposed  Kajah  to  rebut  the 
evidence  given  against  him,  and  his  restor- 
ation, in  the  event  of  his  innocence  being 
established,  would  more  than  anything 
else  exalt  our  name  among  ibe  princes 
and  people  of  our  vast  Eastern  Empire. 
I  do  not  ask  that  the  Rajah  should  be 
reinstated  if  be  be  guilty;  but  I  do  ask — 
and  I  will  not  at  present  believe  (hat  so 
reasonable  a  demand  will  be  refused — 
that  be  be  heard  in  his  defence,  and  that, 
for  the  sake  of  truth  and  justice,  the  accu- 
■ations  which  are  contained  in  the  Papers 
now  before  tbe  House  be  impartially  in- 
quired into.  The  House  of  Commons 
will  not,  surely,  be  a  party  to  the  with' 
holding  of  such  an  inquiry  as  is  now 
prayed  for.  We  have  recently  witnessed 
a  severe  scrutiny  into  the  conduct  of  two 
Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
whose  tesigoation*  have  been  accepted,  in 
consequence  of  the  strong  sense  entertained 
by  the  public  of  the  necessity  of  having  men 
in  the  public  service  who  are  beyond  the 
reach  of  the  slightest  suspicion.  I  am  quite 
convinced  that  there  is  not  in  this  House 


a  more  honourable  man  than  Captain  Bol- 
deto,  who  is  one  of  tlio^se  whose  resi^na- 
tluns  have  been  recently  laid  before  Her 
Majesty,  and  accepted.  Let  it  not,  then, 
be  said,  that  when  charges  so  serious  as 
(hose  of  bribery  and  corruption  are  pre- 
ferred against  officers  in  India,  we  refuse 
to  examine  the  evidence  ofiVred  in  their 
support;  and  so  at  once  prevent  the  rcTu- 
lation  of  ibem  if  they  be  f.ilse,  and  the 
punishment  of  tbe  guilty  if  they  bo  true. 
The  Rajah  has  been  condemned  unheard, 
upon  the  testimony  of  the  most  worthless 
characteis.  Let  us  not,  then,  refuse  in- 
quiry into  charges  against  our  own  public 
officers,  when  the  means  of  ascertaining 
their  truth  are  at  hand,  and  when  it  is 
only  by  such  a  course  thai  the  ends  of 
justice  can  be  g;aiiied.  The  bon.  Gentle- 
man concluded  by  submitting  the  Motion 
he  had  announced  at  the  commencement 
of  his  speech. 

Dr.  lionTmg  seconded  the  Motion,  and 
said  that  it  was  deeply  to  be  regretted, 
when  subjects  involving  the  well-being  of 
our  vast  Indian  Empire  were  introduced 
into  ihe  House,  the  interest  taken  was  so 
small  that  the  benches,  as  at  pteseoi,  were 
almost  wholly  desetled.  Matters  which 
had  tbe  piquancy  of  personal  controversy 
were  attractive  enough  ;  but  those  whicu 
directly  afFecteil  the  happiness  of  millions 
of  our  distant  fellow  subjects  obtained  lit- 
tle or  no  attention.  Iq  the  case  before 
the  House,  be  found  few  hon.  Members 
had  waded  through  the  numerous  volume* 
of  Papers  which  had  been  printed  by 
orders  of  the  House;  but  there  was  no 
portion  of  them  which  did  not  contain 
striking  evidence  of  the  widely-spread  de- 
vices to  entangle  the  Rajah  \  and  on  Lis 
part,  a  constant  desire  was  everywhere 
visible  to  be  confronted  with  his  accusers, 
to  court  inquiry,  and  to  demand  a  rigid 
scrutiny.  On  one  side  was  confused,  en- 
tangled, inconsistent,  and  contradictory 
evidence;  on  the  other,  an  injured  but 
highminded  man,  strong  in  his  convic- 
tion of  his  own  innocence,  appealing  to 
the  Governmeat  of  India,  to  the  Govern- 
ment of  England,  and  now  to  the  British 
Parliameut,  for  a  fair  iuvestigation— de- 
manding punishment  if  guilty,  but  redress 
and  reparation  if  wrongly  accused.  And 
should  tbeUajahappealinvain?  It  wai  im- 
possible to  read  his  eloquent  and  pathetic 
language  without  feeling  that  such  a  roan, 
so  speaking,  was  entitled  to  allenlioa.  With 
such  evidence  of  mendacity,  of  fraud  and 
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forgery,  as  bis  hoii.  Ftiend  had  laid  before 
ihe  Home,  liow  could  this  case  be  per- 
mitted to  remain  ia  its  pfcsent  Btaie?  It 
would  come  back  again  and  again — press- 
ing and  pleading  oitli  accumulated  power. 
He  entreated  the  House  not  to  turn  a  deaf 
ear  to  the  demands  of  jnslice  and  hu- 
manity. 

Mr.  E.  Tennenl  said,  the  Motion  to 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  called  the 
notice  of  the  House,  was  one  with  which 
byname,  at  least,  they  might  be  somewhat 
familiBT ;  iaasmuch  as  this  was,  he  believed, 
Ihe  eighteenth  occasion  on  which  it  had 
been,  either  directly  or  incidentally, 
brought  under  the  consideration  o(  Parlia- 
ment. The  object  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Monliose  was,  to  piocura  the  reconsidera- 
tion of  a  case  which  had  been  investigated 
in  the  year  1836,  and  solemnly  disposed  of 
with  every  ordinary  and  controlling  for- 
mality ;  and  the  frequency  of  these  unsoc< 
cessful  appeals,  if  they  exhibited  on  ihe  one 
hand  a  perseverance  which  might  be  iden- 
tified with  a  consciousness  of  the  justice 
of  their  cause,  demonstrated  on  the  other 
a  deliberation  and  Grmoess  on  the  part  of 
the  numerous  authorities  who  had  been 
appealed  to,  concurring,  as  they  nil  did, 
in  rejecting  the  application,  which  coold 
be  attributable  to  one  only  conviction-^ 
that  substantial  justice  had  been  already 
done,  and  that  no  plea  existed  for  ques- 
lioDtng  the  decision  or  reviving  the 
quiry.  The  inquiry  into  the  charge  against 
the  ex-Rajah  of  Sattara,  which  had  issued 
in  his  dethronement,  was  gravely  and  dis- 
passionalety  conducted  before  a  competent 
Commission  in  India;  thdirverdict  had  been 
confirmed  by  autborities  at  Bombay,  sanc- 
tioned by  the  Supreme  Government  of  In- 
dia, approved  of  by  the  Court  of  Directors, 
and  recorded  by  Ike  Board  ofControl;  and 
although  the  propriety  of  reopening  that 
inquiry  bad  been  referred  to  three  succes- 
sive Governors  of  Bombay,  to  three  suc- 
cessive Governors  General  of  India,  to 
three  Presidents  of  the  India  Board,  and 
10  a  long  series  of  Chairmen  and  Directors 
of  the  East  India  Company,  the  judgment 
upon  it  had  been  invariably  the  same- 
thai  the  original  decision  was  conformablf 
with  truth  and  consistent  with  justice 
and  that  a  reconsideration  of  a  queslioo  to 
solemnly  decided,  would  be  not  only  un. 
availing  as  regarded  the  deposed  Prince, 
but  would  be  injurious  to  the  adrainisira- 
lioD  of  justice,  and  prejudicial  to  the  au- 
Ihoriiies  by  whom  it  had  been  originally 


adjudicated.  He  (Mr.  E.  Tenaent)  would 
not  allude  to  the  general  complexion  of 
evidence  against  the  Rajah  of  Sattara 
further  than  to  say  that,  the  inquiry  being 
one  of  a  political  cbaraclert  and  called  for 
by  political  considerations,  its  conclasive- 
nesB  was  to  be  decided,  not  by  the  inap- 
plicable technicalities  of  a  nisi  priut  trial, 
but  by  that  importance  which,  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Executive  Govern ment,  attached 
to  incidents  and  inferences  involving  the 
safety  of  a  State  and  the  security  of  a 
Government.  In  answer  to  the  charge, 
that  portions  of  that  evidence  bad  been 
given  by  individuals  nf  infamous  character, 
and  that  in  the  mass  it  presented  discrep- 
ancies and  doubts  which,  under  other  cir- 
cumstances, would  work  the  rejection  of  the 
entire  case,  he  would  merely  remind  thtt 
House,  that  this  inquiry  was  pursued  by 
parlies  upon  the  spot,  to  whom  the  cbarsc- 
ters  of  the  witnesses  were  known,  and  the 
facts  they  deposed  to  were  familiar  ;  and 
that  they,  after  every  deduction  for  charac- 
ter, and  every  allowance  for  contradiction, 
came  to  the  deliberate  and  retained  con- 
clusion that,  af^er  every  eiclusjon  and 
deduction,  enough  remained  fur  convic- 
tion ;  and  that  the  evidence,  with  all  its 
differences,  more  than  sustained  the  charges 
against  ihe  Rajah.  The  House  should  be 
aware  that  Saltara  was  no  ancient  dynasty, 
now  overturned  for  our  own  aggraodize- 
meni ;  it  was  a  small  Principality,  created 
by  ourselves  in  1819,  and  its  Sovereign 
set  up  by  us  under  a  Treaty  conformable 
to  our  interests.  It  was  no  discredit  upon 
ihese  proceedings  to  deny  that  the  investi- 
gation was  a  trial ;  it  was  not  a  judicial 
trial;  the  British  Government  had  no 
jurisdiction,  no  tribunal  to  try  ■  foreign 
Prince.  But  it  was  a  political  inquiry, 
demanded  in  consequence  of  the  equivocal 
conduct  of  a  feudatory  Prince  towards  big 
Lord  paramount.  That  inquiry  estab- 
lished the  fact,  that  the  subject  of  it  had 
been  guilty  of  practices  at  variance  with 
Ihe  terms  of  the  Treaty  vhicb  was  the 
tenure  of  his  power  ;  and,  because  he  re- 
fused to  renew  that  violated  Treaty,  with 
assurance  of  fidelity  for  the  future,  he  was, 
as  a  last  resource,  removed  from  the 
throne,  and  the  heir  next  in  succession 
installed  in  bis  forfeited  authority.  The 
main  allegation  in  the  Motion  of  Ibe  hon. 
Member  for  Montrose,  and  that  most  cal- 
culated to  make  an  unfavourable  impres- 
sion on  the  public,  was  the  assertion, 
that     all     knowledge     of     the    evidence 
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again  It  him  wai  withheld  from  the 
R*j>b,  and  ihat  to  this  hour  he  was  in 
ignorance  of  ihe  charge  on  which  he  had 
been  condemned.  Now,  this  was  in  every 
respect  subsiantially  incorrect.  It  was 
quite  true,  lhat  of  certain  depositions  no 
actual  copies  were  lubinilted  to  him ; 
and  it  was  equally  true,  that  the  names 
of  certain  witnesses  were  withheld  ; 
but  lliey  were  withheld  upon  (his  dehb- 
eraie  calcuUiion — lhat,  being  suhjec's  of 
his  own,  lestding  within  his  own  domin- 
ions, and  immediately  within  the  circle  of 
his  influence,  they  would  have  been  in- 
■tantly  tampered  with,  or  constrained  to 
withhold  or  to  withdraw  their  testimony 
against  him.  But,  whilst  the  names  were 
withheld,  the  circumstances  and  farts  of 
these  allegalions  were  all  communicated 
to  the  Rajah,  and  the  charges  on  which 
he  was  suspected  were  submitted  for  bis 
answers  and  his  evidence.  Not  only  was 
this  apparent  in  tlie  pages  of  the  Blue 
Books  upon  the  Table,  but  they  contained 
also  the  proofs  that  he  tendered  witness- 
es in  hit  defence;  and  his  own  letters 
were  filled  with  comments  and  explana- 
tions of  the  very  charges  on  which  he 
now  comptaioed  that  he  was  condemned 
in  utter  and  total  ignorance.  The  House 
would  ha*e  collected  from  this  and  pre' 
viouB  discussions,  that  the  Rajah  of  Sat' 
tara  was  deposed  on  the  grounds  of  i 
treasonable  conspiracy  to  incite  the  west' 
erti  Slates  of  India  to  hostility  againgl  ihi 
British,  and  likewise  of  attempting  to 
corrupt  the  fidelity  of  the  native  sepoys  i 
the  British  service.  His  Minister,  Covin 
Rao,  was  implicated  and  arrested  for  hi 
share  in  these  transactions  ;  and  his 
mother,  Girjabaee,  in  the  hope  of  saving 
her  son's  life  by  a  confession  of  his  com- 
plicity, caused  a  peiiiioa  to  be  written, 
in  which  she  indicated  the  names  of  twelve 
other  individuals,  all  more  or  less  involved 
in  the  guilt  of  the  Rnjah.  Upon  this  in. 
formation  those  parties  were  arrested,  their 
oRences  proved,  and  their  culpability  ex- 
tended to  the  inclusion  of  ihe  Rajah. 
And  the  circumstances  of  this  very  peti- 
tion, and  of  the  equivocations  and  false- 
hoods  in  leiation  to  it,  were  themselves  a 
painful  evidence  of  the  difficulties  attend- 
ant on  such   inquiries;  and  of  the  utter 


for  fesr  of  the  consequence  by  which  she 
might  be  visited  by  the  Rajah.  Her 
ion,  a  brother  of  the  accused  per- 
like  manner,  in  order  to  protect 
his  mother  from  the  Rajah's  resentmenl, 
penned  an  elaborate  and  circumslanlul 
denial  of  her  connexion  with  the  petition ; 
while,  at  the  same  moment,  the  lady  her- 
seir,  in  a  personal  interview  with  Colonel 
Orans,  avowed  its  authorship  and  authen- 
ticity, and  assigned  Trankly  her  motives 
for  its  adoption.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  might  allege  that  at  this  inter- 
view, Girjabaee  was  personated  by  another 
lady  :  but  her  identity  was  proved  by  per- 
sons by  whom  she  was  accompanied,  and 
by  the  fact  (hat  she  bad  been  previously  a 
frequent  visitor  lo  the  ladies  of  Colonel 
Ovans'  family.  This  evideoca  of  the 
authorship  of  this  document  it  waa  essen- 
tial to  bear  in  mind  ;  for,  lhat  point  once 
established,  it  annihilated  at  one  stroke  the 
entire  case  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  had  this  evening  set  up.  Krusb- 
najee,  the  clerk  who  actually  penned  the 
petition  for  Girjabaee,  was  promised  for 
his  services  1,350  rupee*.  This  promise 
the  lady  found  herself  unable  to  comply 
with ;  and  the  clerk,  to  enforce  his  ctsim, 
dJBcloted  himself  as  the  penman  to  the 
British  Resident  at  Poonah.  He  prose- 
cuted that  demand  against  her  with  the 
utmost  perseverance  up  to  the  death  of 
Girjabaee,  in  April,  1843,  when  he  sud- 
denly shifted  his  ground,  aad  protested  to 
the  Bombay  Government  that  his  6rst 
attempt  lo  extort  the  money  from  Girjs. 
baee  was  a  fraud ;  (hat  it  was  not  she  who 
had  employed  him  to  draw  up  the  peti- 
tion ;  but  that  the  petition  was  from 
beginning  to  end  a  falsehood  and  « 
forgery,  and  that  he  had  been  suborned 
10  draw  up  and  transcribe  it  by  Colonel 
Ovans,  the  Resident,  and  Ballsjee  Pant 
Natboo,  a  distinguished  officer  of  the 
reigniag  Rajah  of  Sattara ;  and  that  those 
two  persons,  after  availing  tbemselrea  of 
his  services,  now  refused  to  pay  him  his 
reward,  and  still  owed  him  1,100  rupee* 
out  of  the  1,250  which  they  had  promised. 
Now,  apart  from  the  matchless  effrontery 
'  prosecuting,  even  lo  her  death,  i 


indifference  lo  truth,  and  recklessness  of!  cent  lady,  on  a  fraudulent  pretence — let 
assertion,  which  characterized  even  parties  { the  House  look  at  the  probability  or  pos- 


of  the  highest  rank,  who  were  implicsted  |  sibiiity  of  the 
in  ibis  invesiigiition.     The  author  of  ihe  i ' 


e  lo  which  this  shame- 
Supposing, 


lelilion  herMlT,  the  mother  of  the  Mia*  'moment  that  Colonel  Ovans  couU  have 
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of  Ktusbnajee.  Tbe  personal  evidence  he 
gave  on  that  occaiion  was  not  only  volun- 
tary, but  ffaa  wonhleBB  ;  and  not  only  wai 
the  petition  which  he  wrote  acted  and 
decided  on  before  he  was  eren  known  as 
the  author,  and  found  true  in  all  its  alle- 
gations, but  in  reality  it  merely  directed 
the  CommisiioD  to  the  quarter  in  which 
they  might  seek  for  proofs  without  ad- 
ducing;  a  single  proof  or  making  one  im. 
portant  statement  on  the  face  of  itself. 
The  worlhlessness  of  the  mere  copyist's 
character  was  therefore  totally  unim> 
porianl  ;  but  were  Ihiy  prepared  then,  at 
the  instigation  of  such  an  individual  as 
this,  lo  call  in  qnestion  for  one  moment 
the  integrity  and  the  honour  of  such  a  man 
as  Colonel  Ovans?  And  what  was  the  char- 
acter of  Colonel  Ovans  7  Sir  G.  Arthur, 
the  Governor  of  Bombay,  in  noticing 
these  charges,  bore  his  testimony  to  the 
reputation  of  that  distinguished  officer  in 
these  terras  : — 


lent  himself  to  so  vile  an  imposture,  and 
for  so  disgraceful  a  purpose  ;  supposing 
that  a  man  of  wealth  and  distinction,  like 
Ballsjee  Punt  Naihoo,  could  have  stooped 
to  such  k  crime,  was  it  to  be  conceived 
that  the  coocociors  of  such  an  artiBce 
would  run  the  risk,  nay,  incur  the  cer- 
tainty of  tba  detection,  by  withholding 
hii  wages  from  their  instrument?  In  fact, 
there  was  and  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  mother  of  the  Minister  was  the  real 
petitioner  in  the  case ;  that  Krushn^ijec, 
the  clerk,  as  a  professional  writer,  was 
employed  lo  draw  up  the  document ;  and 
that  whatever  sum  she  might  have  pro- 
mised as  her  fee.  Colonel  Ovans  had  not, 
and  refused  to  have,  the  slightest  con- 
cern with  the  transaction,  or  their  mutual 
claims.  Krushnajee  having  failed  lo  in- 
duce the  Brili»h  Government  to  enforce 
the  payment  from  Girjabaee,  was  equally 
unsuccessful  in  inducing  them  to  believe 
bis  tale  that  their  own  representative  and 
officer,  Colonel  Ovans,  was  his  debtor, 
ioalead  of  the  deceased  lady  ;  but,  not  to 
be  baffled  by  one  repulse,  he  announced 
his  inteation  lo  persecute  the  Government 
with  petitions,  and  the  Resident  with 
charges,  till  he  should  be  appeased  by  the 
payment  of  his  demands.  Accordingly, 
petition  followed  petition,  and  allegation 
was  heaped  npon  allegalion,  till  at  length, 
by  one  final  sweep,  he  sought  to  crush 
both  the  objects  of  his  animosity,  and  to 
bis  former  charge  agsinst  Ballajee  Punt 
Nathoo  and  Colonel  Ovans,  he  added 
those  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose,  of  bribery,  estortion,  corrup- 
tion, and  dishonesty.  And  into  these 
cbatges,  bronghtby  a  man  of  such  degrad- 
ed character,  and  directed  against  one  of 
the  most  upright  and  distinguished  officers 
in  the  service  of  the  East  India  Company, 
and  one  of  the  most  eminent  and  honour- 
able natives  of  India,  the  hon.  Member 
now  invited  the  House  to  enter,  as  a 
groundwork  for  demanding  a  revision  and 
reconsideration  of  the  whole  inquiry  into 
the  political  intrigues  of  the  Sattara  State, 
But  the  hon.  Member  said  that  the  char- 
acter of  the  informer  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  nature  of  the  charge,  and  that  that 
character,  bad  as  it  might  be  uow,  was  re- 
garded as  sufficiently  respectable  when,  in 
1837,  they  relied  on  it  to  prove  the  charges 
against  the  ex- Rajah  of  Sattara.  He  must 
deny  the  justice  of  that  inference;  he 
must  deny  that  the  evidence  of  1837  had 
tDjGoaoexion  whatever  with  Ihecbaracier 


"Since  my  arrival  in  this  presidency,  it  has 
been  my  duly,  as  opportunitiei  have  incident- 
ally presented,  to  satisfy  myself,  as  well  by 
observation  at  personal  inquiry,  respecting  the 
bearing  and  public  reputation  of  all  the  Hon. 
Company's  servants,  especially  of  those  hold* 
inK  offices  of  high  tiusi  and  reiponsibillly; 
and  had  I  been  called  upon  to  name  officers 
universally  well  spoken  of  and  esteemed,  I 
■bould  certainly  have  included  Colonel  Ovans 
ill  the  number ;  and  this  must  have  been  the 
opinion  formed  by  the  late  Commander-in- 
Chief,  for  on  Sir  R.  Grant's  requesting  Lord 
Keane  to  name  an  able  and  judicious  ofijcer 
to  bold  the  appointment  of  Resident  at  Satiara, 
he  recommanded  his  Quartermaster  General, 
Colonel  Ovans." 

Such  was  the  man  against  whom  this  clerk 
preferred  a  charge  of  meanness  and  cor- 
ruption. He  (Mr.  £.  Tennen')  held  in 
his  hand,  and  would  beg  to  read  to  the 
House,  two  letters  from  Lieutenant  Colo- 
nel Ovana,  and  he  believed  that  every  man 
who  listened  to  them  would  feel  a  just  in* 
dignation  ut  finding  a  highminded  and 
honourable  gentleman  placed  in  a  situ- 
ation requiring  him  to  notice  or  contradict 
such  humiliating  calumnies.  The  first  was 
addressed  to  bis  (Mr.  £.  Tennent's)  noble 
Friend  and  Colleague  at  the  India  Board 
(Lord  Jocelyo),  and  was  as  follows— it 
was  received  that  morning:  — 

"Loadon,  Jul})  21,1545. 
"  My  Lord  —As  I  observe  that  a  Motion  is 
to  be  made  this  evening  in  the  Uouse  of  Com- 
mons by  Mr.  Hume— 'Thai  Her  Majesty  will 
be  pleased  further  to  direct  inquiry  to  be  made 
into  the  charges  for  bribery  and  corruption  b* 
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KruahoBJee  Sudasew  Bliid«y  (as  atated  in  ihe 
Papers  berore  ihis  House)  against  Colonel 
Ovans,  whilst  resident  at  Sattara,  I  trust 
youT  Lordship  will  do  me  the  favour  to  Uy 
before  Lord  Ripon  tny  uneijuivocal  and  un- 
qualified denial  of  this  atrocious  charge  ;  as 
also  lo  slate,  that  I  am  ready  to  proceed  at 
once  to  India  lo  prosecote  this  infamoui  li- 
beller for  perjury,  should  it  be  considered  ad- 
visable so  to  do.  Your  Lordship  may  easily 
conceirc  ibat  it  is  most  painful  lo  Hie  to  see 
such  slander  attached  to  my  name ;  but  I  feci 
conlideDl  thai  an  upright  and  houourable 
service  of  Ihirly-tliree  years  in  India,  will  be 
my  best  reply  lo  the  base  attacks  now  made 
upon  rac ;  arising  as  they  do,  from  ray  having 
at  Saltara,  honeslly  aud  fearlessly  performed 
an  important  public  duly  lo  the  salisfaciion  of 
all  my  superiors  both  in  India  and  in  Eng- 
land.— I  remaio,  &c. 

"C.  OviNS. 

"  P.S.— 1  venture  lo  enclose  a  copy  of  a  note 
addressed  by  me  lo  the  Secretary  ai  ihe  India 
House,  pulling  on  record  these  my  sentiments 
regarding  Mr.  Hume's  Motion." 
The  enclosure  to  ihe  Secretary  at  ihe 
[ndia  House  was  ai  follows  : — 

••  Loudon,  July  21,  iSiS. 
"  Sir— Observing  in  the   Papers  regarding 
the  case  of  the  ex-Ilajah  of  Sattara,  lately 
iirinted    by  the   House  of  Commons,    that 
krushnajee  Sudasew  Bhidey  has  preferred  ilie 
following  charges  against  me — viz.,  first,  thai 
Lieutenant  Colonel  Ovans  has  obtained  from 
his  Highness  ibe  Kajah  of  Saltara,  payment  of 
ihe  sum  of  1,500  rupees  per  mensem  to  his 
(Lieutenant  Colonel  Uvans )  father-in-law,  aod 
that  this   allowance  wis  on  his  death  trans- 
ferred lo   the  Resident's  brother-in-law,  who 
receives  it  up  to  this  day;  secondly,  thatwhen 
tlie   Resident's  lady  and  children  proceeded 
to  England,  gold,  bullion,  and  Venetian  neck- 
laces,  lo   Ihe   value  of  50,000  rupees,  were 
purchased  by  the  Rajah  and  given  to  the  Re- 
sident ;  and  observing  also,  by  the  Voles  of 
the  House  of  Commons  of  Friday  last,  that 
Mr.  Hume  has  founded  a  Notice  upon  those 
charges,  and  mentioned  me  by  name,  I  feel  it 
10  be  my  duty  lo  state  thai,  while  I  repose 
entire  coDfideoce  in  the  Hon.  Court  to  ta' 
whatever  steps  ibey  may  deem  necessary 
consequence  of   Ihese    charges,  whether 
jusiice  lo  Ihe  public  service  or  lo  me  as : 
officer  in  their  employ,  I  desire  to  place  upon 
record  my  indignant  and  unqualified  denii '     ' 
all  and  every  part  of  this  most  atrocious 
calumnious  accusation ;  and  to  state,  that  if 
the  Court  of  Directors  deem  it  right  for  me  to 
proceed  lo  Bombay,  either  to  be  subjected  lo 
the  most  rigorous  investigation,  or  myself 
prosecute  the  infamous  author  of  this  libel, 
am  prepared  at  every  inconvenience,  and  at 
hazards  lo  mj   health,  at  once  to  adopt  that 
course. — I  remain,  Sc, 

"  C.  Ovans. 
tHe  hoped  the  House  would  concur  with 
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these  two  letters  there  was  a 
tone  of  frank  and  indignant  honesty 
most  conclusive  reply  tt» 
the  Motion  of  ihe  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose. The  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
luch  stress  upon  the  fact  ibat  the 
eighth  petition  of  Krushnajee,  the  latest 
'hich  had  reached  this  country,  wai  not 
iquired  into  by  the  Governmenl  of  Bona- 
bay,  although  Mr.  Warden,  the  agent  of 
Sirdars  and  Sattara,  liad  takeu  all  the  pre- 
liminary steps  for  an  inquiry,  and  had 
bound  over  Krushnajfo  to  prosecute,  un- 
der a  penally  of  6,000  rupees,  and  had 
obtained  from  him  a  list  of  witnesses  to 
sustain  the  charge,  including,  among 
others,  the  name  of  the  Dewaa  of  the 
Rajah.  The  hou.  Member  attached  mncb 
importance  to  the  two  facta  of  the  pe- 
titioner having  given  these  names  and  en- 
tered into  thissecuriiy.  But  as  to  handing 
the  name  of  the  Minister  of  the  FUjah 
as  one  of  its  witnesses,  it  appeared  to  have 
been  but  a  piece  of  gratuitous  audacity, 
strict  keeping  with  the  reckless  cha- 
;ter  of  the  charges  themselves;  and,  as 
to  the  securiiy,  when  the  House  was  made 
aware  that  of  these  6,000  rupees,  the  re- 
cognizance of  the  petitioner  himself  in- 
cluded 5,000,  although  be  couched  eveiy 
petition  in  ihe  character  of  a  pauper,  they 
would  readily  see  that  the  amount  of  Ihe 
security  was  no  type  of  the  character  of 
Krushnajee.  As  for  the  remaining-  1,000 
rupees,  even  if  forfeited,  so  small  a  sum 
as  100'.  would  be  a  irifiing  object  to  the 
partisan  who  bailed  him,  compared  with 
the  value  of  conipassin|;  Ihe  infliction  of 
an  injury  on  the  reigning  Rajah,  hia 
friends,  or  his  case.  As  to  the  chafes 
against  Ballajee  Punt  Nathoo,  Sir  G. 
Arthur  found  that  they  were  a  mere  repe- 
tition of  the  allegaiions  formerly  con- 
sidered; and,  with  the  unioimous  con- 
currence of  the  Council  of  Bombay,  he 
refused  to  entertain  the  petition.  Sir  O. 
Arthur  and  the  Council  also  eipresaed 
their  unanimous  opinion  that  no  credit 
could  be  attached  lo  the  accusationB  urged 
by  Krushnajee  against  Liealenant  Colonel 
Ovans;  and  he  trusted  that  the  Houm 
would  conlirm  this  decision  of  the  Qo- 
veroor  of  Bombay,  and  protect  the  char- 
acter of  a  high-minded,  honuurable,  and 
meritorious  officer  ftom  aspersion  or  so^ 
picbn,  by  treating  with  contempt  the  im- 
pulations  which  it  had  been  attempted  to 
cast  upon  his  name  and  conduct.  He 
hoped,  that  the  House  coDcurriog  in  thit 
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opinion,  would  give  him  (Mr.  Taiineni) 
iu  support  io  negalifing  tbe  propoiition 
oribc  hon.  Member  for  Montrose. 

Mr.  W,  fVilliams  supported  tbe  Motion 
of  hit  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Mod- 
Iroif.  The  hon.  Gentleman  Ihe  Secre- 
tary 10  the  Board  of  Control  (Mr.  Ten- 
neol)  had  made  many  asierlions,  but  he 
had  not  proved  any  facia.  He  (Mr. 
Williams)  knew  nothing  whatever  of 
Colonel  Ovans;  he  might  be,  and  pro- 
bably was  a  highiniiided  and  honourable 
man;  but  so  long  ii9  these  charges  were 
impending  over  him,  and  an  invcsligation 
of  their  truth  or  falsehood  wns  denied,  his 
character  could  not  he  regarded  as  entirely 
free  from  suspicion.  The  most  important 
charge  made  against  the  Rajah  was,  that 
lie  had  entered  into  a  conspiracy  with  the 
Portuguese  Governor  of  Goa.  Now,  thi 
was  a  fact,  the  truth  of  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Go?einment  might  easily  ascertain  ; 
but  no  proof  had  been  addii;<d  on  the 
subject.  He  considered  that  it  was  the 
duty  of  tbe  Government  to  institute  some 
inquiry  with  reference  to  the  allegations 
contained  in  this  petition. 

Mr.  Hogr/  said,  that  when  hon.  Mem- 
bers made  attacks  upon  the  characters  of 
gentlemen  of  high  honour,  who  occupied 
diatiaguished  stations  in  the  service  of  their 
country,  they  should,  at  least,  he  certain 
that  they  were  accurate  in  the  facts  on 
which  they  grounded  their  statements. 
Not  so  wiln  the  boo.  Member  for  Mon- 
_jjag^^J^  bad  so  confounded  dutea, 
.s,  snd  witnesses,  that  he  (Mr. 
.lit  aatiafied,  that  tbe  hon,  Mem- 
.ruld  not  ha*e  read  with  any  aiten- 

j  tbe  Papers  laid  on  the  Table.  The 
M<on.  Member  had  commenced  by  statiog, 
that  he  would  not  enter  into  the  details  of 
the  case  oftbe  Rajah  of  Sattara,  and  woald 
Gonline  himaelfio  what  he  termed  the  new 
mailer,  the  charges  now  for  the  first  time 

fireferred  againat  Colonel  Ovans  and  Bal- 
ajee  Punt  Nathoo;  and  yet  he  had  ram- 
bled over  the  whole  traosaclions,  throwing 
out  imputations  most  unsparingly,  and 
gifing  a  bit  heiet  and  a  bit  there,  from  ibe 
Papers,  but  in  a  manner  so  unconnecied, 
that  hon.  Members  who  had  not  tc 
through  ihe  masa  of  blue  books,  could 
understand  Uttle,  save  that  imputations 
more  or  less  grave  had  been  cast  t 
many  gentlemen  filling  high  and 
poTtant  public  oflicea.  The  House  would 
suppose  from  tbe  statement  of  the  hon. 
Memtter,  that  the  Rajah  of  Saitara  had 


inherited  tbe  dominions  of  Sevajee,  that 
Ihe  Peishwa  had  usurped  his  authority,  and 
that  Ihe  East  Inilra  Company,  after  re- 
storini;  him  to  his  hereditary  power  and 
dominions,  hsd  entered  Into  a  Treaty  with 
him  aa  an  independent  Prince.  Now  this 
wholly  incorrect,  and  be  would  shortly 
state  how  the  Riijah  was  circumstanced 
at  the  time  when  the  Indian  Governmeni 
entered  into  a  Treaty  with  him.  The 
Mahratta  power  had  been  founded  by 
Sevajee,  a  military  adventurer,  who  raised 
hiniseir  to  eminence  in  the  time  of  Au- 
rungzcbe,  and  died  in  16S0.  He  was  suc- 
ceeded by  two  sons  and  a  grandson  ;  but 
his  dynasty  terminated  altout  1750,  when 
the  Peishwa,  or  chief  of  the  Council  of 
Brahmins,  usurped  the  sovereign  power, 
and  transmitted  it  to  six  successors:  the 
descendants  of  Sevajee  remaining  all  the 
while,  a  period  of  nearly  a  hundred  years, 
powerless  and  in  captivity.  During  all 
this  time  ilie  goverument  was  adminis- 
tered exclusively  by  and  in  tbe  name  of 
the  Peishwa,  who  was  universally  regarded 
as  the  head  oftbe  Mahratta  confederacy, 
and  with  whom  all  tbe  Treaties  enicrccl 
into  by  our  Government  were  concluded. 
Bajee  Rao,  (he  last  of  the  Peiahwas, 
having  entered  into  a  confederacy  with 
other  native  princes  for  the  overthrow  of 
our  power  in  India,  the  Government  were 
compelled  to  take  the  field  against  him  ; 
and  the  result  was  the  total  overthrow  of 
the  Mahratta  power,  Bajee  Rao  himself 
having  been  taken  prisoner.  The  object 
and  policy  of  the  Government  was,  totally 
to  destroy  the  Mahratta  power  and  con- 
federacy, and  all  the  territories  of  the 
Peiihwa  were  accordingly  annexed  to  the 
British  dominions,  with  the  exception  of 
a  new  sovereignty  which  was  created  for 
tbe  Rajah  of  Sattara,  to  enable  him  to 
maintain  his  family  in  adequate  comfort 
and  dignity.  Thus,  to  use  the  words  of 
Mr.  Elphinstone — 

"The  Rajah  was  released  from  a  prisou,  and 
was'placed  at  tlie  head  of  a  GovermncDt  ob- 
tained by  no  effort  ofhii  own,  but  which  was 
the  spontaneous  result  of  the  liberality  of  tiie 
Uriliih  Government." 

But  was  this  sovereignty  given  to  him 
absolutely  and  without  conditions?  No 
such  thing  ;  he  had  the  Treaty  with  bim, 
and  would,  with  the  permission  of  the 
House,  read  it,  or  at  leait  so  much  as  re- 
laled  to  the  conditions  annexed  to  the 
grant  made  to  the  Rajah.  The  Treaty 
bore  date  tbe  25tb  ofSeptembei  1819:— 
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"  Whereat  ihe  British  tioveranient  having    all  intercourse  with  all  perioiis  not  subject 
determined,  in  consideration  of  the  aniiquity  j  to  his  own  aulhorily,  and  could  not  ei-eo 

oflheHouseofbisHighnMslheRajahofSat-ipontnunJcate  as  lo  malrimonial  artanee- 
lara   to  >n,«l  h.m  w.lh  a  sovereignty  suffi-  ;  j^         .  j,^    p  ,j  .     ,  ^     ^ 

cient  for   the  maintenance  of  hi5   fainily  in  |        .     /.        "^       i   .°  l     l         u      l       i- 
comfort  and  dignity,  the  following  Article*;  I"**  "•"  «*>  what  the  hon.  Member  for 
have  been  agreed  10  between  ihesaid  Govern-    Montrose  called  independence!    The  hoa. 
ment  and  his  Higbneas.  Member  had  dwelt  upon  the  exemplary 

Art.  1.  The  Britiib  Government^  agrees  |  conduct  and  |ood  iniention*  of  (he  Rajah, 


Id  cede  in  perpetual  sovereignly  to  the  Rajah  of 
Satlara,  his  heirs  and  successor!,  the  disUicts 
specified  in  ilie  annexed  schedule. 

Abt.  2.  The  Rajab,  for  himself, 
bis  heirs  and  successors,  engages  lo  hold  the  | 
territory  in  subordinale  co-operalion  with  the  i 
Brilisb  Govemmenr,  and  lo  be  guided  in  all  j 
matters  by  the  advice  of  the  British  Agent  at  i 
His  Highness'^  ;ourl. 

"  Aet.  3.  1  ;ie  British  Government  charges  \ 
itself  with  Ihe  defence  of  Ihe  Rajah'a  ter- 
ritories, and  engages  to  prelect  His  High- 
ness from  all  injury  and  aggression.  The 
Rajah,  for  himself,  and  for  his  heirs  and  suc- 
cessors, engages  to  afford  every  facility  for  the 
purchase  of  supplies  for  such  troops  as  may  be 
stationed  in  bis  country,  or  may  pass  through 
it;  and  the  pasture  lands  now  appropriated 
for  the  use  of  the  troops  are  to  be  permanently 
given  up  to  them.  The  Rajah  likewise,  for 
himself,  and  for  his  heirs  and  successors, 
engages  to  affurd  all  the  assistance  in  his 
power  to  the  Brilisb  Government,  in  all  wars 
and  military  operations  in  which  they  may  be 
engaged. 

"  Art.  4.  His  Highness,  for  himself,  and 
for  bis  heirs  and  successors,  engages  at  no  time 
to  increase  or  diminish  the  military  force, 
without  the  previous  knowledge  and  consent 
of  the  British  Government. 

"  Aet.  5.  The  Rajah,  for  himself,  and  for 
his  beirs  and  successors,  engages  to  forbear 
from  all  intercourse  niih  Foreign  Powers,  and 
with  all  Sirdars,  Jagheerdars,  Chiefs,  and  Min- 
isters, and  all  persons  of  whatever  description, 
who  are  not  oy  Ihe  above  Articles  rendered 
subject  to  His  Highness's  authority.  With  all 
the  above  persons.  His  Highness,  for  himself, 
and  for  his  heirs  and  successors,  engages  to 
have  no  connexion  or  correspondence.  Any 
affairs  that  may  arise  with  tnem  relating  to 
His  Highness,  are  to  be  exclusively  conducted 
by  the  British  GovernTDeal.  If  {for  the  pur- 
pose of  forming  matrimonial  connexions  for 
His  Hishness's  family,  or  for  any  similar  pur- 
pose) His  Highness  has  occasion  to  ci 

cats  with  persons  not  rendered  subji 
authority  by  this  agreement,  such  con 
lion  is  to  made  entirely  through  the  Political 
Agent. 

"This  Article  is  a  fundamental  condition 
of  the  present  agreement,  and  any  departure 
from  it,  on  the  lUjah's  part  shall  subject  him 
to  the  loss  of  all  the  advantages  he  may  gain 
by  the  said  agreement." 
The  Rajah,  it  would  be  seen,  wai  bound 
to  be  guided  in  all  matters  hy  the  advice 
of  the  British  Agent ;  irat  precluded  froin 


id  read  in  support  of  his  statement 
various  extracts  from  letters  of  Captain 
,  j  Grant  DuS',  General  Brrgp,  end  other 
'  Residents  at  his  court.  He  (Mr.  Ht^g) 
contended,  that  the  ambitious  views  and 
intriguing  disposition  of  the  Rajah  were 
known  to  every  person  who  had  communi- 
cation with  him  ;  to  Mr.  Elphinstone,  who 
framed  the  Treaty,  and  to  every  Agent  who 
resided  at  his  court.  In  April,  1818,  Mr. 
Elphinstone  impressed  upon  CaplBinOrani 
Duff  the  necessity  of  preventing  the  Rajah 
having  any  intercourse  whatever  wiih  any 
other  State  —  and  the  ati])ulations  in  ibe 
Treaty  sufficiently  evince  how  strong  ibe 
opinion  of  Mr.  Elphinstone  on  this  sub- 
ject was.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Control  bad  read  a  letter 
from  Captain  Grant  Duff,  so  early  as 
March,  1819,  showing  that  the  Rajah  was 
addicted  to  intrigue,  and  was  a  complete 
adept  in  dissimulation.  General  Briggs, 
when  addressing  the  Government,  states 
that  he  is  tenacious  of  his  prerogative,  and 
is  daily  becoming  more  impatient  of  our 
control,  and  expresses  his  apprehension 
that  he  may  be  detected  in  intrigues  which 
may  lead  to  his  ultimate  turn.  General 
Robertson  stales,  that  he  knew  of  the  Goa 
intrigue  ;  and  General  Lodwick,  the  fourth 
and  last  Political  Agent,  when  addressing 
the  Government  on  the  18th  of  August, 
1836,  says— 

"That  His  Highness,  the  Rajah,  is  ambi- 
tious, and  capable  of  giving  countenance  lo 
any  conspiracy  that  has  the  advancement  of 
that  object  io  view,  I  have  no  doubt.  So  far 
back  as  November,  1885,  a  devoted  friend  nf 
the  British  Government  privately  reported  lo 
me,  that  the  conversation  between  His  High- 
ness and  his  particular  intimates  constantly 
hinged  on  the  downhll  of  Ihe  British  Goieio- 
ment.  He  further  mentioned,  that  there  were 
rumours  of  a  combioation,  to  join  which  His 
Highness  was  invited — adding,  thai  he  very 
possibly  might  be  flattered  into  acceding  to  the 
plot.  Nothing  short  of  the  high  respectability 
of  my  informant  could  have  induced  me  lo 
give  a  moment's  credit  to  their  report." 
Again,  on  the  9th  of  September,  he  sayi — 
"  That  it  was  beyond  doubt  that  the  Itsjah 
had  proved  faithless  to  his  eogogbmcnts  with 
the  Bntish  Government  :"^ 
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And  on    ihe   lOtb    of   September,    he 
writes:  — 


"  Deeply  u  I  regret  the  error 
nets  the  Rajah,  1  can  discover  i 
circumstances  ;" — 


ofHisHigh- 
0  extenuaiing 


And  he  Eubaequenily  reported  to  Govern- 
iDeot  that  the  Rajah  had  gradually  in- 
creased ihe  troops  in  his  service,  and  even 
suggested  to  Government  the  expediency 
of  sending  additional  iroo|>s  lo  Sattara ; 
and,  lastly.  General  Lodwick  van  so  ap- 
prehensive of  the  consequences  that  mi^ht 
arise  from  the  unauthorized  communica- 
tioDS  of  the  Rajah,  that  he  told  him  that 
the  fate  of  Bajee  Rao  would  be  his  own. 
Such  were  the  opinions  of  these  otiicers, 
when  on  the  spot,  and  in  the  execution  of 
their  duty.  He  admtited,  with  the  hon. 
Member,  that  tliey  have  subsequenlly  ex- 
pressed opinions  of  a  different  characier, 
and  most  favourable  to  the  Rajah  ;  and  he 
hoped  he  need  not  add,  that  he  (Mr. 
Hogg)  gave  these  gentlemen  full  credit 
for  the  sincerity  of  the  opinions  which 
they  expressed  ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say, 
that  he  attached  more  weight  to  opin- 
ions f;iven  deliberately,  under  the  pressure 
and  responsibility  of  public  duty,  than  to 
sentimeniB  eipressed  when  the  case  of  the 
Rajah  had  become  the  subject  of  excited, 
and  rather  angry  discussion.  Before  re- 
plying to  the  observations  of  the  hon 
Member,  as  to  the  charges  against  the 
Kajah,  he  would  ask  permission  to  give  a 
very  brief  sketch  of  ihe  charges,  and  of 
Ihe  nature  of  the  evidence  adduced 
support  of  them.  In  1836,  Colonel 
I/)dwick  apprized  the  Government  that 
attempts  had  been  made  by  the  Rajah  to 
corrupt  (he  fidelity  of  our  native  troops, 
by  tampering  with  certain  native  officers 
belonging  10  a  regiment  then  stationed  al 
Bombay.  This  wet  not  stated  by  Colonel 
Lodwick  as  an  idle  rumour,  entitled  to 
liitle  attention.  It  was  a  grave  represents 
tion  made  by  him  in  the  discharge  of  his 
public  duty,  and  it  would  appear,  from 
hii  letters  lo  Government  on  ihe  occasion, 
that  he  then  believed  ihe  charge  to  be 
well  founded.  In  August,  alluding  to  the 
officers  who  gave  him  Ihe  information,  be 
says — 

"  The  circumstances  within  roy  knowledge, 
detailed  in  the  depositions  of  the  native  ofBi 
cers,  adniil  of  no  doubt  of  their  credibility," 
And  again,  when  forwarding  the  depori- 
lious  to  the  Govemmeot,  he  sayt 


reliance  may  be  placed  on  their  correctness, 
boih  from  Ihe  lespectability  of  the  deponents, 
and  corroborating  cifcumsiances  within  roy 
knowledge." 

[n  consequence  of  this  information,  and 
not  in  consequence  of  an  anonymous 
letter,  as  alleged  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose — the  Government  appointed  a 
Secret  Commission  to  investi<;ale  the 
!r,  composed  of  Colonel  Lodwick, 
Willoughby,  Political  Secretary  to 
the  Government,  and  Colonel  Ovnns,  then 
Quarter  Master  General ;  and  this  Com- 
mission, after  a  laborious  inquiry,  came 
unanimously  to  the  conclusion  that  the 
charges  against  the  Rajah  were  fully 
proved.  And  what  was  the  nature  of  the 
charge  thus  proved  ?  An  attempt  to  cor- 
rupt the  very  life-blood  of  our  Indian  Em- 
pire. Before  the  Commission  was  issued, 
several  persons  at  Sattara  had  been  taken 
inio  custody  at  the  suggestion  of  Colonel 
Lodwick,  including  Govind  Rao,  the 
Dewan  of  the  Rajah.  After  the  Commis- 
sion had  closed  its  proceedings,  this  per- 
son was  sent  as  a  kind  of  State  prisoner, 
first  to  Poonah,  and  afterwards  to  Ahmed- 
nugger.  About  this  time  also,  Girjabee, 
the  mother  of  Govind  Rao,  actuated  either 
by  feelings  of  irritation  against  the  Rajah 
for  havini;;  surrendiTed  her  son,  or  by  the 
hopes  of  obtaining  her  son's  liberation, 
presented  a  petition  lo  Government,  stat- 
ing ihe  names  of  several  persons  impli- 
caled  in  these  transactions.  These  persons 
were  in  conseriuence  examined,  and  their 
lesliniony  corroborated  and  confirmed  the 
evidence  taken  under  the  Commission, 
But  the  strongest  corroboration,  arising 
from  coincidence  of  evidence,  was  (he 
statement  of  Govind  Rao  himself,  who,  at 
a  distance  of  nearly  100  miles,  and  ex- 
amined by  a  magistrate  wholly  uncon- 
nected with  the  matter,  conarmi  by  his 
testimony  ihe  evidence  given  at  Sattara. 
The  importance  of  ihis  evidence  was  felt 
by  the  adherents  of  the  Rajah,  and  how 
did  they  meet  it?  By  alleging  ihat  Govind 
Rao  was  confined  in  a  dark  dungeon  at 
the  peril  of  his  life,  and  that  ihe  statement 
was  extorted  from  him  by  Mr.  Hutt,  the 
magistrate  of  the  district.  Now  what 
were  the  facts  as  appears  by  Mr,  Hutt's 
letter  lo  Government?  That  he  ordered 
a  separate  House  lo  be  taken  for  Govind 
Rao,  who  was  treated  with  every  con- 
sideration, and  that  Govind  Rao  himself 
otunteered  the  statement  which  was  taken 


"They  were  liken  separately;   and  full  I  in  Mr.  Hutt's  own  houie,  Gofind  Rao 
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writJDg;  it  in  Mabratls,  nhile  Mr.  Huit 
took  it  in  Englith.  He  woutcl  now  notice 
the  objections  urged  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  to  the  proceedings  under 
[he  CommiMion.  The  hon.  Member  al- 
leged, that  the  Rajah  hai]  not  been  Tur- 
nished  nilh  a  copy  of  the  evidence,  or  <i 
list  or  the  witnesses,  and  that  he  wa> 
refused  permission  to  bring  wiiti  bini  an 
adviser.  It  uag  true  that  the  Commission 
was  a  secret  one  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Hogg)  con- 
tended that  everything  was  conceded  to 
the  Rajah  that  was  requisite  for  his  in- 
formation, or  for  the  means  of  defence. 
After  the  witnesses  had  been  exemined, 
and  a  prima  facie  case  had  been  estab- 
lished, (he  llajah  was  invited  lo  attend 
the  Commission.  He  was  requesied,  or 
to  use  the  words  of  the  Commission,  he 
was — 

"  F.arneslly  piessed  to  allow  ihe  evidences, 
who  were  in  aitendance,  iot>e  introduced,  that 
he   might  hear   iheir  tiislory  from  llieir  own 

But  he  peremptorily  declined  being  con- 
fronted with  the  witnesses,  as  derogatory 
lo  his  dignity.  The  evidence  ofihe  prin- 
cipal witnesses  was  read  over  to  him; 
whatever  he  had  (o  say,  or  suggest,  was 
attended  lo;  several  written  memoranda 
were  received  from  him  and  recorded, 
all  the  witnesses  whom  he  chose  to  n 
were  examined.  He  was  lold  that 
might  be  accompanied,  if  he  wished,  by 
any  friend,  and  he  was,  in  f<<ct,  ace 
panied  by  his  brother  and  Ralah  Sahib 
■Senaputlee.  He  had  wished  to  he  attended 
by  A  barrister  of  the  Supreme  Court  at 
Bombay,  which  the  Commissioners  m 
properly  refused, and  this  was  the  grievai 
on  which  so  much  stress  had  been  h 
The  hon.  Member  had  alleged,  that 
witnesses  adduced  were  wholly  unworthy 
of  credit,  and  that  the  charge  had  beer 
fabricated,  for  his  own  purposes,  by  Bcl- 
Isjea  Punt  Nathoo :  snd  he  read  an  extract 
from  a  speech  or  letter  of  General  Lod- 
wick,  reflecting;  severely  on  Ballajee  Pi 
N.-iihoo,  and  leprescnting  him  as  hostile  to 
the  Rajah,  and  designating  him  a: 
arch  informer.  Now,  he  (Mr,  Hogg)w 
confidently  state,  that  he  did  not  believe 
there  was  any  native  in  India  nf  higher 
character  and  intcEcrity,  or  mote  deseiving 
of  credit,  than  Bjlhjee  Punt  Natlioo, 
Mr.  Elphinttone  slates  that  Ballnjee  Punt 
Nathoo  had  been  connected  with  the 
Poonah   Residency  from   the  year  1 


that  he  entered  the  Residency  employment 
'316;  and  lo  use  his  own  words,  ke 

says — 

"  In  the  troubles  that  followed,  and  ia  the 
settlement  of  llie  country,  he  (Ballajee  Punt 
Nalhoo]  showed  himself  an  able,  zealous,  and 
trustworthy  public  servant.  IJe  was  my  prin- 
cipal native  agent,  during  most  of  the  time  I 
WHS  in  Ihe  Deccan,  wrs  consulted  by  me  on 
all  subjects,  and  gave  me  every  reason  to  be 
aatisRstl  with  bis  judgment  and  fidelity. " 

When  Ballajee  Punt  Nalhoo  was  pro- 
duced, and  examined  before  the  Commis- 
sion, his  name,  at  the  suggestion  of  Co* 
tonel  LodwicV,  was  not  recorded.  Did 
Mr.  Willoughby  and  Colonel  Ovans  neg. 
led  to  inquire  as  to  the  character  of  m 
person  produced  under  such  circum- 
stances? No  such  thing.  They  placed 
Colonel  Lodwick  liiroself  in  the  wiineu 
box,  and  the  foUowiog  was  the  result.  He 
was  asked — 
"  Are  you  Intimately  acquajnled  with  the 

Serson  whose  evidence  was  tatien  at  the  last 
ay's  meeting,  whose  name    has   not  been 
recorded  ?" 
His  answer  was : — 

"  I  have  been  intimate  with  him  since  I 
have  been  at  Satlura,  whenever  he  vitiis  the 
place ;  and  from  hii  extremely  liiKh  character, 
and  influence  over  (lie  Itajab,  I  have  bean 
enabled  to  carry  points  and  settle  dispaiei 
which  I  should  have  hardly  been  able  to  effect 
without  him." 

Question. — "  From  your  knowledge  of  his 
character,  have  you  full  confidence  in  hii  ve- 

Answer, — "  Yes,  1  have,  as  far  as  in  any 
native  in  India  I  have  ever  known.  His  lot- 
mer  intimacy  with,  and  the  confidence  reposed 
in  him  by.  roost  eminent  men  now  in  Kng- 
land,  are  the  best  proof  of  his  high  charac- 

Question—"  Do  you  thinV  it  likely  that  be 
is  so  much  in  Ihe  interest  of  Anpa  Sahih,  the 
Hajab's  brother,  as  to  induce  him  to  deviate 
from  the  trutli  ?" 

Answer—"  No,  I  do  not." 

lie  had  said  that  Colonel  Ixidwick,  Mr. 
Willoughby,  and  Colonel  Ovans  were 
unanimous  in  declaring  that  the  RajaU 
had  been  proved  guilty  of  an  atiempi  to 
corrupt  our  native  sepovs.  Sir  R.  Grnni, 
tlie  Governor  of  Bombay,  and  all  the 
Members  of  his  Council,  after  perusing 
the  evidence,  came  to  the  same  conclu- 
sion. Lord  Auckliind,  the  Oovcrnor- 
General  of  India,  and  all  the  Members  of 
Council,  with  the  exception  of  Mr.  Shake- 
spear,  were  equally  laiisfied   as  to  the 
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Rajah'>  guilt.  Sir  Robert  Grant,  though 
futly  sntUfied  or  (he  guilt  of  the  Rajah, 
look  a  lenient  view,  and  suggested  some 
veiy  trifling  punithment ;  the  Govern- 
ment  oT  Indiu  regarded  the  matter  ai 
deserving  much  more  serious  notice,  and 
Mr.  Shakespear  himseir  admitted,  that 
if  his  doubts  as  10  the  evidence  were  re- 
moved, the  punishment  ought  to  he  of 
the  severest  character.  And  here,  let  it 
be  observed,  that  when  Mr.  Shakespear 
expressed  his  doubts,  he  had  only  read 
the  evidence  taken  by  the  Commission  at 
Satlara,  and  that  he  died  before  that 
evidence  had  been  supported  and  fariified 
by  subsequent  inquiries.  Shortly  afier 
the  Report  of  the  Commission,  Colonel 
Lodwick  was  removed  from  the  Hesi- 
dencjof  Satlara,  and  Colonel  Ovans  was 
appointed  in  bis  place.  By  him  the  in. 
vestigation  was  continued,  and  in  the 
course  of  that  inquiry  he  discovered  the 
first  traces  of  the  intrigues  and  corre- 
spondence with  the  Government  of  Goa, 
and  the  ex-Rajah  of  Nagpore.  The  evi- 
dence, oral  and  documentary,  as  to  the 
Rajah's  intercourse  with  the  authorities 
at  Goa,  fur  the  purpose  of  subvening  our 
authority,  was  so  voluminous  and  complex, 
that  it  would  be  impossible  to  attempt 
even  a  sketch  of  il.  He  admitted  fully 
the  folly  and  absurdity  of  the  scheme ;  hiit 
he  at  the  same  time  contended,  that  the 
charge  was  proved  and  substantiated  be- 
yond the  possibility  of  a  doubt.  It  had 
been  urged,  that  the  charge  respecting 
Goa  was  a  conspiracy,  got  up  Tor  the  pur- 
pose of  completing  the  ruin  of  the  Rajah. 
How,  he  would  ask,  was  that  allegation 
consistent  with  the  fact  that  General 
Robertson  left  the  RealdL-ncy  in  the  year 
1831,  ailmlticd  that  he  had  heard  of  the 
Goa  intrigue  when  he  was  at  Sattara,  and 
had  represented  to  the  Rajah,  tiiat  the 
prosecution  of  it  would  involve  him  in 
difficulty,  and  probably  be  the  ruin  of  the 
Raj  ?  If  it  were  a  conspiracy,  he  must 
say,  that  the  conspirators  gave  themselves 
a  vast  deal  of  unnecessary  trouble,  and 
exposed  themselves  to  much  unnecessary 
risk  of  detection,  by  adducing  no  less  than 
forty  witnesses.  But,  independently  of 
the  evidence  of  witnesses  and  docuinents, 
there  was  corroboraiive  testimony  of  a 
very  remarkable  character.  Mr,  Spooner, 
the  Collector  of  the  District  of  Rutnag- 
herry,  received  secret  information  of  nn 
intended  attack  upon  the  Treasury  at 
Vtngorla,  and  in  consequence  of  that  in- 


formation instituted  an  inquiry.  Here 
was  an  inquiry,  at  a  remote  station,  by  a 
magistrate  wholly  unconnected  with  Sat- 
tara, and  for  a  wholly  different  purpose, 
and  yet,  in  the  course  of  that  investiga- 
tion, evidence  was  taken,  strongly  con- 
firming and  corroborating  that  given  at 
Sattara,  relative  to  the  Goa  intrigue.  The 
hon.  Member  had  ridiculed  the  absurdity 
of  the  Goa  intrigue,  and  had  expressed 
his  astonishment  that  the  Government 
could  have  wasted  iheir  lime  in  inquiring 
into  such  a  matter.  He  fully  admitted 
the  absurdity  of  the  scheme  ;  but  he  de- 
nied that  the  wisdom  or  the  folly  of  the 
Rsjah's  intrigues,  formed  any  element  in 
the  consideration  of  the  matter.  Or,  to 
use  the  words  of  Sir  Robert  Grant — 

"  To  play  at  treason  is  a  dangerous  sport ; 
and  I  am  much  inclined  to  believe,  that  a 
State  which  consents  to  laugh  ai  such  jests  as 
these,  will  quickly  be  in  a  situation  1o  justlTy 
the  utmost  derision  of  its  enemies.'' 

The  last  charje.  that  of  corresponding 
with  Appa  Sahib,  the  ex-Rajah  of  Nag- 
pore, was  also  most  fully  proved.  And 
what,  he  would  ask,  was  the  conduct  of 
the  Rajah,  when  the  letter  addressed  to 
him  by  Appa  Sahib  was  produced  and 
shown  to  him  by  .Sir  James  Carnac?  Did 
he  indignantly  repudiate  the  charge,  or 
deny  the  authenticity  of  the  letter?  No 
such  thing — he  evaded  any  direct  answer, 
by  alleging  that  the  receipt  of  letters  did 
not  constitute  gnili  on  the  part  of  those 
who  received  them  ;  and  by  asking,  where 
are  my  answers  ?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose  endeavoured  to  create  the  im- 
pression, that  the  Bombay  authorities 
were  hostile  to  the  Rajah,  while  the  Su- 
preme Government  and  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors disregarded  the  charges,  and  dis- 
approved of  the  investigation,  A  very 
unfair  Impression  mi^h the  created  by  read- 
ing part  of  a  despatch  or  a  minute  with- 
out stating  the  time  or  circumstances 
when  it  was  written.  It  was  true,  that  the 
Governor  General  expressed  his  appre- 
hension as  to  the  danger  of  becoming  in- 
volved in  an  indefinjie  and  incoocluslve 
inquiry;  and  fuither  expressed  his  appre- 
hension, that  the  inquiries  might  create 
feelings  of  mistrust  and  Insecurity  through- 
out fndia.  Previously,  however,  to  the 
receipt  of  this  communication,  the  Go- 
vernment of  Bombay  had  obtained  the 
clue  to  the  whole  intrigue;  and,  without 
troubling  the  House  by  further  reference 
to  the  correspondence  (hat  look   place 
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gesied  :  tliongh  he  diciinctly  recorded  h» 
opinion,  that  upon  a  reconiideration  of 
the  evidence  and  inxpeciion  or  ihe  original 
documenii,  and  hii  own  observation!  aince 
his  arrival,  there  was  not  a  ahadow  of 
doubt  in  his  mind  ai  to  the  guilt  of  the 
Rnjah,  on  the  three  charges  preferred 
against  him.  Sir  Jame*  Carnac  having 
obtained  (he  sanction  and  ajiprobation  of 
the  Government  of  [ndia,  proceeded  hin- 
aell'  10  Sattara  for  the  purpose  of  carrying 
into  execution  hii  own  leniei>t  and  mer< 
ciful  suggestion.  He  had  four  BeverKl 
inlerviens  with  the  Rajah,  and  no  one 
could  read  his  narrative  of  Ihe  trantaction, 
without  being  forcibly  struck  by  the  anx- 
ious solicitude  evinced  by  him  to  retain 
the  Rajah  in  his  position,  and  save  him 
from  impending  ruin.  After  addressing 
him  in  rhe  most  conciiiaiory  language,  be 
put  into  his  hands  a  Mahratta  piper, 
which  the  Rxjab  was  required  to  sign, 
and  the  traniUlion  of  which  he  would 
read  to  the  House  : — 


pending  the  inquiry,  he  would  confidently 
state,  that  no  one  could  peruse  that  cor- 
respondence without  feeling  satished  that 
no  Indian  authority  had  any  hostile  feel- 
ing towards  the  RaJHh,  or  any  intention 
or  wish  to  depose  him  ;  and  ihat  nothing 
but  a  clear  conviction  of  the  Rajah's  suili, 
and  an  imperative  aense  of  public  duty, 
could  have  induced  them  lo  adopt  harsh 
measures.  When  the  whole  of  the  in- 
quiry bad  been  terminated,  all  the  autho- 
niies  were  clearly  satisiied  as  to  his  guili ; 
but,  there  was  tnuch  discussion,  and,  at 
firat,  some  little  diversity  of  opinion,  as  to 
the  best  mode  of  proceeding,  in  conaf- 
quence  of  that  guilt.  At  this  time  Sir 
Robert  Grant  died,  and  was  succeeded  in 
the  government  of  Bombay  by  Sir  James 
Carnac,  who  wag  invested  with  full  powers 
to  determine  the  best  course,  and  lo  bring 
the  matter  to  a  speedy  conclusion.  Sir 
Jatnes  Carnac  had  been  in  the  chair  at 
the  India  House,  and  it  was  a  matii-r  of 
notoriety  that  his  views  and  opinions  were 
favourable  lo  the  Rajali  of  Sattara.  Sir 
James  Carnac  arrived  in  Bombay  in  June, 
1839,  and,  in  several  minutes,  took  a  re- 
view of  the  case,  concluding  by  strongly 
expressing  his  opinion  in  favour  of  s  mild 
and  lenient  course  of  proceeding.  He 
suggested  tiist  a  strong  remonstrance 
should  be  addressed  lo  the  Rajah,  slating, 
that  the  Indian  Government  conaidereil 
it  proved  that  he  had  entered  inio  irre- 
gular and  unwarranted  communications 
with  the  Goa  authorities,  and  with  Appa 
Satiih,  the  ex-Rajah  of  Nagpore,  and  had 
attempted  to  seduce  from  their  allegiance 
nalive  officers  in  the  service  of  the  British 
Government.  That,  nevertheless,  the  Bri- 
tish Government  were  willing  to  throw 
oblivion  overall  that  had  passed,  upon  his 
renewing  and  scrupulously  adhering  to 
the  former  Treaty,  and  undertaking  not 
to  injure  the  persons  or  families  of  those 
who  had  taken  part  in  Ihe  proceedings 
against  him.  Subsequently  to  this  pro- 
posal. Sir  James  Carnac  received  a  de- 
spatch from  the  Governor  General,  eiic-los- 
ing  copies  of  the  minutes  of  the  Council 
of  India,  »ho  wereunanimously  of  opinion 
lhat  the  charges  against  the  Rajah  had 
been  fully  proved,  and  had  subjected  him 
to  the  penally  of  deposition.  The  receipt 
of  that  despatch,  and  the  strong  opinions 
expressed  by  the  Governor  General  and 
bis  Council,  made  no  alteration  in  the 
seniimenlB  of  Sir  James  Carnac,  who  siill 
adhered  to  the  lenient  cotirte  he  had  lug- 


"  Information  having  been  received  by  the 
British  (lovernment,  lhat  your  Uishness,  nis- 
led  by  evil  advisers,  had,  in  breach  of  ihe 
Treaty  which  placed  ynu  on  the  Ibrooe,  eo- 
leret)  into  coDimunications  hostile  to  the  Bri. 
lish  Uovernment,  an  inquiry  into  theie  accii> 
aations  was  conaidered  inili:>pens.ible.  This 
i«i|uiry  has  salisGed  the  Britiih  Government, 
iliBl  your  Highiiesj  has  exposed  yourself  to 
the  sacrifice  of  its  alliance  and  protection. 
Nevertheless,  moved  by  considerations  of 
clemency  towards  your  Highness  and  your 
family,  the  British  Government  baa  resoWed 
entirely  to  oveilook  what  has  past,  on  the  foU 
lowing  conditions,  namely : — 

"  Firs  I,— That  your  Highness  now  binds 
yourself  strictly,  and  in  good  faith,  lo  act  np 
lilernlty  lo  all  the  Articles  of  lite  Treaty  of 
lhe35lh  of  September,  181Q,  and  especially 
io  the  .Second  Article  of  that  TreHi;,  which  is 
as  follows: — The  KaJ.ih,  for  himtelf,  and  for 
bis  heirs  and  successors,  engages  to  hold  the 
territory  in  subordinate  co-operation  with  the 
Briiisli  Goveintnent,  end  to  be  guided  in  all 
mailers  by  the  advice  of  the  British  Aijenl  at 
his  lliehnesi's  Court. 

"Second, — That  your  Highness  binds  your- 
self to  pay  your  brother  Appa  Sahib  Maharaj, 
whatever  allowances  he  hoi  heretofore  re- 
ceived, and  to  put  him  in  possession  of  all 
his  private  properly;  and,  should  any  dis- 
pute arise  on  this  subject,  the  same  is  lo  be 
referred  to  the  Resident,  for  adjustment,  Appa 
Sahib  Maharaj  is  also  to  be  permitted  to  reside 
at  any  place  he  himself  may  choose,  under 
the  [iroteclion  of  the  British  Governmanl. 

"  Third.— That  Bulwunt  Row  Chilnavees  b« 
dismissed  from  your  Highness's  counsels,  and 
not  permitted  to  reside  wiibin  year  Highness's 
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l«rrllory  without  the  unclioD  of  iba  British 
GoTemmeni. 

"  Fourth,— The  persons  whose  names  are  io- 
lerted  in  a  separate  list  having  been  guaran- 
teed by  Ihe  British  GoTcroinent  ■□  {lenoo, 
property,  and  allowances  of  every  description, 
as  Ihe  same  stood  in  July,  1836,  this  guaran- 
tee is  to  be  binding  on  your  Ilighoess,  and  all 
complaints  against  ihem  are  to  be  referred  lo 
Ihe  Resident.  Should  it  appear  necessary 
hereafter,  to  the  British  Govemuieni,  to  add 
the  names  of  any  other  persons  to  this  list, 
the  same  guarantee  is  lobe  extended  lo  Ihem, 
and  it  is  to  be  acted  upon  in  good  failh  by 
your  Highness,  in  any  manner  that  may  be 
pointed  out  by  the  British  Uovermnent.  All 
compinipts  sgainsl  ihese  persons  are  also  to 
ba  referred  to  the  Briiisb  Resident  for  his 
adjustment. 

"  The  above  are  the  terms  to  be  agreed  to 
by  your  Highness,  and  these  condiiions  are  lo 
be  coniidered  as  supplemental  to  the  Treaty 
of  ihe  25lh  September,  1819,  and  lobe  signed 
and  sealed  as  such,  by  your  Highness;  that 
there  can  be  no  modifiealion  in  these  terms, 
as  your  Ilighness's  sincere  well-wisher,  ihe 
British  Government  offers  (hem  in  the  confi- 
dence that  your  Highneis's  penetration  will 
Kcognize  iheir  moderation,  and  the  eipedi- 
eQcy  of  a  prompt  acquiescence.  It  is  conS- 
denlly  eKpecLed,  also,  that  the  clemency  of  the 
British  Oovernraent  in  preaerving  your  Slate 
(raj)  wilt  be  duly  appreciaied  by  your  High- 
ness, as  it  cannot  fail  lo  be  by  the  general 
voice  ol  this  country,  and  induce  your  High- 
ness, for  the  future,  scrupulously  to  maintain 
itie  relations  of  friendship  and  mutual  confi- 
dence, by  acting  up  to  tlie  provisions  and 
principles  of  the  Treaty." 
Now,  let  il  be  observeJ,  that  the  Rajah 
was  not  called  upon  to  enter  loLo  any  new 
tercni — he  was  merely  required  to  observe 
■tricily,  and  in  good  faith,  the  Treaty  that 
he  had  already  entered  into;  and  this  he 
peremptorily  refused  to  agree  to,  or 
alleging  that  he  had  three  several  times 
refused  to  sign  the  origioal  Treat;. 
James  Caroac  disliticdy  states,  ihi 
WBB  to  this,  the  first  of  the  coDdilioas  In 
the  paper,  that  the  Rajah  expressed  the 
greatest  objection,  slatiog,  that  by  sigoing 
it,  he  would  reduce  liimseir  lo  the  condi- 
tloti  of  a  Mamlutdar,  or  farmer  of  the 
district.  The  hoa.  Member  has  slated, 
that  ibe  Rajah  was  called  upon  lo  admit 
his  guilt,  and  that  he,  therefore,  refused 
to  sign  the  conditions  proposed  to  him. 
It  is  true,  that  the  preamble  states,  that 
the  British  Ooverament  were  satisfied  ai 
lo  the  guilt  of  the  Rajah  ;  but  he  himself 
was  not  called  upon  for  any  explicit  ad' 
mission  of  his  guilt.   It  was  lodispeasably 


preamble,  for  the  renewal  of  Ihe  for- 
mer Treaty,  and  the  inlrotluclioD  of 
the  other  conditions  in  the  proposed 
Paper;  and  be  (Mr.  Hogg)  did  not  see 
how  the  preamble  could  have  been  ren- 
dered less  ofTensive.  Besides,  Sir  James 
Carnac  distinctly  slates,  that  the  objec- 
tion of  llie  Rajah  was  not  to  the  pream- 
ble. He  particularly  requested  him  to 
point  out  the  particular  part  of  the  terms 
which  lie  objected  lo,  and  in  reply  the 
Rajah  distinctly  refused  to  sign  any  new 
agreement  whatsoever.  Sir  James  Car- 
nac sitys,  towards  the  conclusion  of  his 
last  Minute — 

''  His  conversatioo  wilb  me  and  his  past 
conduct  hare  satisfied  me,  that  he  is  a  man 
whom  no  Treaty  can  bind,  and  thai  he  is  firmly 
resolved  not  lo  re-enter  into  and  fulfil  the 
stipulations  of  the  Treaiy  under  which  be  was 
enthroned." 

He  attributes  his  failure  to  the  inflated 
and  erroneoui  impressions  which  had  been 
instilled  into  the  Rajah's  mmd ;  and, 
above  all,  to  the  confidence  he  reposed 
in  the  oumerous  agencies  he  had  estab- 
lished in  India  and  in  Eoglsnd.  He  (Mr. 
Hogg)  could  not  slate  loo  strongly  his 
own  opinion,  that  such  agents,  whether 
native  or  European,  were  the  bane  of  every 
native  Power  that  employed  them.  Sir 
Jaiuea  Carnsc  haviog  tried  in  vain,  during 
four  interviews,  to  induce  the  Riijah  to 
accede  to  his  proposal,  and  avoid  the  ruin 
that  must  await  his  refusal,  wss  com- 
pelled most  reluctantly  lo  determine  on 
deposing  him,  and  placing  his  brother 
in  his  stead.  Still,  however,  be  was  un- 
willing to  carry  this  seveie  sentence  iota 
immediate  execution ;  and  on  leaving 
Saltara,  instructed  the  Political  Agent  to 
send  after  him  soy  communicatioDs  which 
he  might  receive  from  the  Rajah,  hopiog 
still  to  save  the  infatuated  Prince.  He 
(Mr.  Hogg)  would  confidently  ask  the 
House,  if  it  was  consistent  with  our  char- 
acter, and  our  safety,  in  India,  to  pass 
over,  without  notice,  the  attempt  of  a 
native  Prince,  however  limited  his  power, 
to  subvert  the  British  authority;  and  he 
would  further  ask  whelher  it  was  possible 
to  suggest  a  course  more  lenient  than  that 
proposed  by  Sir  James  Carnac?  The 
suggestion  was  entirely  his  own,  and  op- 
posed Id  the  opinions  of  the  other  autho- 
rities in  India  ;  and  every  feeling  that 
could  influence  a  public  man  must  have 
combined  to  make  him  use  every  effort  for 


necfisaary  lo  assign  some  reason  in  the  ]  Ihe  succesi  of  his  own  proposal,  Tha  hon. 
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Member  Tor  Montroie  bad  asked,  with 
regard  lo  the  Goa  inirigue,  whether  any 
reference  od  the  (ubject  bad  been  made 
to  ibe  Portugueie  Gorernment?  Why 
did  not  the  bon.  Member  tell  the  Houie 
that  he  himseir  had  wrilteD  to  the  noble- 
man who  at  that  time  wa»  Governor  at 
Goa?  And  what  waa  the  aniverof  the 
Governor?  Not  that  he  had  no  corre- 
apoodence  or  commiinication  with  the  Ra- 
jah of  Sattaru;  but  that  he  had  nocor- 
reapoadence  relating  to  political  matteii. 
What  right,  be  would  aik,  bad  the  Rajah 
of  Sattara  to  commuoicaie  at  all  with  the 
Portugueie  Governor,  or  with  any  foreign 
authority  whaltoever?  He  was  expre«tly 
prohibited  from  having  any  coDnnuoicaiioii 
with  any  foreign  authority  ;  and  the  for- 
feiture of  hii  domioion  wai  declared  to  be 
ibe  penalty  annaxed  to  the  violation  of 
that  condition.  Before  leaving  this  part 
of  the  subject,  he  would  ask  permisiion  to 
read  two  extracts  from  a  minute  recorded 
by  the  late  Mr.  Edmocitone,  one  of  the 
ablest  and  moat  benevolent  men  that  ever 
adorned  the  Bcitiah  service  in  India;  one 
known  to  be  ever  foremost  in  mahliining 
the  rights  and  privileges  of  native  Princes ; 
and,  in  political  experience  and  know- 
ledge, Bcarcely  iofeiior  even  to  Mr,  Elph- 
instone. 

"  Tba  pHDCipatily  of  Sittara  had  no  eiisl- 
eoce  antecedently  to  the  formiiioa  of  the 
Treaty  with  the  lUjah.  By  the  subversion  of 
the  Peishwa's  power,  his  tcrritarial  possei- 
sioos,  of  which  Ihe  lerritoriei  now  composing 
the  Stale  of  Saltan  formed  a  part,  together 
with  all  the  rights  of  sovereignty  and  suprem- 
acy which  he  exercised,  devolved  upon  ui. 
The  Mahratta  Federative  Compact  was  dis- 
•oived  :  the  nominal  supremacy  of  the  impris- 
oned descendant  of  Sevajee  was  virtually  ex- 
lingaishcd  ;  the  materials  which  formerly  con- 
stituted the  Mahratta  Empire  were  dissipated. 
The  full  extent  of  the  Rajah's  claioi  upon  the 
justice,  and  even  the  liberality  of  the  British 
Government,  might  have  been  satisfied  fay  a 
adpend  or  a  jagbetr ;  its  policy  awarded  to 
him  a  dominion,  under  special  reilrictions  how- 
ever, having  speciBcally  for  its  object  to  guard 
against  the  assumption  of  that  titular  aoprem- 
acy  to  which  he  still  considered  himself  ii> 
possess  an  hereditary  claim. 


"  Finally,  [  must  maintain,  that  in  political 
queitians  intolving  the  lights,  Interests,  and 
conduct  of  its  allies  and  dependants,  the  rul- 
ing power  is  the  sole  and  proper  judge;  and 
that,  in  the  case  now  under  consideration,  the 
British  Goternmeot  was  not  required  to  put 
the  Rajah  on  his  trial,  and  to  fae  governed  by 
the  issue  «f  it  j  but  wu  stricHi'  justified  in 


{COMMONS} 


Satlara. 


deciding,  on  the  ground  of  recorded  and  in- 
disputed  facts,  that  by  his  conduct  he  had  in- 
curred the  forfeiture  of  his  dominion,  and  that 
it  was  placed  under  the  absolute  necessity  of 
carrying  that  decision  into  effect  on  his  refus- 
ing to  accede  to  the  terms  of  a  new  Treaty, 
which,  although  it  necessarily  involved  either 
a  direct  or  inferential  acknowledgment  of  his 
miscoiiduct,  yet  only  required  him  in  future  to 
abide  by  the  principles  of  his  original  agree- 
ment, the  conditions  of  which  he  had  failed  lo 
observe." 

There  might  be  some  diversity  of  opinion 
as  to  the  mode  of  eondncting  the  diSereol 
investigations,  and  as  to  the  policy  of 
scanning  too  minutely  every  violation 
of  political  faith  by  subordinate  native 
Princes;  but  the  main  and  substantial 
question  before  the  House  was  the  guilt  of 
the  Aajah  ;  and  he  solemnly  declared,  he 
could  not  underatand  how  any  one  who 
had  perused  the  Papers  could  entertain  a 
doubt  a*  to  bis  guiit,  or  the  justice  of  the 
punishtneot  inflicted.  He  now  came  to 
the  charges  of  personal  corruption  against 
Colonel  Ovaos  aad  Bsliajee  Punt  Naihoo ; 
and  he  must  first  expreis  bis  deep  regret 
that  an  hon.  Member  who  look  such  ■ 
deep  interest  in  the  affairs  of  India,  and 
was  well  acquainted  with  the  character  of 
its  civil  and  military  servants,  should  have 
felt  it  his  duty  to  bring  forward  such  a 
charge  proceeding  front  auch  a  source. 
Hie  Houae  would  bear  in  mind,  that  when 
calling  their  attention  to  the  proceedinga 
under  the  Commisiion,  be  bad  stated  that 
Geerja  Baee,  the  mother  of  Govind  Rao, 
had  presented  a  petition  to  Government, 
giving  the  namea  of  aeveral  persona  im. 
plicated  in  the  matter  then  under  investi- 
gation, and  able  to  afford  important  infor- 
mation. There  was  some  difficulty  in  as- 
certaining the  person  who  bad  been  em- 
ployed by  Geerja  Baea  to  write  ihat 
petition.  At  length,  Kruahnajee  Sndatew 
voluntarily  came  forward,  and  staled  to 
Colonel  Ovans  .ihat  he  bad  wrilUn  the 
petilionby  the  desire  of  Geerja  Baee;  and, 
lo  remove  all  doubt  as  to  the  truth  of  his 
allegation,  he  produced  a  duplicate  of 
that  petition,  the  original  having  never 
been  out  of  the  possession  of  Colonel 
Ovans,  thereby  proving  most  satisfactorily 
that  he,  Kruahnajee,  had  written  and  pre- 
pared the  petition.  In  December,  1842, 
this  Krushnajfe  presented  a  petition  to 
Government,  stating  that  Geerja  Baee  hid 
promised  htm  },'i50  rupees  as  payment  for 
his  trouble  in  wnting  her  petition  ;  that  nf 
Ibis  mm  be  bad  only  received  150  mpeeii 
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and  praying  the  interveotioD  of  Govern* 
meot  for  the  recovery  of  the  balance.  He 
Turiher  alleged  that  Colonel  Ovans  and 
Ballajee  Punt  Nathoo  had  made  (hem- 
leWes  responsible  for  the  sum  promised  by 
Geerja  Baee.  This  petition  was  rererred  by 
Governmenttolhe  Beaident at  Sat tara, Co- 
lonel Ovans,  who  reported  that  he  knew 
nothing  whatever  regarding  the  alleged 
promise  of  1 ,250  rupees  by  Oeerja  Baee  ; 
that  Krushnajee,  if  he  had  any  claim  on 
Geerja  Baee,  must  proceed  against  her  io 
the  usual  manner;  and  that  Government 
could  not  interfere  in  the  matter;  and  a 
reply  to  that  effect  was  sent  to  Krushna- 
jee. Shortly  before  Ibe  receipt  of  that 
reply,  he  had  presented  a  second  petition, 
nearly  to  the  sama  effect  as  his  first ; 
and,  in  reply  to  that  petiiion,  he  was 
informed  that  his  allegations  had  al- 
ready been  considered,  and  that  the  de. 
cition  communicated  to  him  must  be  re- 
garded as  final.  He  then  presented  a 
third  petition  to  the  Governor,  when  on  a 
tour  in  the  Deccan,  charging  Ballajee  Punt 
Nathoo  with  having  received  bribes  from 
the  Jageerdari  and  Ryots,  This  petition 
was  inquired  into,  the  allegations  were 
declared  to  be  utterly  unfounded,  and 
Krushnajee  was  informed  that  do  further 
petitions  on  the  subject  would  be  received 
from  him.  Notwithstanding  this  iotima- 
tioo,  he  presented  three  or  (onr  other  pe- 
titions to  a  similar  effect,  which,  by  the 
order  of  Government,  were  returned  to 
him.  Finding  that  his  petitions  presented 
to  Government  were  returned,  he  ihought 
he  would  try  hii  success  in  another  quar- 
ter; and  be  accordingly  presented  a  pe- 
tition to  Mr.  Warden,  the  agent  for  Sir- 
dars at  Poonah,  dated  October,  1843, 
reiteiating  his  charges  against  Ballajee 
Punt  Nathoo,  and  alleging,  as  before, 
llial  the  petition  of  Oeerja  Baee  had  been 
written  by  him  at  her  desire,  and  com- 
plaining that  the  promised  reward  of  1,250 
rupees  had  not  been  paid  to  him.  He 
would  beg  the  attention  of  ihe  House  to 
this,  that  Krushnajee,  in  all  his  petitions 
up  to  October,  1843,  alleged  that  the  pe- 
tition of  Geerja  Baee  had  been  written  by 
him  and  by  her  desire.  This  man,  Krush- 
najee, now  comes  forward  and  declares, 
[hat  all  his  former  complaints  and  allegn- 
lioni  Tegaiding  Gee'ja  Baee  were  false; 
ihat  she  never  empluyi-'d  him  lo  write  Hiiy 
petition;  and  ihat  the  petition  purporting 
lo  have  been  presented  by  her,  was  forgeil 
by  him  at  the  suggestion  of  Balli^ee  Punt 
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Nathoo,  who  had  withheld  from  him  the 
wages  of  his  iniquity.  This  wretch  forges 
a  petition  in  the  name  of  Geerja  Baee, 
and  then  endeavours  to  extort  from  the 
unfortunnate  woman  payment  for  having 
forged  a  document  tending  to  the  injury 
both  of  herself  and  son.  He  (Mr.  Hogg) 
believed  that  the  annals  of  human  deprav- 
ity scarcely  contained  another  instance  of 
such  infiimy— admitted  and  avowed  by  the 
man  himself — and  yet  it  was  upon  the  un- 
supported assertion  of  this  wretch,  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  thought 
it  bis  duty  to  place  upon  the  Votes  of  this 
House,  charges  of  bribery  and  corruption 
against  a  British  officer  of  high  honour 
and  unblemished  reputation.  It  so  hap- 
pened, that  as  regarded  the  case  of  the 
Rajah  of  Sattara,  it  was  entirely  immate- 
rial  whether  the  petition  of  Geerja  Baee 
was  authentic  or  noL  Tliat  petition  staled 
no  facts — it  only  indicated  the  names  of 
various  persons  who  could  afford  informa- 
tion, and  these  persons  were  in  conse- 
quence examined,  and  did  afford  important 
information.  Therefore,  although  the  pe- 
tition was  in  itself  an  important  document, 
its  autheniicity  was  wholly  immaterial. 
There  could  not,  however,  be  a  doubt 
that  the  petition  was  prepared  by  the  de- 
tire  of  Geerja  Baee,  and  written  by  Krush. 
najee.  Geerja  Baee  had  called  upon  Co- 
lonel Ovans,  and  bad  adverted  to  and  ad- 
mitted the  petition.  It  had  been  alleged 
that  Geerja  Baee  had  never  called  upon 
Colonel  Ovans,  but  bad  been  personated 
by  some  woman,  employed  for  that  pur- 
pose by  Ballajee  Punt  Nathoo.  To  this 
Colonel  Ovans  had  replied,  that  Geerja 
Baee  had  called  to  visit  his  wife,  that  her 
person  was  known  to  him,  and  that  he 
could  not  have  been  deceived.  He  would 
add,  that  Geerja  Baee  died  in  April,  1843, 
and  that  these  allegations  were  not  made 
until  after  her  death.  It  was  true,  that 
documents  had  been  transmitted  to  the 
Court  of  Directors  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Montrose,  showing  that  Geerja  Baee  had 
disclaimed  all  knowledge  of  Ihe  petition  in 
her  name  ;  but  his  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Control  had  read  lo 
the  House  a  document  of  a  subsequent 
date,  in  which  Geerja  Baee  alle;;ed  Ihnt 
the  supposed  denial  was  extorted  from 
her.  He  had  already  staled  that  Ballajee 
,  Punt  Nathoo  was  a  native  of  great  influ- 
ence, and  of  the  highest  cbaiacier  iind 
respectability,  and  had  been  ri^ivarited  by 
the  British  Government  for  the  valuable 
SHU 
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services  he  liad  rf  ndered :  that  he  bad 
been  connected  with  the  British  Gorern- 
ment  in  ladia  for  nearly  half  a  century  ; 
and  he  had  read  extracts  from  documents, 
showing  the  high  estimation  in  which  Bal- 
lajee  Punt  Natlioo  was  held  b;  Mr.  El- 
pbinstone  and  all  the  public  authorities 
who  lucceded  him.  This  man  had  giTen 
useful  information  lo  Government  in  the 
Saltara  affair,  and  bad,  thererore,  been 
persecuted  ever  since  with  a  most  in- 
veterate and  implacable  maligniij.  The 
charges  preferred  against  him  had  again 
and  again  been  declared  false  and  mali- 
cious by  the  proper  authorities  in  India  ; 
and  ibis  last  attempt  was  now  made  here, 
to  endeavour  to  disgrace,  by  foul  charges, 
Ihe  name  of  a  man  now  on  the  confines  of 
the  grave.  The  charge*  against  Colonel 
Uvans  were,  that  he  had  obtained  pay- 
ment of  the  Rajah  of  the  sura  of  1,500 
rupees  per  month  to  his  father-in-law,  and 
that  this  allowance  was,  on  bis  death, 
transferred  to  his  brother-in-law,  who  re- 
ceived it  up  (o  this  day;  and  that  when 
Colonel  Ovani's  lady  and  children  pro- 
ceeded lo  England,  gold  bullion,  and  Ve- 
netian necklaces,  to  the  value  of  50,000 
rupees,  were  purchased  by  the  Rajahi  and 
given  to  the  Resident.  These  charges  were 
not  even  adverted  to  in  the  letter  from 
Krushnajee  to  the  Court  of  Director!  in 
December,  1843.  For  upwards  of  five 
years,  every  attempt  has  been  made  to 
cast  imputations  upon  the  judgment  and 
impartiality  of  Colonel  Ovans — but  it  was 
not  (as  Sir  Georpe  Arthur  says)  until  the 
eleventh  hour,  that  his  calumniators  had 
dared  to  cast  an  imputation  upon  his  in- 
tegrity and  honour.  These  charges  were 
preferred  before  Mr.  Warden,  the  agent 
for  Sirdars,  who  made  no  inquiry  what- 
ever into  them ;  he  merely  took  the  usual 
sureties,  and  referred  the  matter  for  the 
orders  of  the  Government.  Tiie  Govern- 
ment, finding  thnt  the  charges  preferred 
against  Ballajee  Punt  Nalhoo  were  iden- 
tical with  those  which  had  so  often  been 
declared  false  and  malicious,  dismissed 
them  without  further  notice  or  inquiry. 
He  was  happy  to  say,  that  with  regard  to 
the  charges  against  Colonel  Ovaiis,  no  in- 
quiry was  made  by  the  Bombay  Govern- 
Dient.  Knowing  the  high  honour  and  un- 
blemished character  of  that  distinguished 
public  officer,  and  the  infamous  source 
from  whence  the  charges  proceeded,  the 
charges  were  spumed  with  contempt  by 
the  Bombay  Qovetoment,  a>  ibey  were 
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by  Ihe  Court  of  Directors,  aud  as  be 
hoped  they  would  be  by  the  British  House 
of  Commons.  Sir  George  Arthur  states, 
in  bis  minute,  that  he  had  (be  fullest  op- 
portunities of  koowiDg  the  bearing  and 
reputation  of  the  public  servants  in  hit 
presidency,  and  be  declared  that  he  would 
name  Colonel  Ovans  among  those  who 
stood  highest  in  the  public  respect  and 
eitmalion.  Sir  Thomas  M'Mahoo,  the 
Commander  in  Chief,  did  not  deem  the 
chaises  deserving  even  of  notice,  and 
satisGea  himself  by  saying  that  they  ought 
to  be  dismissed  without  inquiry.  He 
would  ask  permission  lo  read  an  extract 
from  the  minute  of  Mr,  Crawford,  who 
had  known  Colonel  Ovaos  from  the  time 
of  his  arrival  in  India.  Mr.  Crawford 
says— 

"  I  have  known  Colonel  Ovans  personally, 
from  his  first  arrival  in  India  (I  Ibink,  as  far 
back  as  tlie  year  180S,  or  thereabouts)  to  the 
present  time;  aoi]  1  may  add,  intimately, 
IhroHghoul  that  period.  For  although  cir- 
cumstances prevented  our  meeting  in  later 
lime  for  a  considerable  number  of  yean,  I 
never  lost  ligbt  of  him,  or  of  the  estimation 
in  which  be  was  held  by  all  claaies.  Of  hii 
pecuniary  transactions,  I  had  alio  an  oppor- 
tunity of  knowing  much  in  former  days  :  and, 
certainly,  his  disregard  of  all  selfish  consider- 
ations, untainted,  however,  by  lajr  approach 
to  extravagance,  would  point  bim  out  to  me  as 
amongst  the  last  men  in  the  service  who  would 
be  guilly  of  corruption,  or  dishonourable  deal- 
ing in  any  way.  lu  fact,  to  sutn  up  my  opin- 
ion of  Colonel  Ovaos  in  a  very  few  words,  I 
believe  him  to  be  utterly  incapable  of  Ihe  act* 
imputed  lo  him  by  ibis  petitioner,  or  of  any 
act  as  a  public  servant,  or  private  individual, 
that  need  be  concealed  from  any  one.  With 
these  sentiments,  J  would  deal  with  this, as  all 
former  petitions  from  the  same  source,  dismiss 

He  would  also  ask  permission  lo  read  ashort 
extract  from  the  miaute  of  Mr.  Reid,  the 
third  and  only  other  Member  of  Council : — 

"  Tlie  character  and  reputation  of  honour. 
able  men,  who  have  well  and  zealously  serv- 
ed the  State,  must  not  be  left  at  the  mercy  of 
worthless  and  irrespociible  individuals,  whu, 
urged  by  disappoinlmeal,  or  by  aome  more  ud- 
worlhy  motive,  or  employed  as  the  mere  tools 
of  a  faction,  step  forward  as  public  accpiers." 
And  in  conclusion  he  sayi — 

"  Taking  this  view,  I  considi 
necessary  to  make  any  remarks  i 
fore  us,  further  than  lo  express  my  regret  that  an 
officer  of  Colonel  Ovans's  established  character 
should  be  liable  lobe  traduced  by  such  a  person 
as  Bhire  appears  to  be.  But,  this  is  an  evil  to 
which  all  public  men  are  exposed,  and  especi* 
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case  hai  been  duly  disposed  of  bj  tha  Govern- 
ment of  India,  the  Court  of  Directors,  and  tba 
Board  of  Control,  it  does  not  become  me,  as  a 
public  servant,  to  interfere. 

"  2nd,  That  my  cot)duct  at  regards  the  case 
having  been  approved  of  by  the  Court  of  Di- 
rectors, I  feet  confident  I  may  safely  trust  my 
defence  in  their  hands. 

3rd,  That  I,  therefore,  rest  assured,  that 

tever  discussion  nay  hereafter  arise,  the 

Court  will  do  me  the  justice  to  believe,  that 

from  no  apprehensian  or  unwillingneis  to 

meet  any  charge  that  may  be  made  against  me 

that  I   refrain   from  attending  penonally   in 

that  Court,  but  solely  from   a   strong  sense  of 

public  dutvi  inasmuch  as  it  appears  to  me, 

it  would  he  very  prejudicial  to  the  pub- 

ileresls   for  officers,  nho   had  held  high 

ical  employraent   in   India,  to  attend  in 

that  Court  to   answer  charges   affecting  not 

ily  their  own  acts,  but  those  of  their  official 

superiors,  both  in  India  and  in  England. 

"  As  regards  this  caie,  therefore,  1  will 
only  add]  that  I  am  ready  and  willing  to 
affijrd  any  explanation  thai  may  be  called  for 
by  the  Court  of  Directors.  But  thai,  as  I 
before  said,  I  conceive  it  would  be  very  hurt- 
the  public  service  to  admit  (by  allend- 
ing  personally  in  tbe  Court  of  Proprietors) 
the  right  of  Mr.  G.  Thompson  to  examine  and 
tiy  the  servants  of  the  East  India  Company 
for  acts  done  in  their  official  capacity  whilst 
serving  in  India,— I  remain,  &c. 

"  C,  OVAKS," 


ally  those  who,in  doing  their  duty,  place  them- 
selves in  opposition  to  the  interests  of  influ- 
ential and  unscrupulous  adversaries." 
He  felt  Ibat  an  apology  would  be  neces- 
■ary,  boili  lo  Colonel  Ovans  and  to  the 
House,  if  he  were  to  enter  into  an  argu- 
ment loahow  (he  absurdity,  as  well  as 
the  falsehood,  of  these  charges.  It  had 
been  staled  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Sec- 
retary to  (he  Board  of  Control,  that  nei- 
ther Colonel  Ovans'd  father-in-law,  or 
brother-in-law,  had  ever  been  in  India. 
Itappeared  further,  that  the  receipt  of  the 
alleged  pension  of  1,500  rupees  was  slated 
to  have  been  of  long  standing,  end  bb 
Colonel  Ovans's  family  went  home  in 
April  1843,  the  receipt  of  the  gold  bullion 
and  necklaces  was  also  a  transaction  not 
of  recent  dale.  Hon  came  it,  then,  that 
these  matters  had  never  before  been  ad- 
verted to?  It  was  pretty  obvious,  that 
the  adherents  and  advocates  of  the  Rajah 
were  not  very  scrupulous,  and  yet  neither 
in  petition,  nor  in  debate  nt  the  ludia 
House,  where  the  matter  had  been  so  ofleti 
■Dd  so  warmly  discussed,  was  there  ever 
even  an  allusion  to  any  suchcharges.  The 
last  debate  at  the  India  Home  was  only 
about  six  weeks  ago,  and  no  allusion  what- 
ever was  there  made  lo  the  subject,  though 
Colonel  Ovans  was  personally  assailed,  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose  had  ex- 

fressed  his  stirprise  that  he  had  not  thought 
imselfcalled  on  to  attend  and  defend  him- 
self. He  (Mr.  Hogg)  thought,  that  the 
course  pursued  by  Colonel  Ovans  was  the 
course  that  ought  to  be  pursued  by  any 
man  of  high  honour  and  conscious  integ- 
rity, under  such  circnmstances;  and  he 
would  ask  permission  to  read  to  the  House 
a  letter  addressed  by  Colonel  Ovans  lo  Mr. 
Melvill,  the  Secretary  to  the  Court,  a  few 
days  previous  to  the  debate  referred  to:- 

"  t,  Cherla  Street,  Lpvnde*  Square, 
lAth  June,  1845. 
"  My  dear  Mr.  Melvill — I  should  not  have 
considered  it  necessary  to  have  made  any  ob- 
servations on  the  proceedings  at  the  last  Quar- 
terly General  Court  of  Proprietors,  held  at  the 
India  House  on  the  19ih  of  Match  last,  had  it 
not  stiuck  me  that  I  might  be  expected  to  ap- 
pear in  person  lo  defend  my  conduct,  as  a 
iiublic  officer,  from  the  accusations  brought 
orward  by  Mr.  G. Thompson.  But,  as  I  think, 
such  a  coarse  of  proceeding  would  be  generally 
eondemoed,  and,  moreover,  would  be  highly 
injurious  to  the  public  service,  I  trust,  you  wil! 
oblige  me  by  submitting  the  following  points 
lo  the  Chairman  and  Deputy  Chairman  on  the 
nbjecl  ;— 
"  These  points  are  —  1st,  That  as  the  Sattara 


The  hon.  Member  had  said,  if  Colonel 
Ovans  is  conscious  of  his  own  innocence, 
why  does  he  not  court  inquiry,  which 
could  only  end  in  the  refutation  of  the 
charges?  He  (Mr.  Hogg)  contended  that 
the  mere  institution  of  an  inquiry  into  ihe 
truth  of  charges  so  foul  and  infamous, 
would  he  a  stigma  upon  the  character  of 
any  man.  By  whom  were  these  charges 
preferred  ?  By  a  wretch  who,  at  the  very 
moment  he  prcferrett  them,  avowed  himself 
guilty  of  forgery,  perjury,  and  extortion  : 
character  would  indeed  be  valueless,  if  it 
did  not  protect  a  public  servant  of  tried 
ability  and  unblemished  reputation,  from 
such  charges  proceeding  from  such  a 
source.  He  urged  these  considerations 
even  more  strongly,  with  regard  (o  B<il- 
lajee  Punt  Naihoo.  It  might  be  inniier 
of  feeling,  or  perhaps  he  ought  rather  tii 
say  of  prejudice.  But  he  appealed  to 
all  who  had  been  in  India,  as  to  the  cor- 
rectness of  what  he  said,  wlien  he  stated, 
that  amont;  natives  of  high  caste,  charac- 
ter, and  influence,  the  disgrace  of  inquiry 
is  little  less  than  that  of  conviction.  No 
failure,  no  exposure,  could  add  to  the  in- 
famy of  Krtishnajee;  while  his  malignity 
would  be  gratified,  if  he  conidthrowashade 
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upon  the  fair  fame  of  tbose  who  had 
thwarted  bit  ichemes  and  expoied  his 
faliehood.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary to  the  Board  of  Conlral  had  read 
tno  letters  from  Colonel  Ovans,  one  ad- 
dreHed  to  hi>  noble  Friend  Lord  Jocelyn, 
and  the  other  to  Mr.  Melvill,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  Notice  placed  by  the  hon. 
Member  on  the  Books  of  the  House.  He 
begged  to  stale,  that  no  communication 
whatever  was  made  by  the  Court  of  Di- 
rector* 10  Colonel  Ovans  on  the  subject 
of  these  charges  ;  be  was  not  eren  called 
upon  for  a  denial  of  tbero ;  they  were 
treated  by  the  Court  with  contempt,  and 
as  undeserving  of  any  notice.  If  Colonel 
Ovans  should  express  any  desire  for  in- 
quiry, he  (Mr.  Hogg)  thought  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  ibe  Court  of  Directors  to  iu- 
lervene  and  prevent  it.  A  Government 
did  not  deserve  to  be  well  served  who  did 
not  come  forward  Lo  protect  their  servants 
when  unjustly  and  falsely  assailed.  It 
had  long  been  observed  that  the  civil  and 
military  servants  of  the  East  India  Com- 
pany were  alike  remarkable  for  their 
ability  and  their  integrity.  How  came  it 
that  the  East  India  Company  were  thus 
well  served  t  It  was  because  they  remu- 
nerated their  servants  liberally,  and  ck- 
acted  from  them  in  return  a  rigorous  dis- 
charge of  their  public  duties;  and  while 
they  maintained  the  purity  of  their  ser- 
vice by  visiiing  with  severity  any  derelic- 
lion  of  duty,  he  hoped  they  would  ever  be 
equally  ready  to  protect  their  servants 
from  foul  and  false  imputations  like  these 
now  brought  forward  against  Colonel 
Ovans,  who  had  discharged  his  public 
duties  for  a  period  of  thirty-three  years, 
with  honour  to  hitaself  and  advantage  to 
his  country.  He  would  conclude  by  i 
pressing  his  hope  and  belief  thai  the  hi 
Member  would  find  few  to  support  the 
Motion  he  had  made. 

Sir  Edward  Colebrooke  said,  that  hii 
main  object  in  rising  was  lo  prevent  a 
statement  of  the  hos.  Gentleman  the  Sec- 
retary lo  the  Board  of  Control  passing 
uncontradicted.  He  alluded  to  that  por- 
tion of  the  hon.  GentlemaD's  speech,  in 
which  he  said  that  the  proceedings  in 
case  of  this  unforlonale  prince  were  ' 
ducted  in  a  manner  usual  in  India.  He 
knew  not  what  cases  the  hon.  Qentlemi 
had  in  his  mind  when  be  made  this 
statement ;  but  certainly  be  (Sir  E.  Cole- 
hrooke)  was  ready  to  admit  that  the  re- 
cent history  of  India  exhibited  ioatances 


in  which  great  wars  had  been  entered 
upon,  ending  in  the  dethronement  of 
princes  and  conquests  of  leniiory,  when 
the  evidence  on  which  we  acted  was  ut- 
terly worthless  for  any  judicial  purpose, 
and  where  the  parlies  accused  had  do 
opportunity  of  hearing  the  charges  made 
against  them.  He  would  allude  more 
particularly  to  the  case  of  Scinde,  which 
tbe  hon.  Gentleman  was  called  upon,  on 
I  former  occasion,  officially  to  defend, 
ind  which  exhibited  a  striking  parallel  to 
he  present.  Tbe  British  ofBcers  who 
usually  conduct  the  diplomatic  intercourse 
with  the  native  courts,  being  io  either 
case  employed  in  tbe  unworthy  taik  of 
searching  for  evidence  from  polluted 
channels,  and  tbe  Government,  in  both 
cases,  proceeding  lo  act  against  the 
princes  accused  of  breach  of  Treaties, 
without  giving  Ibem  the  opportunity  of 
hearing  the  accusation  or  making  their 
defence ;  and  then  great  volumes  bad 
been  prepared  and  laid  before  Parliament 
to  impose  upon  us  tbe  belief  that  the 
cases  bad  met  with  a  judicial  inquiry. 
He  denied  that  such  cases  were  to  be 
taken  as  specimens  of  our  ordinary  deal- 
ings with  the  native  princes  of  India. 
He  thought  that  our  conduct  lo  the  Ra- 
jah of  Sattara  exhibited  a  marked  viola- 
tion of  the  principles  of  substantial  jus- 
tice. If  he  were  to  be  regarded  as  an 
independent  prince,  why  did  we  not  act 
towards  him  as  the  Sovereign  States  are 
usually  dealt  with,  and  ask  for  explana- 
tions or  defence  of  his  conduct,  before  we 
EToceeded  lo  tneans  of  coercion  ?  If, 
owever,  looking  to  the  dependant  rela- 
tion which  he  held  towards  us,  he  was  to 
be  regarded  as  a  subject,  he  should  have 
bad  the  advantage,  which  tbe  meanest 
subject  enjoys,  of  a  fair  trial,  and  ample 
means  of  defence.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  tbe  Board  of  Control, 
had  indeed  said,  that  the  full  particuUn 
of  the  nature  of  the  accusalioDS  were, 
throughout  the  wbole  of  tbe  proceedings, 
communicated  to  the  Rajah;  and  tbe 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Beverley 
bad  made  a  statement  to  the  same  eSecL 
He  apprehended  that  tbere  was  here 
some  mistake.  Certainly,  with  regard  to 
one  of  the  accnsaiioos,  Ihis  proceediog 
was  adoptad  ;  but  with  regard  to  the  two 
subsequent  and  important  accusations, 
the  Ilajsh  remained  lo  the  last  m  utler 
ignorance  of  them.  He  (Sir  B.  Colc- 
brooke)  knew  not  on  what  •alhorily  the 
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hou.  Member  had  made  this  stalement; 
but  this  he  knew,  that  there  was  on  re- 
cord B  minute  of  the  then  OoTernor  Ge- 
neral of  India,  in  which  this  coune  was 
expressly  recommended,  and  that  this  ad- 
vice was  never  acted  upon  ;  and  as  that 
roiaute  contained  some  striking  commentE 
upon  the  impropriety  or  the  original  in- 
quiry inio  the  intrigues  of  the  Rajah  of 
Saltara,  as  well  as  on  the  dilGculty  in 
which  the  Qovernmeot  wereplaced,  when 
they  were  called  upon  to  act  upon  evi- 
dence so  collected,  he  would  take  the 
liberty  of  reading  one  or  two  extracts  to 
ihe  House.  He  considered  that  this 
mintile,  both  in  its  observations  on  the 
past,  and  iis  recommendalioos  for  ihe 
future,  coniaitied  the  only  solitary  gleams 
of  sense  in  the  whole  of  the  Sattara 
volumes. 

"The  grave  inconvenience  of  a  course  of 
arduous  and  minute  iciuiin^r  into  the  poiiible 
plots  and  intrigues  of  the  native  Stiles  are, 
indeed,  very  obvious.  Nor  can  it  be  neces- 
sary to  dwell  upon  tbe  uoworiby  labour  of 
following  out  the  petty  aud  intricate  lamiiica- 
lion  of  such  intrigues,  or  Ihe  questionable  ex- 
pedienla  that  must  be  employed  to  expose 
the  true  meaning  of  proceedings  covered  with 
mystery.  I  would  more  strongly  fix  attention 
on  the  effect  which  seems  justly  dreaded  by 
the  honourable  Court,  of  injuriof:  the  charac- 
ter of  OUT  Government  for  moderation,  secu- 
rity and  slrenglh.  In  this  Instance,  in  an 
affair  of  no  real  importance  to  out  power,  the 
idea  of  mistrust  on  the  part  of  the  Brilisli  Go- 
vernment, may  have  spread  from  Rajpootana 
to  Madras  and  Malabar ;  and  when  all  these 
evils  shall  have  been  increased,  tbe  serious 
practical  diSiculiy  must  be  incurred.  It  being 
known  that  Ihe  secret  has  been  discovered,  it 
may  be  impolitic  not  to  take  notice  of  that 
from  which,  had  we  continued  in  real  or  af- 
fected ignorance,  wu  should  have  sustained  do 
harm.  Yet  by  what  process  and  with  what 
impression  on  the  public  mind  is  the  guilty 
Slate  to  be  tried,  condemned  and  punished  ?" 

Id  a  later  paragraph  of  the  same  minute, 
Lord  Auckland  suggests— 

"  That  the  Rajah  should  be  furnished  wiih 
a  written  statement,  embodying  a  full  and 
clear  delail  of  the  facts  connected  with  the 
diSereni  charges,  and  of  the  names  (with  any 
reservations  which  may  he  absolutely  required 
for  the  safely  of  ihe  parly)  of  the  witnesses  by 
whom  they  are  proved,  with  a  notice  of  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  evidence  iras 
obtained ;  and  call  for  from  him  a  similar 
written  statement  of  whatever  he  may  desire 
to  urge  in  his  own  behalf," 
Such  was  Ihe  recommendation  of  Lord 
Auckland  with  regard  to  the  course  to  be 
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pursued  for  the  future,  and  which  was 
plain  and  rational.  The  reasons  why  it 
was  not  acted  upoD  are  explained  in  a 
despatch  of  Colonel  Ovans,  and  whicb  he 
(Sir  Edward  Colebrooke)  was  reedy  to 
admit  were,  so  far  as  they  went,  perfectly 
unanswerable.  The  argument  was  much 
the  same  as  that  employed  by  the  hon. 
Secretary  to  the  Board  of  Control  on  tbe 
difhculty  of  giriDg  up  tbe  names  of  Ihe 
witnesses.  If  we  made  known  our  caae, 
we  made  known  the  means  of  defeating 
it.  The  Rajah  was  a  sovereign  prince 
with  full  power  over  his  subjects,  and  as 
we  had  been  hunting  about  in  every 
corner  for  evidence  against  him,  directly 
the  case  was  made  known  to  him,  he 
might  employ  his  power  to  crush  every 
person  who  might  be  brought  against 
him  ;  and  therefore  any  measure  for  try- 
ing his  guilt  by  a  full  inquiry  must  be 
preceded  by  his  temporary  dethronement, 
in  fact,  by  prejudging  his  guilt.  Such 
reasoning  was  strong  and  cogent;  but 
the  practical  concluiioD  at  which  he  ar- 
rived  was,  not  that  we  did  right  to  dis- 
pense with  a  trial,  but  that  we  were  in  a 
position  in  which  it  was  impossible  to 
proceed  with  any  credit  to  ourselves. 
And  certainly  the  Indian  Government 
seemed  to  be  of  the  same  opinion :  and 
nothing  could  be  more  striking  than  Ihe 
hesitation  of  the  Government  when  they 
were  called  upon  to  act  upon  the  evidence 
they  had  collected ;  so  little  right  had 
the  defenders  of  the  Indian  Government  to 
assume  that  there  was  a  strong  weight  of 
auihorily  against  the  Rajah.  The  Indian 
Government  prepared  I  heir  case,  and  re- 
corded strong  opinions  of  the  Rajah's 
guilt ;  but  when  they  came  lo  act,  they 
shrunk  from  the  responsibility  of  taking 
strong  measures  against  him,  and  in  the 
end  waited  for  instrtiction  from  the  Home 
Government.  It  was  at  this  time  that 
Sir  J,  Gatnac  was  appointed  to  tbe  go- 
vernment of  Bombay,  and  proceeded  thi- 
ther with  Tull  power  to  settle  this  long- 
pending  question.  He  appeared  disposed 
to  take  a  favourable  or  lenient  view  of  the 
Rajah's  case,  and  certainly  to  avoid  hav. 
ing  recourse  to  extremities  with  regard  to 
him.  But  Sir  J,  Carnac  found  himself 
embarrassed  in  following  out  his  views, 
owing  to  the  strong  opinions  that  had 
been  recorded  by  different  Members  of 
the  Government  regarding  the  Rajah's 
guilt.  Sir  J.  Camac  wished  to  bury  the 
■whole  matter  in  oblivion ;  but  at  the  same 
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time  to  da  it  in  lach  «  manner  ai  ibould  i  upon  tbe  acctiialioni  a|;ainit  Colonel 
aare  the  credit  or  thole  who  bad  pledged  |  OTana,  ai  detailed  in  the  petition  of 
tbemieUes  to  hii  guilt;  and  hence  it  was  |  KraihaaJeeSodaiewBhidey.  He  ihoueht, 
that  he  (Sir  E,  Colsbrooke)  believed  that  I  upon  reading  the  Papen  laid  before  Par- 
the  new  GoTernor  had  recourtc  lo  that  liament,  that  the  Government  had  come 
extraordinarj  expedient  ihat  had  been  '  to  a  proper  deciiion  upon  that  subject; 
alluded  to  in  debate,  of  offering  terma  of  |  and  he  wai  the  more  diipoaed  to  make  this 


amnesty  to  the  Rajah,  on  condi 
his  aubiciibing  a  Treat;  which  should 
contain  a  full  confession  of  hii  guill.  He 
understood  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Beverley  denied  that  iba  Treaty  con- 
tained such  an  admisiion;  and  yet  it 
Stood  recorded  on  the  preamble  and  on 
every  part  of  ilie  document.  Even  the 
very  fact  of  renewing  the  old  Treaty  waa 
only  intelligible  on  the  aupposition  that 
the  former  Treaty  waa  broken  or  at  an 
end.  But  not  merely  that;  SirJ.Carnac, 
in  bis  addrcit  to  the  Rajah,  when  he 
offered  him  these  terms,  reports  that  he 
made  him  a  long  speech  on  (he  subject  of 
bii  crtminaliiy  and  ingratitude,  and 
wound  op  with  a  parade  of  the  magna- 
nimily  of  the  Government  in  offering 
lerins  of  grace.  He  would  read  the  Ra- 
jah's reply,  ai  given  by  Sir  J.  Carnac,  and 
the  Hnuse  would  then  judge  whether  the 
hoD.  Member  for  Beverley  was  juilified 
in  saying  that  the  Rajah's  refuial  of  the 
terms  did  not  turn  upon  the  point  of  hia 
confession  of  guili. 

"  During  mj  address,  (are  the  words  of  Sir 
J.  Carnac,)  the  Rajah  evinced  a  considerable 
degree  of  impalience,  and  frequentlj  inter- 
rupted me  by  abrupt  declaration!  that  he  had 
oommlttcd  no  breach  of  alliance.  When  I 
had  concluded,  he  slated  thai  he  regarded  me 
as  bis  friend  and  well-wigber,  asaened  that  the 
Bccnsationi  againtt  him  originated  in  tbe  in- 
trigues  of  hit  enemies ;  that  as  long  ai   the 


Britiib  Government  entertained  ihi 
he  had  cherished  boilile  deaiffos,   he  could 
agree  to   nothing  ;  but   Ibis    idea  being   re- 
moved, he  would  sgrea  lo  any  Ibiog  I  pro- 
posed ;  that  he    would  consent  to  any  thing 
except  to  abandon  his  religion,  or  to  acknow- 
ledge that  he  bad  been  our  enemy." 
He  (Sir  E.  Colebrooke)  considered  the 
Rajah's   reply   dictated   by  proper  pride 
and  conscious  innocence.     He  refused  to 
accept  the  dishonourable  terms  offered  to  j  Government, 
him,  and  he  was  accord!     ■     ■    ■         .     «       .       . 
Having  said  thus   much 
Motion  of  his  hon.   Friend  tbe  Member 
for   Montrose,    he    regretted     baring,    in 
some  measure,  to  qualify  his  approbation. 
But  be  could   not  agree  to  that  part  of 
the  Motion  which  impugned  ilie  conduct 
of  the  Government, 


admission,  because  lie  did  not  think  that 
the  Rajah's  case  was  materially  improved 
before  tbe  House,  by  entering  upon  the 
points  detailed  in  thoae  petitions.  He 
thought  the  case  weakened  by  entering 
into  such  details;  the  House  waa  an  unfit 
tribunal  to  enter  upon  such  questions  of 
evidence  ;  but  they  were  fully  qualified  lo 
judge  whether  the  proceedings  towards 
the  Rajah  had  been  marked  by  fair  deal- 
ing, and  whether  they  were  conducted 
with  regard  to  subatantial  justice.  It 
was  in  this  point  of  view  that  he  had 
submitted  bis  observations  to  the  House. 
He  thought  that  the  whole  proceedings 
towards  this  unfortunate  prince  were  re- 
prehensible, and  having  a  strong  opinion 
on  the  subject,  he  could  not  allow  this 
opportunity  to  pass  by  without  staling 
them  to  ihe  House. 

Mr.  Waklet/  said,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  apoD  nil  questions  of  personal  griev- 
BDce  the  Government  aeeroed  to  make  it 
a  rule  to  get  rid  of  the  complaint  by  a 
targe  majority,  and  thus  the  responsibility 
of  the  Executive  Government  whs  remov- 
ed from  it  by  ibe  decision  of  the  House. 
He  thought  that  this  was  rather  an  appeal 
to  tbe  Government  than  to  tbe  House. 
Tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury  onght  to 
make  himself  perfect  master  of  the  case, 
and  bring  it  tn  a  satisfactory  conclnsioa. 
For  his  own  part,  he  knew  little  or  nothing 
of  it  until  he  heard  it  discussed  in  tbe 
House  that  nighi;  and  having  listened 
patiently  to  the  statements  ibst  had  been 
made  on  both  sides  of  tbe  House,  he  had 
come  to  tbe  conclusion  that  the  Rajah  of 
Sattara  was  a  most  injured  man,  and  ibat 
the  least  that  could  )>e  done  was  to  iitsti* 
tnte  an  inquiry.  Should  tbe  prayer  of 
Ihe  Rajah's  petition  be  withheld,  it  would 
be  a  most  serious  reflection  upon  the 
"  The    boo.    Member    for 


igly  deihtoned.  |  Beverley    had   fniled    to   prove  wbal    be 

0  favour  of  the    attempted.     Commenting  upon   the  evi- 

'  -'-     "      '        dence  taken  at  Sattara,  (be  hon.  Mem> 

ber  opposite  bad  said  ibst  the  witnesses 

were   most    reckless   persons,   that    they 

utterly   disregarded   the   truth,  and   that 

they    had    no    apprehension    of    conse- 

refusing  to  enter   qoencea,  their  names   being    concealed. 
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Yet  upon  Ihat  eridence  (be  Rajth  had 
been  depoied  end  banished,  and  wea  at 
the  preieat  moment  an  esile  at  Benare*. 
and  doomed  to  remain  lo,  unleta  that 
Houae  or  the  Pint  Lord  of  ibe  Treaiury 
would  iDlerfete.  Would  ihc  Houie  refute 
inquiry?  Did  ibey  noi  feel  ihai  they  vere 
dealing  with  the  case  of  an  innocent  man  ? 
Nolhing  could  prore  hia  innocence  more 
than  bia  pertinacious  refuial  lo  sign  a  do- 
cument confessing  his  guilt,  with  all  ihe 
awful  consequences  of  that  refusal  ilaring 
hrm  in  the  face.  Why,  Sir  J.  Cainac 
would  have  permitted  the  Rajah  to  le- 
main  on  tbe  throne,  lo  exercise  royal 
Bulhority,  and  to  remain  in  connexion 
with  the  Biitish  Oovernment,  had  he 
signed  that  document?  That  was  proof 
demonstrative  thai  Sir  J.  Carnac  believed 
bim  to  be  an  innocent  man.  Could  Sir 
J.  Carnac  beliere  that  he  was  dealing 
with  a  traitor?  If  he  did,  be  himself  would 
be  liable  to  impeachment  for  the  course 
bs  attempted  to  lake, 

Mr.  Bingham  Baring  was  induced  lo 
make  a  few  observations  on  what  bad 
fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Taunton 
(Sir  T,  E.  Colebrooke).  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber had  drawn  an  analogy  between  the 
inquiry  which  bad  been  made  into  the 
case  of  the  Rajah  of  Satlara,  and  that 
which  had  been  made  into  the  case  of  a 
feudal  chiefTsin  in  the  Nortb-Weit  Pro- 
vinces, who  had  been  guilly  of  the  murder 
of  Mr.  Fraser;  bat  it  was  impotaible  to 
adapt  tbe  same  mode  of  proceeding  to  the 
judicial  trial  of  a  subject  for  the  crime  of 
murder,  and  to  the  investigation  of  the 
political  conduct  of  a  dependent  Sovereign 
to  whom  a  breach  of  Treaty  was  alone  iin* 
pitted.  Much  blame  had  been  cast  upon 
Sir  Robert  Grant's  conduct  in  this  case; 
but  tbe  circumstances  of  India  at  the  time 
had  been  akogelber  overlooked.  The 
right  boo.  Member  for  Edinburgh  lold  us, 
in  a  debate  upon  the  Affghen  war,  that 
there  prevailed  about  that  period  a  general 
impression  throughout  the  whole  Empire, 
that  the  epoch  of  British  domiuion  had 
reached  its  term.  The  star  of  England 
was  considered  tn  be  upon  tbe  wane,  and 
the  advent  of  a  mysterious  power  from  the 
North-West  was  eipected  to  overwhelm 
OS.  Upon  the  same  occasion,  the  au- 
thority of  General  Cubbon,  Govemoi  of 
Mysore,  and  of  Colonel  Sulberland,  Go- 
vernor of  Rsjpoolana,  were  quoted,  to 
show  that  there  never  had  existed  such  a 
fermeot  amoogthe  native  ptincei  of  India, 
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We  know,  moreover,  that  the  Rajah  of 
Kinnoul  bad  collected  munitiona  of  war  in 
the  cailles  of  his  Principality,  sufficient 
for  ihe  outfit  of  a  large  army,  and  that  an 
insurrection  had  broken  forth  lately  at 
Hyderabad.  These  were  tbe  circum- 
ttances  under  which  Sir  Robert  Grant 
acted ;  be  would  not  otherwiae  have  no- 
ticed intrigues,  contemptible  in  ibem- 
aelves,  and  of  common  occurrence  at  all 
times  in  tbe  proceedings  of  native  courts. 
The  inquiry  he  had  to  institute  was  con- 
ducted by  our  Resident  in  a  foreign  State, 
among  tbe  subjects  of  the  accused  tnon- 
arch.  It  was,  from  its  very  nature,  beset 
with  imperfections,  which  rendered  its  re- 
sult unsatisfactory  as  a  foundation  whereon 
to  act.  It  was  in  consideration  of  these 
imperfections  that  the  Home  Governmeut, 
although  satisfied  of  the  guilt  of  the  Rajah, 
determined  to  overlook  it.  They  selected 
as  the  new  Governor  of  Bombay  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Court  of  Directors,  who  had 
shown  himself  favourable  to  the  accused 
monarch.  He  determined,  on  his  arrival 
in  India,  to  undertake,  in  person,  the  ne- 
gotiation, which  was  a  necessary  pre- 
liminary to  the  restoration  of  the  Rsjah 
to  his  Throne.  His  subjects  had  com- 
mitted themselves  by  giving  evidence  be- 
fore our  Commission.  We  were  bound  to 
protect  them  from  persecution.  Hia 
brother  had  been  implicated.  It  was  ne- 
cessary to  secure  to  bim  his  estates  and 
pension.  The  Rajah  bad  for  many  years 
refused  to  comply  with  the  Second  Arti- 
cle of  tbe  Treaty,  which  had  placed  bim 
upon  the  Throne,  and  bad  pledged  him  to 
conform,  io  all  things,  to  the  advice  uf  the 
British  Resident.  It  became  necessary, 
therefore,  as  a  guarantee  for  the  future,  to 
insist  upon  again  recognising  the  Treaty 
of  which  he  had  been  entirely  fofgetful. 
These  were  the  three  conditions  contained 
in  the  Mahratta  memorandum  which  be 
was  called  upon  to  sign.  He  positively 
refused.  The  hon.  Member  for  Taunton 
says  that  the  plea  of  his  refusal  was,  that 
he  was  thereby  called  upon  to  acknow- 
ledge his  guilt.  This  plea  was  not  ad- 
vanced by  the  Rajah  at  the  time;  it  was 
an  afterthought,  suggested  by  his  Euro- 
pean advisers.  Tbe  allegation  of  guilt 
contained  in  the  preamble  of  the  memo- 
randum presented  for  his  aigoatore,  was 
an  allegation  of  the  belief  of  the  British 
Government  in  his  guilt ;  but  be  was  not 
required  to  sign  the  preamble.  Sir  James 
Camac  himself  assured  him  (Mr.  Baring), 
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that  he  should  most  readily  have  met  such 
an  objection  by  caacelling  the  preamble, 
which  WBB  altogether  needleii  for  the  pur- 
pose he  had  in  view,  which  pnrpose  ap- 
pears upon  the  face  of  the  documeoiB  to 
have  been  to  obtaia  the  guarantee  of  the 
Rajah,  for  the  future  observance  of  the 
Treaty,  for  the  amnesty  of  the  acts  of  the 
wilneasei,  for  the  payment  of  his  brother's 
pension.  Look  at  Sir  James  Carnac's 
declaration,  written  before  he  quitted 
Bombay.  Look  at  Mr.  Parish's  mrnule 
approving  of  the  depasal  of  the  Rsjah,  in 
which  he  wrote  at  the  time — 

"2.  My  entire  contiction  of  the  Rajah'ii 
guilt  in  the  instances  charged  against  him  is 
on  record ;  subsequent  events  have  only  leniled 
to  cootiTDi  it ;  bat  the  very  act  of  his  refusing 
the  conditions  of  oblivion  and  reconciliation — 
conditions  which  even  spared  liim  the  mortifi- 
cation of  expressly  acknowledging  guilt,  par- 
ticularly the  first,  as  connected  with  his  re- 
mark that  it  would  place  him  in  a  subordinate 
situation,  is  a  virtual  declaration  that  he  did 
not  hold  himself  bound  by  the  Treaty  of  1819 ; 
and,  even  setting  aside  his  former  infractions 
of  the  Treaty,  shows  that  no  dependence  coold 
have  been  placed  on  him  at  any  future  pe- 

Look  at  the  evidence  of  the  Rajah  him- 
self, contained  in  his  own  recital  of  events, 
communicated  by  him  to  the  Nizam — a 
document  which  contains  nothing  upon 
which  accusation  might  be  retted — a  do- 
cument which  beats  every  stamp  of  authen- 
ticity.    He  there  says — 

"  5.  '  Tbe  whole  substance  of  the  new  me- 
morandum  (yad)  is  this,  that  nothing  is  to-be 
done  without  consulting  the  Resident.  Then 
1  am  to  be  like  a  Mamluidar  only,  and  to  be 
subject  to  continual  annoyance,  and  to  have 
my  people  wearied,  and  entirely  to  let  the 
statements  of  my  enemies  be  conlirmed.'  I 
would  not  sign  it,  in  'consequence,  although 
the  Resident  brought  me  Itie  memorandum, 
and  left  it  to  tbem  to  make  what  arrangements 
they  thought  proper,  on  making  reference  to 
(the  authorities)  in  Europe  and  Calcutta,  for 
when  requisite  1  shali  speak  in  presence  of 
those  gaatlemen  who  were  present,  whatever 
1  have  to  say." 

It  was  thus  shown  by  the  evidence  of  Sir 
JamesCarnac,  of  Mr.  Parish,  of  the  Rajah 
himself,  that  he  was  dethroned,  not  for 
his  violation  of  the  Treaty,  but  because  he 
refused  to  give  us  those  guarantees  for  the 
future  which  his  previous  conduct  had 
entitled   us  to  demand.     So  much  with 


rest,  be  rejoiced  to  Bnd  that  the  hon. 


Member  for  Taunton  did  not  concur  with 
the  hnn.  Member  for  Montrose,  in  giring 
credence  to  the  accusation  tigaioat  Colooel 
Ovans,  and  Balajee  Punt  Naihoo,  a  native 
of  high  rank  and  character,  a  coDstaot 
frjeni]  of  the  British  Government,  aod  a 
confidential  adviser  of  Mr.  Elphinstone, 
in  his  settlement  of  the  claima  of  the 
Soathern  Mahratta  Jaghi  redan.  He 
would  not  go  further  into  that  part  of  the 
case,  which  had  been  so  ably  treated  by 
others  ;  but  he  could  not  refrain  frotn  ex. 
pieraing  his  indignation  that  upon  tbe 
evidence  of  to  worthless  a  character,  after 
the  perusal  of  the  complete  justification 
presented  in  the  Papers  before  the  House, 
charges  of  such  a  nature  should  he  reiter- 
ated against  men  of  such  high  and  an- 
blemished  character. 

Mr.  Hume,  iti  his  reply,  was  nadetstood 
to  say  that  he  would  confine  himself 
chiefly  lo  one  point.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Beverley  had  defended  Colonel  Ovant, 
and  found  fault  with  him  for  his  obsetra- 
tions  on  that  officer.  In  reply  to  the 
hon.  Member,  he  would  beg  leave  to  read 
to  the  House  an  extract  of  a  statetnent  be 
had  previously  submitted  to  the  Bail  of 
Ripon.    In  that  he  said — 

"  In  a  letter  from  Captain  Durack  to  Co- 
lonel Ovans,  dated  37th  September,  1B37,  and 
forwarded  by  that  officer  to  the  Bombay  Uo- 
veinment,  it  is  Elated  that  Colonel  Ovans  aa- 
tharized  the  writer  (Captain  Durack)  to  pay 
a  sum  of  money  to  an  obscure  subject  (Bbaw 
Lilly)  of  the  SatUra  Slate,  for  Papers  thai 
would  implicate  his  Sovereign;  and  it  ap- 
pears that  the  sum  of  ISO  rupees  was  actoollj 
paid  in  advance. 

"  By  his  letter  to  the  Bombay  Government, 
dated  the  1 1  tb  November,  1637,  par.  pa,  403, 
Colonel  Ovans  reports  that  he  has  obtained 
Papers  finm  one  Balkoba  Kelkur  (a  gang 
robber)  for  400  rupees  (40l.)  most  important 
against  the  Rsjah.  These  Papers  consisted 
of  letters,  alleged  to  be  from  the  Portuguese 
Viceroy  of  Goa  to  the  Rajah,  (which  the  \ice- 
roy,  now  in  Lisbon,  has  deposed  to  be  foul 
forgeries,)  and  seals  (which  are  proved  not  to 
be  the  Rajab's)  with  other  documents,  not  one 
of  which  is  proved  to  be  genuine.  Yet,  will 
it  be  credited,  that  on  the  31st  September, 
1843,  Colonel  Ovans  makes  an  affidavit,  in 
delianee  of  these  recorded  facts,  that  he  never, 
directly  or  indirectly,  purchased  evidence  of 
any  witness  or  witnesses  whatever;  and  al- 
though Colonel  Ovans  (now  in  England)  has 
been  publicly  accused  of  moral,  if  not  legal 
perjury,  by  the  Rajah's  agent,  now  iti  Rog- 
land,  he  has  not  availed  himself  of  tbe  usual 
facilities  for  clearing  his  character  of  irapat»> 
lions  which  the  most  obscure  individual  wouM 
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conaiilet  in  eveHuling  siigma  upon  bis  re- 
>p«ctibilil]r  and  good  nacne." 
For  eveiytbing  there  staled  be  had  vouch- 
ers in  (he  PapeTi  on  the  Table  of  the 
House,  and  he  put  it  to  the  Houie,  whe- 
ther the  contradiction  between  Colonel 
OTans's  statement  on  November  11th, 
1837,  and  bit  statement  on  September 
21sl,  1842,  was  not  a  complete  vindica- 
tion of  what  be  had  stated  to  the  House, 
and  a  complete  lerutation  of  the  hoo. 
Member  for  Beverley's  retnarlis?  But  be 
held  in  his  baud  other  Papers,  which  con- 
firmed all  thai  he  had  advanced.  He  had 
the  letters  of  Captain  Dnrack  to  Colonel 
Ovaoa;  he  had  a  translation  of  the  receipt 
for  150  rupees  for  the  service  which  Bhaw 
Lilly  agreed  to  perform.  He  had  the 
copy  of  the  foiled  seals  of  the  Rajah, 
which  were  purchased  by  Colonel  Ovaos, 
and  produced  by  him  as  evidence  against 
the  Rajah.  He  had  copies  too  of  the 
real  seals  which  were  produced  by  Rungo 
Bapojee,  in  proof  of  the  forgery  of  those 
purchased  by  Colonel  Ovans.  All  these, 
he  contended,  were  clear  and  distinct 
proofs  that  Colonel  Ovans  was  aware  that 
evidence  had  been  suborned  against  the 
Rajah,  and  that  it  was  on  this  suborned 
evidence  bis  proceedings  were  founded. 
He  wonld  not  then  go  further  with  the 
case,  nor  would  he  press  bis  Motion  to  a 
division.  He  had  done  his  duly  in  bring- 
ing the  subject  under  the  notice  of  the 
House,  and  he  threw  on  the  Members  the 
responsibility  of  rejecting  his  Motion,  and 
neglecting  to  do  justice  to  an  injured 
Prince.  He  would  only  warn  ibem  that 
(be  preservation  of  our  Empire  in  India 
most  in  the  end  depend  on  securing  the 
affections  of  ihe  natives,  and  that  to 
pnrsae  towards  their  princes  a  career  of 
injnstice,  was  to  endanger  our  Indian 
Empire-  If  Ministers  took  no  steps  in 
the  matter,  he  would  bring  the  subject 
again  before  the  House  early  next  Session. 
Question  put,  and  negatived. 

BtJTTER  akdCheebe.]  Mr.  fwart rose 
to  move  that  the  Honse  go  into  aCommittee 
to  consider  (be  Duties  of  Customs  on  But- 
ter and  Cheese.  He  was  of  opinion  that 
these  duties  should  be  totally  repealed  ; 
in  the  first  place,  because  they  placed  well 
nigh  a  prohibition  on  the  consumption,  by 
the  poorer  classes,  of  articles  of  the  great- 
est importance  to  them ;  in  the  second 
place,  becauae  (hey  operated  as  a  great 
restriction  npoo  our  trade  and  commerce ; 


in  the  third  place,  because  their  repeal,  so 
far  from  injuring  the  revenue,  would  in. 
crease  it;  and,  in  the  fourth  place,  be- 
cause, when  they  were  imposed  originally. 
It  was  with  no  intentioo  of  their  being 
permanent,  the  object  of  their  being  im- 
posed, at  Ihe  close  of  the  war,  being  to 
give  an  impulse  to  the  sale  of  Irish  pro- 
duce. As  to  the  poorer  classes,  these  du- 
ties had  the  eSect  of  doubling  for  them 
the  price  or  these  essential  articles.  As 
to  our  trade,  their  repeal  would  infallibly 
extend  our  commerce  with  Holland  50 
per  cent.,  and  that  with  the  United  States 
from  75  to  100  per  cent, ;  this  extension, 
moreover,  especially  applying  to  those 
Slates  with  which  our  relations  required 
to  be  established  on  a  greater  and  more 
friendly  footing.  Experience  had  fully 
shown,  in  the  caseof  coffee,  tea,  and  other 
articles,  that  a  reduction  of  duly  was  sure 
to  produce  a  more  than  equal  amount  of 
revenue  from  the  greater  consumption  of 
the  articles,  while  in  every  other  respect 
Ibe  results  were  clearly  most  beneficial. 
His  proposition,  doubtless,  wonld  be  re- 
sisted by  agricultural  Members;  yet  their 
conatitoents  were  deeply  interested  in  the 
repeal  of  these  duties,  so  large  a  propor- 
tion of  what  butter  and  cheeie  they  did 
manage  to  get  being  of  foreign  produce, 
and  the  price  of  this  being,  ai  he  had 
said,  doubled  to  them  in  consequence  of 
the  Tariff.  He  wonld  not  trouble  the 
House  further  at  present,  but  simply  move 
that  the  House  go  into  Committee. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
he  should  certainly  confine  himself,  as  the 
bon.  Member  had  anticipated,  to  the 
financial  bearings  of  the  subject.  The 
hon.  Member  had  intimated  that  if  they 
went  into  Committee,  he  should  move  the 
total  repeal  of  these  duties;  to  that  Mo- 
tion he  should  offer  a  decided  opposition. 
He  need  scarcely  remind  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman or  the  House,  that  the  financial 
arrangements  for  the  year  had  been  made. 
In  making  those  arrangements,  the  Oo- 
vernment  had  endeavoured  lo  give  the 
most  relief  lo  the  interests  of  the  country. 
Some  there  were  who  (hoaght  they  had 
gone  beyond  prudence ;  but  that  they  bad 
gone  to  Ihe  extreme  veige  of  prudence  was 
the  opinion  of  all,  for  they  had  proposed 
such  a  reduction  of  duties,  that  when  the 
calculations  of  revenue  and  of  expenditure 
for  (he  year  were  made,  they  proposed  lo 
leave  at  the  end  of  the  year  a  surplus  not 
exceeding   100,OOOJ.      It  was  fais  duty, 
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tfasrefOTe,  not  to  yield  lo  any  farther  re- 1  ment  at  the  earlieit  period  lo  take  ■  eourae 

"  '  ■       ■'    '  which  he  had  e»ery  confidence  thej  woold 

take,  and  coniider  iheu  duties  which  af- 

fected  moat  important  mteretts  is  the 

couDtrj. 

Mr.  Hume  thonght,  it  conid  be  ahown 
that  the  Revenue  would  receive  the  lame 
amount  of  money,  and  ihe  duty  be  reduced 
at  the  aame  time.  Erery  redaction  of 
duly  on  other  article)  had  increaKd  the 
Rerenne;  and  if  theae  dutiei  were  reduced 
one-hair,  the  aame  sum  might  be  received, 
and  a  great  benefit  conferred. 

Mr.  P.  Howard  laid,  that  in  Warwick- 
',  Cheahire,  and  some  other  couDtiea, 


dacliona,  which  could  r.ot  be  made 
out  the  riik  of  a  coniiderable  deficiency. 
The  two  duties  on  buller  and  cheeie  pro- 
duced last  year  a  lum  of  347,000/.,  which 
he  could  not  conirnt  lo  gire  up,  neither 
could  he  conieni  to  atale  now  what  eourae 
he  would  purine  for  the  future.  It  waa 
the  duty  of  a  financial  Minister  not  lo 
cxpreai  a  premalute  opinion,  which  ex- 
preeaion  might  be  made  uie  of  and  oper- 
ate  injuriouily.  It  would  be  fatal  to  thoie 
who  were  engaged  in  buEineia  if  a  couiae 
of  futaie  policy  were  promulgated  at  the 
end  of  a  Seuion  which  nould  derange  the 


trade  of  the  country,  whilat  there  night  i  where  a  large  quantity  of  cheeae  waa 
be  circumatances  in  the  country  after- ^  made,  the  farmer  would  luffer  materially 
wardi  which  would  prevent  the  promiaed  |  if  thai  branch  of  agricnituial  produce  w 


repeal.  On  the  propriety,  however,  of 
theae,  ai  of  all  other  dutiei,  he  would  re- 
aerre  hia  opinion  till  that  period  of  the 
year  when  ihe  financea  were  to  be  cod- 
aidered;  and  when  be  knew  the  circum- 
aiaocea  of  the  couoiry  at  the  lime,  he 
would  take  such  a  eourae  aa  would  beat 
promote  the  general  intereata  of  the  coiid- 
try. 

Mr.  M.  Gibson  admitted  that  the  tight 
hon.  Genlleman  ought  not  lo  be  expected 
to  announce  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment  what  redaction  of  duties  they  would 
propose,  and  what  would  be  their  fiscal 
policy  for  the  future.  He  was  glad,  how- 
ever, to  find  the  right  hon.  Centlemaii 
justifying  these  duties  only  on  fiscal 
grounds,  and  declare  that  the  only  benefit 
Ihe  conntiy  received  from  these  duties  was 
347,000^  It  had  been  proved  that  the 
preaent  duliea  cause  a  considerable  reduc- 
tion of  human  food,  and  that  if  there  were 
no  importation  the  agricollural  labonreri 
wonld  not  be  able  to  procure  cheeae  or 
butter.  Knowing  something  of  the  agri- 
cultural labonrera  of  Suffolk,  he  conld  say 
they  consumed  a  great  deal  of  the  inferior 
kinds  of  foreign  cheese.  He  knew  that 
the  cheeie  of  Suffolk  was  hardly  eatable, 
and,  aa  it  was  said,  the  dogs  barked  at  it, 
and  he  thought  a  duly  of  100  per  cent, 
was  loo  high  to  be  maintained,  if  they  put 
ou  any  duty  at  all.  The  cheese  growers  of 
this  country  could  not  supply  one-half  the 
wantaof  the  country.  Tlie  duty  on  corn 
here  had  a  tendency  to  increase  the  arable 
and  to  destroy  the  pasture  land,  whilst 
they  maintained  this  high  duty  on  cheese 
and  butter.  The  end  of  the  war  was  of 
all  times  the  most  strange  for  increasing 
taxfttioD,  and  he  called  upon  the  Govern- 


much  interfered  with.  After  the  conces- 
sion which  the  Government  had  made 
to  the  commercial  intereat  at  the  com- 
mencement of  the  session,  he  thought  it 
was  hardly  fair  to  make  any  fresh  demand. 
The  agriculturists  ought  not  to  be  depriv- 
ed of  all  protection. 

Mr.  Newdegate  would  only  make  a 
single  observation.  It  was  to  express  a 
hope  that  though  the  agricultural  Mem- 
bers might  be  silent  on  the  present  occa- 
sion, the  House  would  not  suppose  them 
to  be  indifferent  to  the  subject  under  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  Cobden  feared  if  some  of  his  hon. 
Friends  near  him  supported  a  scale  of 
duliea  for  such  articles,  it  would  be  neces- 
sary for  him  to  dissolve  partnership  with 
them.  It  wonld,  he  waa  convinced,  be 
found  that  any  duty  on  articlea  of  food 
would  fall  doubly  as  heavy  on  ihe  labour- 
ing man  as  on  the  rich  man,  and  thus  the 
Government  would  be  in  a  dilemma,  in 
which  they  ah ould  abolish  the  duties  alto- 
gether. Though  the  boo.  Membera  for 
Detbyahire,  and  aome  other  counties, 
might  find  it  to  be  for  the  interest  of  their 
constituents  lo  support  the  duties  on 
butter  and  cheese,  he  could  not  see  why 
the  Members  for  Norfolk  and  Suffolk,  for 
instance,  should  adopt  the  same  course. 
If  Ihe  right  hon.  Baronet  would  take  the 
trouble  of  making  inquiries  on  the  sub- 
ject, be  would  find  that  there  were  six  or 
eighl  countiea  taxing  the  real  of  the  coun- 
try, aa  well  as  all  Ireland  and  Scotland, 
in  order  that  they  might  receive  a  high 
price  for  iheir  cheese.  In  the  name  man- 
ner, if  the  right  hon.  Baionet  took  up 
other  articles,  auch  aa  oats,  boaos,  hops, 
and  barley,  which  were  produced  in  par- 
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licular  diitricta,  he  would  be  able  (o  cbeck- 
iDHte  every  couDty  in  the  kiD^om,  He 
would  be  ihut  able  to  (how  ihat  ihej 
were  purtuiog  a  lyitem  by  which  ihey 
were  picking  each  oilier'i  poclceta,  and  by 
which  they  were  all  loieia  in  their  turn, 
while  the  whole  couotry  was  a  loier  along 
with  them.  Wiih  regard  10  the  quettion 
before  the  Home,  he  felt  confident  that  it 
would  be  dealt  with  next  year,  if  not  in  the 
present  Seition  ;  and  he  hoped  that  other 
heavily  taxed  articles — lucb  as  silk,  which 
had  been  alluded  to  in  ihe  courie  of  the 
preaent  debate — would  be  laken  into  con- 
sideration at  ihe  same  lime. 

Mr.  Tatton  Egertort  said,  the  hou. 
Member  who  liad  just  lat  down  had  talked 
or  the  agricultuTisis  picking  one  anoiher'a 
pockets,  but  be  had  said  nothing  about  the 
Kreat  manufacturers  of  Lancashire  oi 
Yorkihire  adopting  (he  same  course  io 
picking  the  pockets  ol  all  England.  He 
did  not,  however,  reproach  the  manuTac- 
lurers  Tor  making  large  rorlunei ;  but  he 
would  ask,  why  were  not  the  landed  pro- 
prietors to  have  alto  a  return  for  llieii 
capital  ?  ir  the  profits  of  the  two  classea, 
namely,  the  ugticuhuristi  and  the  manu- 
facturers, were  compared  together,  he  was 
convinced  that  the  latter  would  be  found 
to  be  beyond  all  comparison  the  greater. 

Dr.  Bowriag  said,  if  the  manufacturers 
of  ihia  country  required  the  consumers  lo 
pay  a  higher  price  than  the  same  article 
could  be  procured  for  elsewhere,  then, 
indeed,  the  comparison  drawn  by  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  last  spoken  would  hold 
good.  But  the  manufacturers  had  re- 
peatedly declared  that  they  required  no 
protection,  and  they  even  showed  that 
thoie  manufactares  which  had  been  moat 
protected  hnd  progressed  least. 

Sir  Robert  Peei  had  been  rather 
curious  to  know  what  Motion  the  hon. 
Member  would  have  made,  provided  he 
succerded  i»  inducing  the  House  lo  go 
into  Committee.  In  the  early  part  of 
the  Session,  when  Ihe  hon.  Member  be- 
fore brought  the  subject  forward,  be  had 
been  under  the  impression  that  the  object 
of  Ihe  hon.  Member  was  to  move  for  an 
abaolnte  and  total  repeal  of  iheie  duties  ; 
but  now,  when  hii  right  hon.  Friend  had 
argued  ihat  the  Motion  of  the  hnn.  Geo- 
tlemau  involved  a  loss  of  350,000/.  to  the 
revenue,  the  hon.  Member  cried  out  "  no, 
no,"  as  it  implied  only  ■  reduction  of  the 
duly.  But  how  was  it  to  he  expected  that 
Het  Majesty's  QorerniDeat  could  leriouily 


consider  a  redaction  of  350,0001.  in  the 
Revenue  at  the  present  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion ?  At  an  earlier  part  of  the  year,  when 
they  found  themielvei,  in  conieqaeuce  of 
the  renewal  of  the  Income  Tax,  with  a  con- 
siderable surplus  to  deal  with,  they  pro- 
ceeded  to  propose  reductions  in  the  duties 
on  various  articles  to  the  amount  of 
3,400,000/.  Now,  it  would  have  been 
perfectly  open  to  any  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  these  reduclioni  were  under  con- 
sideration, to  have  proposed  ihe  remission 
of  some  of  these  duties,  in  order  to  sub- 
stitute others  for  them;  but,  instead  of 
doing  BO,  hon.  Gentlemen  approved  of  the 
variou)  reductions  that  had  een  proposed 
by  the  Government,  and  now,  after  having 
permitted  them  lo  be  carried  into  effect, 
and  after  the  Government  had  reduced 
their  estimated  Burpluarevenue  to  100, OOOZ. 
for  the  year,  ihe  hon.  Gentleman  comet 
forward  in  the  month  of  July  and  pro> 
poses  a  farther  reduction  of  350,000/.,  for 
some  time,  at  least,  in  the  taxation  of  (be 
country.  The  Government  had  already 
left  the  surplus  revenue  mucb  smaller 
than  under  ordinary  circumtiaocea  would 
be  desirable;  but  they  wished  to  make  a 
great  financial  experiment,  and  they  there- 
fore ventured  as  far  ai  they  possibly  could 
go.  Again,  if  ibe  present  Motion  were 
carried,  another  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Foster) 
intended  proposing  another  Resolution, 
'  which  involved  an  additional  reduction  of 
no  less  than  80,000/.  He  would  ask,  did 
the  Kou^e  think  il  right  lo  annihilate  the 
small  sum  that  would  remain  in  the  hands 
of  Government,  and  to  run  the  risk  of 
having  a  deficiency  of  200,000/.  or 
300,000t.  at  the  end  of  the  present  year  T 
He  opposed  this  Motion  wholly  on  finan- 
cial grounds,  and  be  thought  it  decidedly 
objeclionahle  lo  permit  the  propositioos  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  with  r^ard 
10  6nance  to  be  confirmed  at  the  proper 
period  of  the  Sesiioa,  and  that  each  indi- 
vidual Member  should  be  at  liberty  lo 
m:ike  propoiitions  iovolviuK  large  ftoancial 
changes.  If  ihe  House  had  not  confidence 
in  the  Government,  whose  business  ii  was 
to  bring  forward  a  propoiiiion  of  finance 
for  the  year,  let  a  Motion  of  want  of  con- 
fidence be  made.  He  said  that  the  Go- 
vernment was  bound,  at  the  proper  period 
of  the  year,  to  make  an  exposition  of 
ihcir  financial  scheme  for  the  year,  and 
then  it  was  for  the  House  to  adopt  or  re- 
jeci  il  ;  but  to  take  the  course  adopted  by 
the  hon.   Member  oppoiite,  of  brioging 
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fonfard  a  fiaanciil  propotition  of  this  na-    SlrickUod,  Sir  G. 
ttire  late  ia  the  Seuioa,  mait  derange  the    Tufnell,  H. 
commercial   policy  of  the  country,  and    ^"'^''' 'il?"' *^' 
render  it  altogether  uncertain  what  line    w^k      a 
would  be  pnraued.     He  tniiled  ibe  Hoaae    Wachor'ton    H. 
would  not  accede  to  the  Motion.  ' 

Colonel  Sibthorp  taid,  he  Tor  one  had 
not  confidence  in  the  Government.     The    Acken,  J. 
right  hoD.  Baronet  aiked,  why  not  bring    Acland.T.  D. 
forward  a  Motion  of  want  of  conGdence  ?    A'Court,  Capt, 
If  inch  a  Motion  were  made,  the  right    Acion,  Col. 
hon.  Baronet  would  probably  find  hiniieir   Anttobu.,  E. 
biTine  recoorw  to  the  other  side  of  the    .  r"^"?"',5''°'  "■ 
Home  to  belp  him  through.  Zt^"W 

Mr.  M'  J.  O'Cannell  wished  his  hon.    Barkly  11 
Friend  would  not  preis  his  Motion  (o  a    Baring,  n.  bon.  W.  B, 
diviiioD  ;  but  at  the  aame  time,  if  lie  did    Beoneit,  P. 
10,  he  (Mr.  O'Conoell)  would  feel  it  his    Beminck,  Lord  G. 
duty  to  TOte  with  him.     His  conRtitaenta    Bl»cltburne.  J.  I. 
depended  more  on  the  lale  of  butter,  than  ,  ^^^'  ^•^■ 
even  on  corn  ;  but  itill  he  thought  one    Botfield*B' 
rule  fhould  be  applied  to  all  agricultural  <  Bowlei  Adm. 
produce ;  and  in  pioof  of  the  little  danger  ;  Bradibsw,  J. 
which  wa>  to  be  apprehended  from  foreign  i  BiamitoD,  T.  W. 
compeliiioo,  he  might  refer  to  the  flai-  j  Broadtej,  K. 
growers  of  Ulster,  who,  though  at  first    Broadwood,  H. 
alarmed  at  the  reduction  of  the  duly  on  '  """""  ''"*  "" 
flax,  now  produced  a  larger  quantity  of 
that  article  than  they  had  ever  done  be- 
fore. 

Mr.  EvBOTt  replied:  be  begged  to  re- 
mind the  right  hon.  Baronet,  that  it  was 
in  consequence  of  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net's suggestion  he  bad  postponed  bis 
Motion  on  a  former  occasion,  He  wished, 
also  to  add,  thai  when  he  spoke  of  a  re- 
duction in  these  duties,  it  was  from  a 
coorictioD,  that  if  the  rates  of  duty  were 
reduced  one-half  on  butter  and  cheese, 
the  gross  amount  received  by  Ibe  Revenue 
would  fully  equal  that  now  arising  from 
these  sources. 

The  House  divided:— Ayei  i 
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LUt  of  the  Ayes. 
Fielden,  J. 


Ewart,W. 
tiibwni,  M. 


;  Noes 


Aelionby,  II.  A. 
Baine,  W. 
Barnard,  B.  0. 
Berkeley,  hon.  C. 
BUke,  M.  J. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
Bo  wring,  Dr. 
Brolberton,  j. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Cobden,  R. 
ColUtt,J. 
Dennislono,  J. 
DuncSD,  G. 
Duadasi  Adm. 


Hastie,  A. 

Hindley,  C. 

Bollood,  R. 


Hue 


,J. 


Mifcalfe,  II. 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
MoffatL,  G. 
Morris,  D. 
Munli,  G.  F. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O-Connell,  M.  J. 
Pecbell,  Capt. 
Plnmridge,  Capt. 


I  Broce,  Lord  E. 
Bruges,  W.H.L. 
Bnllcr.Sir  J.Y. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Carew,  W.  H.  P. 
Chute,  W.  L.  W. 
Clive,  Visct. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  II. 
Cockbum,ri.hn.SIrG. 
Codrington,  Sir  W. 
Collet!,  Wj  E. 
Complon,  II.  C. 
Cony,  ri.  hn.  H. 
Crippi,  W. 
Damer,  hon.  Co). 
Darby,  G. 

Dawoay,  hon.  W.  H. 
Denison,  E.  B. 
Dick,  Q. 
Dickinson,  F.  H. 
Duckworth,  Sir  J.T-B. 
Duncombe,  hon.  A. 
East,  J.  B. 
Egenon,  W.  T. 
Escoit,  B. 
Estcourt,  T,  G.  B. 
Famham,  E.  B. 
Feildeo,  W. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
FiUmaurice,  hon.  W. 
FiliToy,  hon.  H. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Fox,  S.  L. 

Fremantle,  rl.hn.SirT. 
Puller,  A.  E. 
Gardener.  J.  D. 
Gaskell,J.  M. 
Gladstone,  rt.hu.W.B. 


Litl  of  the  Ayes. 

Gladstone,  Capt. 
Gore,  H. 

Gonlburo,  rt.  ban.  H. 
Graham,  rt.hn.  Sir  J. 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Greene,  T. 
Grinuloo,  Visct. 
Hamilton,  C.  J.  B. 
Harcourl,  G.  G. 
Heneage,  G.  II.  W. 
Herbert,  rl.  hon.  S. 
ItiQde,J.U. 
Hope,  hoD.  C. 
Hope,  A. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Husiey,  T. 
Ingesire,  Visct. 
Jenny  n.  Earl 
Jocelyc,  Visct. 
Jotliffe,  Sir  W.  G.  H. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Lockhart,  W. 
Lowther.SirJ  H. 
Lygon,  hoD.  Gen. 
Uackeoiie,  T, 
Mackepiie,  W.  F. 
M'Neill,  D. 
Mariin,  C.  W. 
Masterman,  J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Morgan,  O. 
Muody,  E.  M. 
Neeld.  J. 
Neeld,  J. 
Newdegaie,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Visct. 
Nicholl,  rt  hoD.  J. 
Northland,  Visct. 
OstnUlon,  Lord 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakinglon,J.  S. 
Palmer,  G. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Feel,  rt.hn.  Sir  R. 
P«l,  J. 

Pennant,  boo.  Col. 
Polhill,  F. 
Pringle,  A. 
Posey,  P. 
ILisbleigh,  W. 
llepion,  G.  W.  J. 
Richards,  R. 
Rolleston,  Col. 
Round.  J. 
Scoti,  hoo.  F. 
Sibthorp,  Col. 
Smith,  A. 


Smith,  rt.hn.T.B.C. 
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Some  rut.  Lord  O. 
Soiheion,  T.  II.  S. 
SpoooeT,  R. 
Spry,  Sir  S.  T. 
Slurl,  II.  0. 
Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thornhill,  G. 
Tolleniache,  hn.  F.J. 
Tolkmache,  J. 
Tower,  C. 
Trevor,  hon,  G.  R. 


tn  {Jolt 

Trollope.SirJ. 
Tyrell,  Sir  J.  T. 
Veroon.G.  H. 
Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Walsli.Sir  J.  B. 
Wellesley,  Lord  C. 
Yorke.hoo.  E.T. 

TELLERS. 

Young,  J. 
Banog,  H. 


CifSTOMB  Duties.]  Mr.  Forsler  then 
moTcd,  Ihflt  the  House  Tesol»e  itself  into 
Commiliee,  for  the  purpose  of  contider- 
ing  the  propriety  of  repealing  the  duly 
on  a  great  number  of  articles,  such  aB 
(luinine,  torrified  ilarcli,  horses,  mares, 
colW,  &c.  He  would  not,  at  that  late 
hour,  tfouble  the  House  by  going  into  the 
particulars  of  all  these  items;  but  he 
thought,  considering  the  small  amount  of 
duty  received  from  ibem,  that  they  ought 
to  na»e  been  included  in  the  general 
Tariffj  and  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net would  give  some  satisfactory  reason 
for  their  omiMion. 

Sir  R.  Peei  said,  when  be  had  brought 
forward  his  reduced  Tariff,  he  did  not 
state  that  there  were  not  other  orlicles 
on  which  a  reduction  of  duly  ought  not 
also  to  be  made;  but,  coniidering  the 
progress  that  the  Government  had  made 
duriag  the  past  three  years  in  commer- 
cial reform,  he  thought  the  House  might 
very  well  leava  further  alterations  in  their 
hands  for  future  consideration. 

Molioa  withdrawn. 

Fees  in  Criminai.  Coi'Rts.]  Mr. 
EscoU,  in  moving  ihe  Second  Reading  of 
Fees  in  Criminal  Courts  Bill,  said,  per- 
sons brought  up  to  a  court  of  justice  had 
certain  fees  lo  pay  if  they  were  not  con- 
victed J  and  those  who  were  found  guilty, 
had  frequently  to  pay  more  than  ten  times 
Ihe  amount  of  the  tine  imposed  on  ibem 
in  the  shape  of  fees.  Interests  had  sprung 
up  from  these  fees  to  defend  this  system. 
There  were  those  now  living,  who  remem- 
bered when  the  office  of  clerk  of  assize 
was  sold  for  several  thousand  pounds, 
and  by  a  Judge  of  assize.  He  trusted 
that  the  Bill  would  be  read  a  second 
time.  If,  in  preparing  its  provisions,  he 
had  gone  too  far  in  any  particular,  that 
might  be  considered  in  Committee.  They 
could  not  possibly  stop  short  as  regarded 
the  great  principle  involved  id  the  mea- 
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The  Attorney  General  observed,  that 
the  House  should  take  care  that  they 
were  not  hurried  into  rash  legislation  as 
to  this  matter.  To  a  ceriain  eilent,  he 
entirely  agreed  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member.  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle, 
man  was  induced  to  take  up  the  subject, 
by  reason  of  great  abuses  which  existed  in 
the  county  with  which  he  himself  was 
more  intimately  connected.  These  abuses 
principally  consisted  in  exacting  fees  from 
persons  before  they  were  allowed  lo  plead, 
in  taking  fees  front  parties  who  were  ac. 
quilled,  and  in  compelling  persons  lo  Ira- 
verse,  and  so  obtaining  fees  from  them. 
He  entirely  agreed  wiib  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member,  that  these  were  great 
abuses,  and  that  they  should  also  be  re- 
medied ;  and  he  was  quite  prepared  lo 
introduce  any  measure  which  might  have 
the  effect  of  remedying  them.  But  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  been  led  too 
far  by  his  own  strong  feelings.  In  the 
Bill  which  he  had  introduced,  the  House 
would  at  once  perceive  that  the  principal 
object  was  to  abolish  all  fees,  in  all  case* 
whatsoever,  whether  of  acquittal  or  convic- 
tion; and,  whether  on  Irial  or  indiclment, 
or  upon  more  summary  proceedings.  By 
Ihe  55lh  Geoige  III.,  the  fees  on  acquit- 
lal,  taken  from  prisoners,  tried  either  for 
felony  or  misdemeanor,  were  entirely  abol- 
ished. That  Act  did  not  certainly  go  to 
the  extent  for  which  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  properly  contended,  because  it 
only  applied  to  the  case  when  the  parties 
were  in  prison,  and  charged  with  felonies 
or  misdemeanors,  and  afterwards  acquit- 
ted. It  was  a  great  evil,  that  patties  out 
on  bail,  charged  with  misdemeanor,  and 
afterwards  acquitted,  should  be  made  lo 
pay  fees  on  that  acquittal.  He  thought 
that  no  parties  should  be  called  upon  to 
pay  fees,  before  they  were  admitted  lo 
plead.  Nor  should  any  party  be  com- 
pelled to  traverse,  for  the  purpose  of  giv- 
ing fees  to  the  officer;  but  he  was  not 
disposed  to  say,  if  a  person  was  disposed 
to  traverse,  ihst  all  fees  on  traverses 
should  be  abolished.  He  agreed,  that 
with  regard  to  acquittals,  no  fee  should 
be  taken  from  a  party,  whether  he  were 
discharged  out  of  prison,  or  out  on  bail, 
and  tried  for  misdemeanor  and  acquit- 
ted. He  concurred  with  ihe  principle  so 
far,  at  ihal  it  wa>  improper  to  demand 
fees  before  parlies  were  permitted  to 
plead  ;  that  was  a  grievance,  and  that  he 
would  rtmedy ;  and  lo  that  extent  be  went 
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with  hit  bon.  and  learned  Friend.  Hia 
hot).  Friend  had  said,  theie  were  casei  in 
which  the  feet  on  conviction  were  more 
than  the  fines  imposed  by  way  of  punish- 
ment. That,  he  admitted,  was  also  a 
grievaace  which  should  not  be  canlinued. 
Provide  a  remedy  for  these  cases ;  but  as 
the  Bill  now  stood,  extensive  and  general 
as  it  was,  he  must  oppose  it. 

Mr.  Aglionby  approved  of  the  principle 
of  the  Bill,  and  was  glad  the  subject  had 
fallen  into  such  hands.  The  object  was 
to  remove  a  grievance  whicli  pressed  se- 
verely on  many  of  Her  Majesty's  subjecis ; 
and,  if  the  Bill  went  too  far,  and  repealed 
Acts  of  Parliament,  some  of  which  the 
Attorney  General  admitted  should  not 
remain  on  the  Statute  Boole,  he  thought 
they  bad  a  right  to  expect  from  the  bon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  a  state- 
ment of  what  particular  Acts  of  Parlia- 
ment he  was  wiiliog  to  extend  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Bill  to.  He  would  suggest 
that  the  Bill  should  be  allowed  to  be  read 
a  second  time;  and,  that  in  the  mean 
lime  the  Attorney  General  should  consi- 
der to  what  Acts  of  Parliament  the  Bill 
should  extend. 

Sir  /.  Graham  had  understood,  that 
the  object  of  the  bon.  MemBer  was  merely 
to  abolish  fees  charged  upon  the  acquit- 
tal of  parties,  of  fees  exacted  from  per- 
sons admitted  to  hail,  and  from  persons 
forced  to  plead.  To  that  extent,  as  he 
had  stated  lest  year,  he  was  prepared  to 
go  with  his  hun.  Friend  ;  but  ibis  Bill 
went  further,  ai)d  proposed  to  repeal  some 
Acts  of  Parliament  under  which  fees  were 
imposed  under  other  circumstances,  to  its 
full  extent,  therefore  he  could  not  concur 
in  it.  Being  prepared  to  support  the 
object  of  his  hon.  Friend  so  far  as  he  had 
ssid,  he  should  vote  for  the  second  read' 
ing  of  the  Bill,  upon  the  nnderstsnding 
that  it  would  be  modiBed  in  Committee. 

House  divided: — Ayes 40;  Noes  ( 
Majority  34. 


of  Smoke. 
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List  of  tke  Axt.B. 


Aglionby,  H.  A. 
BeniincK,  Lord  C. 
Blake,  M.J. 
Borlhwick,  P. 
Bouverie,  hon.  E.  P. 
BrotherioD,  J. 
Cardwell,  E. 
Diclcenson,  F.  11. 
Duncan,  O. 
Fe^nson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fonter,  M. 


Fremantle.rt.bn.Sir  T. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnes 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Harcourt,  0.  G. 
Hope,  A. 
Jeroiyn,  Earl 
Jonei,  Capi. 
McNeill,  D. 
Martin,  C.  VF. 


Thesiger,  Sir  F. 
Thonihill,  G. 
Tollemache,  hn.  P.  J. 
Wakley,  T. 
Warburton,  H. 
Wawn.  J.  T. 
Young,  J. 

EsGott,  B. 
Mackeniie,  W.  F. 


Mitchell,  T.  A. 
Munti,  G.  F. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hop.  J. 
O'CdddcII,  M.J. 
■     .gle,A. 
Pusey,  P. 
Eashteigh,  W. 
Scott,  hon.  F. 
Smith,  rt.  ho.  T.B. 
Somerrille,  Sir  W.  M. 
Spooner,  U. 

List  of  the  Ates. 
Berkeley,  hou.  C.  Trollope,  Sir  J. 

Bruges,  W.  H.  L. 

Darby,  G.  tellkbs. 

IngeBtre,  Visct.  Rolleston,  Col. 

Masterraan,  3.  Cripps,  W. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  two 
'clock. 

HOUSE   OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  July  23,  1845. 

HlHDTU.]    BiLU.     /^lUlc.— !•'  CbMOH  Ln  Ripalt 


logoT  Otitj  of  I 

WUliun  HollU,  Ii 

of  HiiliuNUlTclnruttT.rotlikiuli 


The  Hotiae  met  at  twelve  o'clock. 

Pbdhibitioh  of  Smokr.]  Mr.  Jlfnc- 
kinnoti  brought  up  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  on    the   Smoke    Prohibition 


On  the  Motion  that  the  Amendmeois 
made  by  the  Committee  on  the  Bill,  be 
now  tead  a  second  time, 

Mr.  fTarfl  objected  to  the  Bill,  that  it 
would  be  found  impracticable  to  carry 
out  many  of  the  clauses.  There  were 
some  trades  and  manufactures  entirely 
exempted  from  its  operation,  and  unlets 
he  Here  permitted  to  introduce  some 
clauses  to  exempt  the  manufacturers  and 
workers  in  Britannia  metal,  he  should 
he  obliged  to  move  that  the  Report  be 
taken  into  consideration  that  day  tbrce 
mootbi.  /  ~  T 
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Mr.  Mackinnon  could  not  give  his  con- 
sent 10  any  further  alterations  in  the  Bill. 
Mr.  Beckett  Denisort  aaid,  that  he  had 
received  many  lelieri  from  Yorkihire, 
requeuing  him  to  oppose  that  part  of  the 
Bill  which  enacted,  that  the  inapectora 
creaied  by  it,  thoold  be  paid  oat  of  the 
county  rate,  and  the  expense  be  Ihui  sad- 
dled on  the  agriculturist (. 

Mr.  Hawet  objected  to  the  Qilj,  be- 
cause the  hon.  Member  for  Lymingion, 
since  the  Bill  had  gone  through  the  first 
Commitiee,  had  introduced  so  many  ei- 
ceptiona,  that  they  were  mare  than  the 
rule,  and  by  that  means  it  exenpied  the 
stroDger  and  oppressed  the  weak,  and 
upon  that  principle  he  would  oppose  the. 
Bill. 

Mr.  C.  P.  ViUUrt  complained,  that  the 
hon.  Member  Tor  Lambeth,  after  sitting 
on  the  Commitiee,  and  hearing  the  evi. 
dence  on  the  part  of  the  ironrounderi 
and  iroomsslers,  stayed  away  when  the 
Report  was  drown  up,  in  onler  that  he 
might  oppose  the  Report  when  brought 
under  ihe  consideration  of  the  Housa. 

Sir  W.  Clay  contended,  that  the  sugar 
refiners  ought  to  be  exempted  from  the 
operation  of  the  Bill,  fr  the  Bill  had 
remaiDed  general,  he  would  have  sup- 
ported it  with  pleasure  ;  but  aa  exceptions 
had  been  made,  he  thought  the  sugar 
refiners  had  a  right  to  be  exempted 
also. 

Mr.  Mttnlz  aaid,  that  it  was  a  mere 
t[uestton  of  expense.  If  the  sugar  re- 
finers were  exempted,  he  should  feel 
compelled  to  more,  that  he  himself,  and 
all  other  parties  following  the  same  trade, 
should  likewise  be  exempted.  He  con- 
tended that  there  should  be  no  exceptions 
at  ail. 

Mr.  W.  WtUiantt  supported  the  Bill. 
The  object  of  the  bon.  Member  for  Lym- 
iugton,  in  introducing  this  Bill,  was  to  pro- 
tect the  industrious  population  of  ihia 
country  from  a  very  great  nuiaance, 

Mr.  B.  Escoll  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  LyraingtOD  waa  not  treated  fairly 
by  ihe  opponents  of  the  Bill,  because  he 
had  excepted  some  interests  from  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  WakUy  recomroeoded  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lyminglon  should  give 
np  his  Bill  altogether  ;  and  as  the  ques- 
tion affected  the  lives  of  the  whole  com- 
muoiiy,  he  should  throw  the  responsibility 
of  bringing  in  a  Bill  of  the  like  nature 
DDOO  the  Govern  meal. 
VOL.UtXXII.    {iSlJ 


Mr,  Duncan  agreed  with  what  bad  fal. 
len  from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Finsbur;  (Mr.  Wakley),  that  this  was  x 
question  of  far  too  great  magnitude  to  be 
in  the  hands  of  any  one  Member  of  that 
House,  however  able  or  however  willing 
to  bring  Toward  a  measure  of  this  natare 
— and  no  one  was  more  ready  lo  offer  his 
tribute  of  thanks  lo  the  hoo.  Member  for 
the  trouble  he  had  taken  in  maturing 
this  Bill ;  but  he  begged  to  ask  the  hon. 
Member  if  he  intended  this  Bill  lo  extend 
to  Scotland  ?  If  he  did,  it  would  he 
fuond  to  be  altogether  inapplicable  to 
that  country  ;  for  the  very  first  clause 
authorized  the  inspectors  to  be  paid  out 
of  borough  rales,  settled  as  the  justices  in 
special  sessions,  shall  from  time  to  time 
think  fit.  Now,  in  Scotland,  no  special 
sessions  exist.  To  Clause  3,  and  msny 
others,  objection  would  be  made,  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman  was  determined  to  go  on 
with  the  Bill.  Bat  he  would  alcongly 
urge  on  the  hon.  Member  to  allow  the 
whole  subject  to  be  taken  up  by  Govern- 
ment, and  by  this  means  a  measure  might 
be  got  with  which  parlies  might  be  aatis- 
fiedi  whereas  the  present  Bill  would  not, 
and  could  not,  satisfy  the  country.  The 
district  which  he  (Mr.  Duncan)  repre- 
sented, was  one  where  a  great  number  of 
flax  mills  would  come  under  this  Bill. 
At  present  a  great  desire  existed  among 
his  constituents  to  carry  out  the  objects 
of  this  Bill;  but  no  fixed  mode  of  doing 
so  had  yet  been  pointed  out,  although  his 
Friends  in  Dundee  had  expended  large 
sums  in  making  experiments  on  the  sub- 
ject;  and  at  this  moment  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Police  had  nominated  a  Com- 
mitiee for  this  very  purpose.  Under  all 
the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he  earnesil; 
hoped  Government  would  step  in  and  take 
the  matter  into  their  hands,  as  ibey  aloae 
were  able  and  ought  to  grapple  with  a 
national  question  of  this  vast  importance. 

Mr.  Mackinnon  replied.  He  hoped 
that  the  House  would  permit  the  Bill  lo 
be  tried  as  an  experiment  as  it  now  stood  ; 
and  if  it  succeeded  with  all  iheexcepiiona, 
it  might  be  made  to  extend  generally  to 
all  manafactures. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Amendments  of  Ihe  Committee  agreed 
lo. 

Sir  C.  Lemon,  in  the  absence  of  Mr. 
Godson,  moved  the  addition  of  the  follow- 
ing clause  :— 

"  Provided  always,  and  be  it  further  EoMl- 
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Pbivilbgk.]  Mr.  F.  French  laiil,  tie 
should  not  detain  the  Uouie  more  tbaa 
two  or  three  minutei,  wbilil  be  addreued 
Id  it  a  few  observations  which  be  Telt  it 
necessary  to  make.  He  had  seen  in  the 
public  papers  a  report  to  the  effect  that  a 
breach  or  the  privileges  of  ihat  House  had 
been  committed  in  regard  ofa  speech  be- 
ing  published  in  the  Timn  newapaper  of 
yesterday  morning  wbicb  had  beea  attri- 
buted to  him,  aad  which  had  been  de- 
clared to  ha*e  been  incorrectly  attributed 
to  him;  ID  point  of  fact,  that  he  aever 
made  such  a  speech  at  all.  Now,  be 
dared  say  that  there  were  many  Afembers 
then  present  who  could  bear  him  out  in 
slating  that  every  single  word  in  the  re- 
port q{  the  speech  alluded  to  had  been 
uttered  by  him  in  that  Hoase.  He  Uood 
beside  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
London  on  that  occasion,  and  on  the  Mi- 
nisterial bench  were  the  Prime  Minister 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  Stale  for  the  Home  Deparimeai ; 
and  he  believed  that  those  Gentlemen,  as 
well  a*  every  one  who  had  been  within 
bearing  when  he  addressed  the  House, 
could  vouch  for  the  fact  that  the  report 
was  literally  and  wholly  correct.  He 
came  into  the  House  on  the  occasion  lo 
which  ho  referred  without  any  idea  of 
speaking;  but  an  opportunity  appearing 
likely  to  occur  of  addressing  himself  to  a 
particular  subject,  he  made  a  short  note, 
which  he  had  still  in  his  possession,  and 
which  he  compared  with  his  speech  as  re- 
ported in  the  paper  alluded  to,  and  thtt 
note  bore  out  the  full  and  literal  accuracy 
of  the  report  to  the  very  letter.  Now,  a 
reply  had  come  to  that  speech  from  a 
powerful  quarter,  and  he  admitted  it  waa 
perfectly  true  that  long  practice  had  given 
to  the  individual  who  made  that  replv  a 
power  of  wielding  his  weapons  with  greater 
dexterity  than  he  could  command  ;  bat, 
nevertheless,  he  had  yet  to  learn  that,  if 
the  occasion  required  it,  he  could  not 
strike  as  hard  a  blow  as  that  individual. 
He  had  neither  courted  that  individual  nor 
did  he  fear  biro;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
it  was  not  his  intention  to  carry  on  with 
him  a  war  of  abusive  words,  which  was 
neither  consonant  with  his  own  feeliogi, 
nor  consistent  with  his  position  in  that 
House.  As  an  allusion  had  been  made 
in  a  report  in  the  public  papers  lo  a 
company  with  which  be  was  connected, 
he  trusted  the  House  would  give  him  its 
atiCDtioa  for  a  few  minuieff  whilst  he 


ed.  That  nothing  in  this  Act  contained  sball 
extend,  or  be  construed  to  extend,  lo  any 
steam  or  Gre  engines  used  or  employed  in  or 
about  any  mines,  collieries,  iron  works,  copper 
works,  or  speller  works,  or  for  the  purposes 
of  winning  and  working,  making,  burning, 
calcining,  or  manufacturing  of  iroo,  copper, 
spelter,  and  iron-stone,  respectively,  anything 
herein  contaitied  to  the  contrary  notwithstand- 
ing." 

Clause  read  a  first  time. 

On  the  Question  that  it  be  read  a  tec- 
end  lime, 

Mr.  Hawet  said,  he  should  feel  it  his 
duty  to  divide  the  House  on  every  exemp- 
tion menlioned  in  the  Bill. 

The  House  divided:-Ayes  20;  Noes 
43:  Majority  23. 

Lord  John  Ruasell  thought  the  excep- 
tions made  by  the  bon.  Member  for 
Lymiogton  were  so  unjust,  that  he  could 
not  support  the  Bill.  He  would  recom- 
mend lhat  further  inquiries  should  be 
made,  by  Commission  or  otherwise,  into 
the  necessity  existing  for  any  exceptions 
si  all.  They  had  as  yet  arrived  at  no 
sstisfactory  conclusion  ;  but  by  next  Ses- 
sion, the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Lymington  would  have  the  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that  he  had  been  a  great  bene- 
factor lo  the  country. 

Sir  James  Qraham  was  most  aoxious  lo 
adopt  the  suggestions  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and,  on  the  part  of  the  Government  would 
undertake  that  during  the  recess  scientihc 
inquiries  should  take  place  into  the  safely 
of  extending  the  Bill  to  stationary  steam 
engines;  and  on  the  House  meeting  next 
Session,  the  result  should  be  made  known, 
and,  whether  favourable  to  the  exceptions 
or  not,  the  reasons  for  that  opinion  should 
also  be  made  known.  His  noble  Friend 
the  First  Commissioner  of  Woods  and 
Forests  intended  shortly  lo  lay  before  the 
House  a  large  and  comprehensive  measure 
on  the  health  of  towns,  into  which  Bill  the 
measures  considered  to  be  necessary  from 
the  report  of  the  scientific  inquiry,  could 
be  incorporated,  or,  into  a  separate  and,  he 
hoped,  much  more  satisfactory  measure. 

Mr.  Mackinnoii  hoped  that  a  pledge 
would  be  given  by  the  Oovernment  lo  io- 
Itodnce  the  measure  early  next  Session, 

Further  consideration  of  the  Report 
put  oif  for  three  months 

LuKATics,]  The  further  proceedings 
on  the  third  reading  of  this  Bill  were  re- 
sumed.      Amendmenti    made,   and    Bill 
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tUUd  tha  bell  relttiag  to  hit  eoaneiiou 
wiib  tbat  company.  The  Hoau  woi  pro- 
bably Birare  lba(  he  had  for  many  years 
taken  an  inlereit  in  the  construction  of 
railwaya  in  Ireland,  and  that  he  had  op- 
posed a  plan  which  was  auggeiled  by  his 
noble  Frieod  Lord  Morpeih,  when  Secie- 
isry  Tor  Ireland,  for  the  conitnictioo  or 
railfvays  principally  in  the  louth  of  Ire- 
laod;  the  Tiew  which  lie  then  look,  and 
which  ha  took  still,  beiog  thst  a  lioe  to 
the  west  of  Ireland  would  tend  more  to 
the  interest  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
to  the  developnent  of  the  reaoarces  of 
Ireland.  In  I84l,shoTlly  alter  the  ac- 
cesiion  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R, 
Peel)  to  power,  be  brougbt  the  subject  at 
some  length  nnder  the  consideration  of 
the  HoDse.  He  wrote  four  or  five  small 
pamphlets  on  tha  lubjecl,  and  from  all 
the  circumstances  which  be  had  stated, 
be  thought  he  was  entitled  to  say  that  be 
hsd  given  a  good  deal  of  coo  side  ration  to 
the  subject.  'Hie  railwsy  with  which  be 
vaa  connected  was  tha  Irish  Oreat  West- 
cm  Railway.  It  waa  not  got  up  by  sol». 
citors  or  eogineen,  as  those  thiogt  gene- 
rally were,  it  having  originated  principally 
with  a  noble  Frtend  of  his,  now  no  more, 
the  Marqueis  of  Downibire,  and  himself. 
The  undertaking  was  not  in  any  shape 
connected  with  stockbrokers  or  stock- 
jobbers, and  consequently  it  etperienced 
the  greatest  possible  hostility,  not  only 
from  a  rival  company, but  fromslockjobbers 
alio,  and  there  was  notbiogi  that  coul<l  in 
posiibly  done,  fair  or  nnlair,  which  was 
not  practiied  in  opposition  to  it ;  but, 
notwithstanding  that  opposition,  appli- 
cations  for  shares  were  made  to  the 
amount  of  three  millioas  sterling.  He 
would  now  state  shortly  how  ihe  sbsrea 
were  allotted.  He  waa  opposed  to  any 
abarei  being  given  to  penoni  in  Ireland, 
from  hia  eiperience  of  the  Drogheda 
Railway,  where  parties  after  taking  shares, 
and  when  ibey  were  at  a  large  premium, 
refused  afterwards  to  pay  up;  and  he  de- 
sired, therefore,  as  much  as  poiaible  to 
place  the  shares  in  the  handa  of  capitalists 
here,  and  all  the  applications  were  accord- 
ingly transmitted  to  the  Board  nf  Directors 
here.  It  was  stated  that  a  good  deal  of  neg- 
ligence had  been  shown  by  persons  in  the 
management  of  the  company;  bnt  he  could 
show  that  no  such  negligence  had  iMen 
eihibited.  They  appointed  the  Messrs. 
Pillans  and  Co.,  brokers  io  Edinburgh; 
and  he  believed  the  Scotch  Members  pre- 
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sent  would  admit  that  no  more  respectable 
parlies  could  have  been  appointed  :  in 
Liverpool,  they  appointed  Hr.  Barber;  in 
Dublin,  tbey  appointed  Mr.  Latouche ;  and 
in  London,  Mr.  Heseltine ;  and  in  those 
towns  which  he  had  named,  no  share* 
were  given  to  any  individual  who  applied 
for  them  without  being  approved  by  the 
broker  in  each  town.  The  list  was  left  in 
London  for  a  long  time  with  Mr.  Hesel- 
tine, and  inquiries  weie)made  into  the  re- 
spectability of  parties  applying  for  shares. 
Mr.  Heseltine  was  the  broker  in  London, 
Mr.  Harris  was  the  lolicitor ;  a  parlia- 
mentary agent  of  eminence  was  a  ppo  id  ted, 
u  pioviiional  committee  was  also  appoint- 
ed, after  which  tbey  went  over  the  list  of 
allotted  shares,  and  the  result  of  their 
scrutiny  was,  that  applications  amounting 
to  two  millions  sterling  were  rejected  ai  bad. 
At  that  time,  advertisements  were  sent 
Toundtothe  newspapers  io  England,  tostate 
that  the  company  waa  about  to  be  dis- 
solved, and  in  consequence  of  those  ad- 
vertisements  a  great  number  of  sharehold- 
ers refused  to  pay  up.  Tha  Company,  in 
consequence  of  this,  put  advertisements 
in  the  papari,  Stating  that  all  those  sharea 
which  were  not  paid  up  should  be  forfeit- 
ed; but  notwithstaoding  tbat,  many  re- 
fused to  pay  np,  and  great  numbera  of  the 
shares  remained  unpaid :  he  would  call  par- 
ticular attention  to  that  fact,  as  it  had  been 
skilfully  imputed  tbat  there  bad  been  a 
good  ileal  of  jobbing  in  that  respect.  The 
money  required  by  iheStanding  Orders  was 
not  to  be  had;  the  ibares  were  at  a  discount 
of  7f .  6d.i  no  Report  had  been  made  by  the 
Board  of  Trade ;  and  at  thia  time  several 
directors,  amoogat  them  an  officer  of  great 
distinction  and  wealth,  came  forward  and 
said  that  they  would  take  the  shares  which 
had  been  returned  as  forfeited — that  they 
vrauld  pay  np  tha  deposits,  and  enable 
the  Company  to  go  on.  An  allotment  of 
shares  was  then  made  by  the  Company, 
and  not  a  single  share  was  reserved  for 
any  director,  or  the  relative  or  friend  of 
any  director.  He  (Mr.  French)  held  forty 
shares.  He  never  held  more  in  that  or 
aoy  other  railway.  He  held  them  all  at 
that  moment,  and  up  to  that  time  he  had 
never  parted  with  one  of  them  :  and,  under 
those  circumstances,  an  imputation  was 
made  against  bim  that  he  was  desirous  for 
the  success  of  that  railway  for  the  ad. 
vnncement  of  his  own  personal  interest. 
Now,  under  any  circumstances,  all  that 
he  could  lost  by  thoM  ^ares  was  301., 
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and  that  conld  sc»Tce1y  leinpt  hio 
take  the  course  nhich  had  beeo  imputed 
to  bim.  There  were  ■  number  of  othei 
thingi  which  he  might  state  to  the  Houii 
in  conoeiion  with  the  history  o(  the  Com' 
pany,  but  he  would  not  (respasi  on  the 
time  of  the  House;  and  he  would,  there- 
fore, go  at  once  to  the  reference  which 
had  been  made  to  the  speech  which  had 
been  altribuled  to  bim,  and  the  accuracy 
of  which  he  fully  admitted.  An  answer 
had  been  atlerapted  lo  be  given  to  that 
gpeecb,  and  in  the  answer  to  which  he  re- 
ferred, he  was  represented  as  havinp;  can- 
vassed the  support  of  an  emiaeui  indifi- 
dual  in  another  place.  It  was  true  thai 
he  did  see  that  individual  for  a  few  mi- 
nutes, and  that  he  atled  that  any  oppo- 
■ition  might  be  withheld  until  his  (Mr, 
French's)  noble  Friend,  who  was  then  ab- 
sent, should  be  in  his  place  to  answer  any 
objection  which  might  be  urged.  It  wai 
■aid,  indeed,  that  he  used  rery  flattering 
l^rms  10  that  individual;  but  he  (Mr. 
French)  never  knew  that  he  possessed 
■ucb  powers  of  flattering  as  to  be  able  ' 
two  minute*  to  change  the  opinions  of  one 
of  the  most  eminent  men  of  the  day. 
had  made  four  slalementi,  one  of  which 
was,  that  private  interviews  had  been  held 
with  an  agent,  and  that  letlen  had  been 
written ;  but  that  had  been  since  explained 
by  the  statement  that  the  agent  had  not 
been  allowed  to  open  the  subject,  and 
that  the  letters  had  not  been  resd  ;  and  it 
was  staled  thai  instead  of  the  individual 
to  whom  he  alluded  having  said  that  he 
would  bring  down  the  shares  to  a  dis- 
count, that  thai  would  be  the  result  of  the 
evidence.  The  evidence,  however,  had 
not  been  published,  and  he  had  no  op- 
portunity of  seeing  iL  With  respect  to 
the  charge  of  browbeating  witnesses,  as 
that  was  a  Secret  Committee,  he  had  to 
take  his  impreislon  from  what  the  wit 
nesses  told  hira.  U  was  not  to  Mr. 
Parkes's  evidence  thai  he  particularly  al- 
luded, although  it  went  to  show  that  in 
the  case  of  forty  other  railways  the  rule  of 
reference  had  not  been  required.  He,  in 
■peaking  of  the  witnesses,  particularly  al- 
luded  to  Mr.  Mitchell,  and  the  evidence 
of  ihe  se<:reiary  ;  and  having  staled  these 
facis,  he  did  not  now  deem  it  necessary  to 
pursue  the  matter  further.  The  other  psrt 
of  (he  injwer  applied  to  a  portion  of  his 
obsevaiioRs  which  waa  caused  by  the  ap- 
plication, as  be  had  been  given  to  under- 
stand, of  t  peculiarly  offeoiire  espret- 
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sion  relative  to  himself — in  comeqaenee 
of  which  he  fell  peculiarly  hurt,  greatly 
irritaied,  and,  consequently,  he  spoke  of 
that  expression  with  strong  excitemeni. 
The  individual  to  whom  it  was  attributed 
had  since  said  that  he  had  not  used  the 
expression ;  that  it  was  written  by  n 
Quaker,  who  was  a  stockbroker  in  Dublin, 
and  handed  to  him,  and  in  that  way  it  ap. 
peared  in  the  form  of  a  question.  As  the 
individual  to  whom  he  had  alluded  bad 
stated  that  the  question  was  not  invented 
by  him,  he  would  not,  therefore,  say  any- 
thing more  in  reference  to  it.  He  was 
prepared  to  state  that,  having  used  strong 
persnnal  expressions,  which  he  applied  to 
an  individual  under  mistaken  feelings,  but 
finding  that  he  did  not  use  the  expression 
which  he  (Mr.  French)  was  under  the  im. 
pression  when  he  spoke  had  been  used 
against  him,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say. 
ingthai  he  at  once  withdrew  all  the  ex - 
pressinns  which  he  had  used  with  regard 
to  that  individual ;  and  he  would  fnrtlier 
say,  as  every  man  of  proper  feeling  would 
■ay,  that  he  regretted  having  used  an  ex- 
pression which  was  painful  to  that  indivi- 
dnal,  or  to  any  other  person, 

Mr.  Cliue,  who  was  nearly  inaudible, 
stated  (as  we  understood)  that  the  ques. 
lion  of  reference  had  not  been  entered  into 
before  the  Committee  of  that  House  lo 
which  the  Bill  had  been  referred. 

The  ChanctUor  of  the  Exchequtr  trust* 
ed  that  the  statement  which  had  been  jnat 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  would  have 
the  effect  of  allaying  any  irritation  which 
the  expressions  the  hon.  Member  had  been 
described  si  having  used  on  a  former  oc> 
casion  appeared  to  him  calculated  to  cre> 
ate.  He  (ihe  Chancellor  of  the  Excbe- 
quer)  should  be  the  last  person  in  that 
lie  10  prolong  a  discussion  of  thai  na- 
;  but  perhaps  he  might  take  the  li- 
berty of  suggesting  a  more  cautious  ob- 
servance of  the  rule  of  tliat  House,  not  to 
comment  on  acts  of  individuals  of  ibe  other 
House  of  Parliament,  either  in  their  l^is- 
lative  or  their  judicial  capacity.  The  only 
mode  in  which  they  cotild  secure  thein- 
from  attack  was  by  a  due  observance 
of  what  was  due  toothers;  and  if  they 
wished  to  preserve  their  own  privileges, 
they  ought  to  be  careful  to  set  the  example 
of  not  violatini;  the  privileges  of  the  olher 
House  of  Parliament.  The  best  way  to 
act  was,  to  abstain  from  acting  or  speaking 
ipon  what  rumour  stated  occurred  in  an- 
other place.    H«  thoagbt  it  bis  daty  to 
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make  thoie  tevr  obtervatioot  in  conie-   4andi  BUI,  which  bad  jutt  come  down 

quenceof  what  had  occurred.  from  the  Lords.     He  espreued  his  eston- 

Mt.B.  Etcotl  taid,  that  he  was  io  his    ishment  that  none  of  the  law  officers  of  the 

?lBce  when   l!ie    hon.  Genilemsn    (Mr.  '  Crown  were  present  when  a  Bill  of  such 
'rench)  addressed  ihe  House,  and  he  did  '  importance   was  before  the    House.     He 


not  hear  one  single  word  of  what  he  said. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

County  Rates.]  House  in  Committee 
on  the  County  Rates  Bill. 

On  Clause  11, 

"  If  overseers  neglecl  to  make  return,  or 
wilfully  make  a  falie  retuni  or  sUtement  of 
the  full  and  fair  anoual  value  of  ihe  property 
witbin  the  pariih,  expenses  of  Commiltee  to 
be  paid  by  tae  paTJsh," — 

Mr.  Darby  moTed — 

«Toiiuerttbewordi,'ai  which  ihe properly 
is  rated  Id  the  Poor,*  instead  of  the  words, 
'the  full  and  faii  annual  value  of  the  pro- 
perty."' 

Hie  House  divided  on  the  Question,  that 
the  words  proposed   to  be  left  out  stand 

Srtof  the  Question: — Ayes 43;  Noes  11; 
ajority  32. 

Mr.  Haviei  wished  to  inquire  of  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  G.  Somerset),  who  was 
the  only  Member  of  the  Govemraent  then 
present,  if  this  Bill  was  sanctioned  by  the 
Government ,  and  if  the  Government  intend- 
ed that  it  should  pass?  It  was  a  Bill  which, 
in  his  opinion,  preserved  all  the  evils  of  the 
old  County  R^tes  Act,  which  had  led  to  all 
the  inequalities  of  assessment  which  had 
hitherto  been  the  opprobrium  of  the  system. 
He  was  anxious  to  know  if  the  Bill,  as  it 
stood  at  present,  had  received  the  sanction 
of  the  Government  ? 

Mr.  Grainger,  before  the  noble  JLord 
answered  the  question  of  the  hoii.  Gentle- 
men, wished  to  express  his  surprise  that  in 
a  Bill  of  this  nature,  so  important  an  ele- 
ment as  the  returns  of  the  Income  and 
Property  Tax  should  have  been  thrown 
out  of  connderation. 

Lord  G.  Someritt  had  read  the  clauses 
of  the  Bill,  and,  without  going  generally 
into  its  provisions  at  that  moment,  was 
ready  to  say  that  he  thought  it  should  re- 
ceive the  approbation  of  the  House. 

Clauses  of  the  Bill  agreed  to. 

House  lesumed.    Bill  to  be  reported. 

Com FBNBATioN" Death  by  Accidents.] 
The  House  in  Committee  on  the  Death  by 
Accidents  Compensation  Bill. 

OnCUuse  1, 

Mr.  Bemal  said,  he  approved  of  the  Bill 
as  far  aa  it  went,  and  thought  that  it  should 
be  coupled  and  go  together  with  the  Deo. 


himself  did  not  think  the  cLtuses  of  the 
Bill  sufficiently  comprehensive  to  embrace 
all  the  cases  of  accident  which  might  occur, 
arising  from  misfeasance. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
not  give  his  opiniou  upon  the  various  pro- 
visions of  the  Bill,  in  the  absence  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friends.  Their  absence 
had  been  occasioned  by  an  impressiiin  that 
the  adjourned  debate  on  New  Zealand 
would  have  taken  the  precedence  of  other 
business. 

Mr.  Bouverie  said,  this  Bill  had  been 
carefully  considered  in  the  other  House, 
and  had  received  the  sanction  of  Lords 
Brougham,  Cottenham,  Campbell,  and 
Den  man. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  the  remaining 
clauses  of  the  Bill. 

House  resumed.    Report  to  be  received. 

Slate  Trade  (Beaiil)-]  Sir  R.  Peel 
said,  it  trould  be  remembered  ibat  when 
he  moved  the  second  reading  of  the  Bra- 
zilian Slave  Trade  Bill,  he  was  requested 
by  an  h«n.  Gentleman  opposite  to  postpone 
the  Committee  until  he  had  ascertained 
whether  the  correspondence  which  had 
passed  between  the  Government  of  Brazil 
and  this  country,  in  reference  to  the  subject 
of  the  Slave  Trade,  could  be  laid  before  the 
House ;  and  that  he  had  on  that  occasion 
promised  that  he  would  look  into  that  cor- 
respondence, and  if  he  found  that  he  could, 
coniustently  with  his  public  duty,  produce 
it,  he  would.  He  had  since  examined  the 
correspondence  in  question  ;  and  as  he  saw 
nothing  in  it  which  should  prevent  its  pro- 
duction, he  would  now  lay  it  on  the  Table, 
and  be  had  no  doubt  that  it  would  be  in 
the  hands  of  hon.  Members  to-morrow 
(this  day). 

Papers  laid  on  the  Table,  and  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

New  Zealand  — AnjouRNED  De- 
bate.] The  Order  of  the  Day  for  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  having  been  read, 
the  Adjourned  Debate  upon  the  Amend- 
ment moved  by  Mr.  C.  BuUer.on  Monday, 
on  the  subject  of  New  Zealand,  was  re- 
Captain  Rout  commenced  by  observing, 
that  although  he  could  not  concur  with 
the  hon.  and  lean:«d  Geatkmaa  in  that 


which  appeared  i 
ground  of  complai 
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sble  to  obtain  to  the  quertion  wu  from 
the  hon.  Member  fai  Cockermouth  (Mr. 
AgVumhj),  who  told  him  that  if  he  would 
go  to  the  New  Zealand  Houm  he  would 
uodertako  to  ihow  him  the  account!.  Thit 
wai  not  a  plain  atuwei  to  a  plain  quertion, 
and  he  hoped  that  thoae  boo.  Gentlemen 
who  were  connected  with  the  Company 
would  not,  by  continuing  to  withhold  a 
full  explanation  upon  tbia  point,  affotil  ihe 
House  and  the  public  further  grounds  for 
niapecting  that  lomething  wrong  bad  taken. 
place.  Again,  when  the  New  Zealand 
Company  came  there  and  declared  their 
intention  to  propose  a  loan,  he  wanted  to 
know,  while  the  capital  was  300,000t,  of 
which  160,000/.  only  had  been  reoeiTed, 
leaTing  this  40,000/.  uoocconnted  for — he 
want^  to  know  wai  it  a  buiineM-like  way 
of  proceeding  to  borrow  money  from  the 
Government,  there  being  100,000/.  of  the 
capital  not  yet  paid  up?  Under  the  circum- 
Htances,  it  appeared  to  him  that  the  Com- 
pany bad  forfeited  their  charter,  or  at  leaat 
that  it  was  in  abeyance.  Then  he  conteitded 
that  it  wac  altogether  imponible  that  the 
Governor  of  the  Colony,  wboerer  be 
mi^hl  be,  could  perform  hii  duty  Mdifac- 
tonly  to  tbe  Queen  and  th«  public,  so  Ung 
aa   there  exiated  in  New  Zealand  an  ni- 


'  to  be  his  principal 
-the absence  of  repre- 
sentaiire  government  in  New  Zealand, 
was  glad  to  find,  from  what  fell  ^m  him 
tbe  other  night,  that  he  bed  altered  hit 
xenliments  as  to  the  character  of  the  New 
Zealand  natives,  whom  in  tbe  previous  dia- 
cusiion  he  had  described  as  the  greatest 
liars  and  cowards  in  existence.  The  right 
hon.  Member  for  Taunton  had  denied  that 
this  was  a  mere  dispute  between  the  New 
Zealand  Company  and  the  Government 
hut  he  (Captain  Rous)  had  at  that  momen 
in  bis  hand  a  letter,  which  bad  emanated 
from  the  secret  committee  of  tbe  Company, 
and  copies  of  which  bad  been  drculated 
amongst  Members  of  that  House,  in  which 
it  was  distinctly  declared  that  the  dispute 
was  between  tbe  New  Zealand  Company 
and  the  Government;  and  be  might  here 
be  excused  for  saying,  that  he  beueved  it 
was  quite  an  unusual  thing  to  send  such 
letters  to  Members  under  similar  circum> 
stances.  He  was  anxious  to  know  in  what 
character  tbe  New  Zealand  Company  came 
before  them — whether  as  suppliants  requir- 
ing a:Mi9tance,  or  as  patriots  denouncing 
the  mea.'sures  and  impugning  tbe  conduct 
of  tbe  GoTemment .'  Was  it  tbe  object 
of  the  Company  (o  purchaae  a  terri- 
tory equal  in  extent  to  Great  Britain; 
or  did  they  come  forwaid  to  obtain  a 
loan  of  money  wherewith  to  pay  their 
debts?  It  was  quite  clear  that  tbe  one 
position  was  incompatible  with  tbe  other. 
In  tbe  first  place,  be  diougbt  it  was  neces- 
sary that  the  New  Zealand  Company,  in 
calling  uprm  them  to  take  cognisance  of 
charge!  against  the  Government,  should 
show  that  they  themselves  come  forward 
with  clean  bands.  Now,  be  charged  the 
Company  with  having  sold  120,000/, 
worth  of  land  in  New  Zealand,  while  really 
and  hon&Jide  they  had  not  a  single  acre  of 
land  belonging  to  them  in  the  Colony ; 
and  he  charged  them,  besides,  with  having 
inveigled  persons  to  go  oat  to  New  Zea- 
land, and  not  keepingfaith  with  them 
when  they  got  there.  There  was  another 
question  which  he  bad  before  put  to  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  but  which,  as  it  had 
not  yet  been  answered,  he  would  repeat.  It 
appeared  that  there  were  16,000  shares,  or 
40,000/.  in  money,  which  had  never  been 
properly  accounted  for  by  the  New  Zealand 
Company.  What  he  wanted  to  know  waa, 
what  equivalent  they  received  for  these 
shares  —  into  whose  pockets  the  money 
went,  and  what  woa  the  reason  erf"  the  out- 
lay ?    The  only  tnswet  be  had  been  as  yet 


sovereignty  of  tbe  country,  many  of  tbe 
native  chiefi  would  rather  die  than  resign 
it  to  Her  Majesty,  and  he  could  tell  the 
House  that  the  natives  would  snt  pay  Hd. 
an  acre  for  either  cultivated  or  uncultivated 
land ;  that  they  would  not  pay  customs 
duties;  and  that  if  the  Crown  of  En^and 
would  not  purchase  their  lands,  tbey  would 
sell  them  to  whom  tbey  pleaaed.  A  petitioa 
bad  been  pieaented  to  the  Hoaae  by  the 
bon.  and  learned  Member  for  Liskeanl 
(Mr.  C  Buller),  foim  a  gentleman  in  New 
Zealand,  praying  that  a  system  of  local 
representative  government  might  be  eslab- 
liafaed  in  tbe  Oilony,  to  become  members 
tX  which  all  the  peTmancnt  inhabitanta 
rimuld  be  eligible !  But  what  wai  meant  by 
"permanent  inhabitants?"  Did  tbey  it^ 
tend  to  permit  tbe  nativet  to  become  num- 
bers of  the  proposed  legislature?  IfsD,  how 
woe  things  to  he  managed— were  the  de- 
bates to  be  carried  on  in  English  or  in  thena~ 
10  tongue  i  The  riches  o€  tb«  nativea  con- 
ited,  too,  in  a  gt«at  measure,  in  the  poa- 
sesston  of  slaves ;  and  he  wished  to  know 
whether  hon.  Gentlemen  were  prepated  to 
recognise  that  system  of  slavery  ?  He  con- 
sidered the  proposal  to  establish  represBnU- 
tive  govemnent  in  New  ZeHlamd  n  fas 
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(if  the  moBt  absurd  and  lidiculous  project 
that  could  be  coDceired.  But  the  day  of 
deliberation,  with  regard  to  Hew  Zea- 
land had  now  passed,  and  the  period  fat 
action  had  arrived.  They  were  about  to 
send  to  that  Colony  a  young  Governor, 
who,  whatever  inighl  be  bis  other  merits, 
could  not  have  the  advantage  of  much  ex- 
perience. Now,  suppoiiog  the  sfiaira  of 
New  Zealand  should  assume  a  still  more 
serious  aspect,  and  that  it  became  necessary 
to  send  out  two  regiments,  with  a  brigadier- 
general  to  command  them,  would  they  put 
bim  under  the  orders  of  this  young  officer, 
who  had  only  served  as  a  subaltern  }  He 
would  put  it  to  bon.  Members  in  either 
branch  of  Her  Majesty's  service,  whether 
any  system  could  work  well  in  which  a 
subaltern  was  allowed  to  give  orders  to  an 
old  general  officer  ?  If  the  state  of  affairs 
in  New  Zealand  became  worse,  it  would 
be  necessary  to  act  upon  the  recommenda- 
UoDs  of  the  Select  Committee  of  that  House ; 
it  would  be  necessary  to  employ  native 
troops,  to  keep  up  a  large  naval  and  mili- 
tary force  in  the  Colony,  and  to  sow  jea- 
lousy and  ill-will  among  the  natives.  Since 
the  period  of  the  battle  of  Wureu,  it  must 
have  been  evident  to  every  man  of  common 
sense,  that  a  day  of  retribution  must  come, 
and  that  torrents  of  blood  must  be  shed  to 
wash  out  the  disgrace  inflictad  on  the  Bri- 
tish name,  by  the  defeat  of  a  body  of  Eng- 
lishmen by  an  equal  number  of  natives  ; 
and  the  recent  oocurrence  at  Russell  had 
tended  to  aggravate  the  feeling  of  hatred 
and  resentment  between  the  colonist*  and 
the  natives.  He  mult  be  allowed  to  say 
that  no  blameattached  to  his  gallant  Friend, 
Captain  Fitaroy,  for  bis  conduct  at  the 
time  of  that  fatal  conflict.  It  was  hi*  duty, 
as  Governor  of  the  Colony,  to  remain  at 
head  quarters ;  and,  under  the  circum- 
stances, it  was  impassible  fur  him  to  leave 
Auckland.  The  bad  feeling  which  existed 
between  tbe  missionaries  and  the  British 
settlers  had  been  alluded  to  by  several  bon. 
Members  during  tbe  debates  on  this  sub- 
ject i  and,  though  he  would  not  say  one 
word  in  disparwemenl  of  tbe  Bishop  of 
New  Zealand,  for  whom  be  entertained 
the  highest  respect,  he  must  say  that  some 
of  the  missionaries  had  done  much  to  pro- 
mote ill-feeling  between  the  colonists  and 
the  natives.  Some  of  those  misuonarirs  had 
spoken  to  the  natives  of  the  English  set- 
tlers, in  the  Maori  language,  a*  "devils." 
The  colonists  bad  not  been  backward  in 
tbmr  turn  in  explaining  to  tbe  natives 
that  these  misuonaries  were  a  set  of  laxy, 
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ignorant  men,  who,  not  being  capable  o£ 
gaining  an  honest  livelihood  at  home,  had 
been  sent  out  to  the  Colony.  Some  of  the 
missionaries  had  bought  large  tracts  of  land, 
and  their  object  hod  been  to  get  rid  of  other 
Europeans,  in  order  to  retain  in  their  own 
hands  the  virtual  sovereignty  of  the  coun- 
try. Tbe  House  ought  now  to  endeavour  ' 
to  leant  wisdom  from  experience,  and  he 
would  presume  to  advise  the  Government 
as  to  the  course  he  thought  it  would  be 
prudent  in  them  to  pursue.  He  would 
advise  them  to  send  out  to  New  Zealand 
a  brigadier-general,  with  1,000  soldiers,  iit 
two  of  the  ships  of  the  line  now  cruiung  in 
the  Channel.  He  would  deprive  the  New 
Zealand  Company  of  their  charter,  paying 
them  what  might  be  considered  a  just 
equivalent.  He  would  guarantee  to  the 
British  settlers  the  right  and  title  to  their 
lands,  awarding  Ibem  also  a  pecuniary 
compensation ;  and  he  would  dispense  with 
the  protectors  of  natives,  and  bave  more 
protectors  of  Englishmen.  If  this  were 
done,  they  might  depend  upon  it,  that  a 
great  improvement  would  SfMedily  be  ap- 
parent in  the  condition  and  prospects  of 
t^e  Colony. 

Mr.  IVard  «ud,  that  as  be  bad  not  takm 
any  part  in  the  previous  debates,  he  might) 
as  Chairman  of  the  Committee  appointed 
in  1836,  on  the  subject  of  Colonial  Lands, 
which  had  given  rise  to  most  of  the  subse- 
quent projects  of  colonisation,  on  tbe  self> 
supporting  system,  be  permitted  to  state 
bis  views  on  this  question.  He  must  here 
say,  that  he  was  not  in  any  way  connected 
with  the  New  Zealand  Company,  nor  had 
he  been  rince  tbe  first  establidimeot  of  that 
Company,  Tbe  hon.and  gallant  Officerwhe 
just  sat  down  bad  madetbree  charges  agunst 
the  New  Zealand  Company.  He  accused 
them  of  selling  land  which  they  did  not  poi- 
sesa,  of  inveigling  agricultural  labourers  by 
false  representations  to  go  out  to  the  Colony, 
and  of  giving  no  explanation  of  an  item  of 
40,000r.  in  their  accounts.  With  reference 
to  the  last  charge,  be  (Mr,  Ward)  was  in- 
formed, that  it  appeared  by  the  published 
acoounta  of  the  Company,  that  this  sum  of 
40,OOQZ.  was  paid  to  a  pre-existing  com- 
pany for  land  actually  acquired  in  New 
Zealand,  and  which  had  since  been  trans- 
ferred to  tbe  Government,  Then  as 
to  tbe  charge  of  selling  land  which  they 
did  not  possess;  if  the  theory  of  the 
hen,  and  gallant  Officer  was  correct,  that 
New  Zealand  at  the  time  to  which  he  re* 
ferred  was  a  perfectly  independent  state, 
over  which  tbe  Government  of  this  country 
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bad  no  control,  tbe  CompaoT  had  a  inoit  discrepancy  betveen  thow  statements  and 
undoubted  right  to  sell  any  l&ndther  might  the  pramisea  he]d  out  by  the  right  hoa. 
have  acquired.  But  the;  had  gent  out  the  Baronet  at  theheadof  theGovemment.  He 
means  of  giving  for  any  land  they  might ,  believed  tbat  a  syitem  of  municipal  govern- 
purchase,  ten  times,  nay,  a  thousand  times,  '  meat,  with  powers  of  bcal  taxation,  suited 
the  price  whieh  had  been  given  by  previous  to  tbe  wants  and  condition  of  the  Colony, 
purchasers;  and  they  had,  therefore,  a  cer<  j  was  all  that  could  at  present  be  UKfully 
tainty  of  acquiring  a  sufficient  quantity  of  established  in  New  Zealand ;  and  he  would 
land  to  meet  the  sales  they  might  make.  I  be  aatiafied  to  see  the  principles  laid  down 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Member  also  com-  |  by  the  two  right  hon.  Baronets  opposite 
plained  that  the  Company  had  inveigled  |  (Sir  R.Peeland  Sir  J.Graham), inaformer 
labourers  to  New  Zealand  tvithout  securing  '  debate,  fairly  carried  out  at  the  earliest  po»< 
to  them  in  the  Colony  the  comforts  and  ,  sible  opportunity.  He  must  confess  tbat, 
advantageg  of  civilised  life  which  they  had  if  he  had  had  the  conduct  of  the  case  of 
enjoyed  in  tbis  country.  Wby,  those  la-  the  New  Zealand  Company  on  the  last  oc- 
"    '     *  sion  when  this  question  was  discussed,  he 

should  not  have  felt  it  necessary  to  divide 


bourers  went  to  New  Zealand  to  escape  1 
the  evils  of  civilized  life — to  avoid  the  pres-  | 


e  which  prevented  them  from  obtaining  [  the  House ;  for  he  would  have  taken  tbe 


here  the  full  reward  of  their  exertions- 
to  better  their  condition ;  and,  until  the 
unhappy  blight  occauoned  by  subsequent 
misunderstandings  between  ^e  Company 
and  the  Colonial  Office,  they  were  in  most 
happy  and  prosperous  drcumstances.  He 
fully  concurred  in  many  of  the  remarks  of 
tbe  lion,  and  gallant  Member  for  West- 
minster. He  agreed  with  htm  that  our 
conduct  with  regard  to  New  Zealand  ha^ 
been  marked  by  most  unfortunate  vacilla- 
tion. We  ought  never  to  have  acknow- 
ledged the  independence  of  those  islands. 
It  was  said  that  this  was  done  in  order  to 
prevent  their  colonization  by  other  nations; 
but  had  our  reci^ition  of  the  independ- 
ence of  Tahiti  prevented  the  occupation  of 
that  Island  by  the  French  ?  The  Treaty 
of  Waitangi  had  been  strongly  condemned, 
and  the  conduct  of  Captain  Hobson  in 
concluding  such  a  Treaty  bad  been  severely 
censured ;  but  it  must  be  remembered  that 
that  gallant  Officer  had  no  choice,  for  when 
he  a^eed  to  that  Treaty  he  bad  but  a  small 
force  at  eomroand,  and  be  possessed  no 
moral  or  political  power.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  they  never  could  solve  the 
difficulties  of  the  Colony  without  taking 
that  Treaty  as  the  basis  of  an  absolute 
sovereignty  on  the  part|of  England.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  had  said  tbat  it 
was  impossible  at  present  to  entertain  the 
question  as  to  tbe  establishment  of  a  system 
of  representative  government  in  New 
Zealand  ;  and  in  tbat  opinion  be  concurred. 
He  had  beard  the  other  night,  with  some 
pain,  tbe  observations  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Lialieard  on  this  sub- 
ject. He  was  not  so  much  dissa^sfied  as 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  with  the 
statements  in  Lord  Stanley's  letter;  and 
he  must  say  (bat  he  did  not  perceive  any 


immense  admissions  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  tbe  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
and  the  right  hon.  Home  Secretary,  as  to 
a  certain  extent  satisfactory ;  not  giving 
him  all  that  be  wanted,  but  showing  thai 
they  felt  the  serious  responsibility  which 
rested  upon  them,  and  that  tbey  were  dis- 
posed fairly  to  entertain  the  question,  and 
to  deal  with  it  on  large  principles.  He  knew 
that  many  Members  of  that  House  regarded 
this  as  a  great  case  against  the  Govern- 
ment; but  he  could  not  consider  it  In  that 
light.  He  looked  upon  it  not  as  a  party 
but  a  national  question.  There  was  in 
New  Zealand  a  numerous  race  of  aborig- 
ines, whom  we  were  farcing  into  a  collision 
witb  us;  and  we  had  in  that  Colony 
10,000  English  settlers,  men  and  women. 
He  called  upon  hon.  Gentlemen  to  remem- 
ber that  they  were  blighting  the  prospects 
ofthiscommunitybythe  unworthy  squabbles 
which  had  for  some  .time  been  carried  on. 
[Ironical  criu  of  "  Hear,  hear,"  from  the 
Oppotilioa.'^  Be  did  not  like  that  cheer. 
When  he  used  the  term  unworthy  squats 
bles,  he  meant  that,  as  practical  men,  and 
men  of  sense,  they  were  bound  to  ask  what 
was  the  cause  of  these  disputes.  Take  it 
where  tbey  would — take  New  Zealand 
from  north  to  south— take  the  disturbances 
at  the  Bay  of  Islands  or  In  the  valley  of 
tbe  Hutt— go  to  Auckland,  or  to  Welling' 
ton — ask  v&t  bad  given  rise  to  all  thne 
disputes,  and  they  would  find  that  the 
want  of  some  broad  intelligible  prindple 
in  dealing  witb  the  land  question  was  at 
the  root  of  all  the  evil.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Home  Depart- 
ment had  fully  acknowledged  tbat  tbis  was 
the  fact  in  bis  last  speech.  Tbe  settlers  in 
New  Zealand  bad  only  a  doubtful  title  to 
their  land.     Now,  in  this  countrv,  in  the 
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midtt  of  dvilintioD,  a  doubtful  title  was 
the  wont  curse  which  could  fall  upon  a 
property;  hut  how  much  were  al]  its  evils 
a^ravated  when  they  affected  a  cauntrf 
divided  between  a  small  white  population 
and  a  nation  of  brave,  but  unenlightened 
barbanans.  The  patience  of  angels  would 
not  stand  the  state  of  matters  in  the  dis- 
tracted Colony  in  question,  much  less  that 
of  New  Zealand  and  the  native  savages. 
He  wat  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government,  gn  long  as 
he  tolerated  the  continuance  of  such  a 
system,  mutt  feel  that  he  was  in  some  sort 
responsible  for  its  consequences.  He  con- 
tended that  the  first  duty  of  a  Government, 


all  the  circumstances 
sure  that  their  first  ialy,  as  their  first  wish 
ought  to  be,  wat  to  put  an  end  to  the  pre- 
sent system,  and  they  could  only  do  to  by 
laying  down  some  broad  intelligible  prin- 
dple  to  guide  them  in  dealing  with  the 
land  question.  The  noble  Lord  the 
Memher  for  London  was  the  only  states- 
man who,  in  his  opinion,  had  taken  a  large 
and  enlightened  view  of  the  subject.  He 
had  never  seen  a  more  gratifying  scene 
than  the  reconciliation  of  the  noble  Lord 
with  the  New  Zealand  Company,  af^r  the 
first  misunderstanding  had  been  got  over. 
But  the  impression  which  bad  arisen 
from  those  oridnal  di&rencei  between 
the  Colonial  Office  and  the  Company 
had  never  been  e%ced  in  the  Colony. 
It  had  been  taken  up  fay  the  officials  there 
one  after  the  other,  and  from  the  highest 
to  the  lowest — from  the  Governor  to  the 
polie  magistrate.  As  the  hon>  and  gallant 
Member  bad  said,  the  minnonaries  began 
the  work  of  misrepresentation  by  stigmat- 
ixing  as  a  devil  every  Christian  who  had 
not  learned  his  Christianity  in  thrir  parti- 
cular school.  Mr.  ShorllaTid's  first  mission 
to  Wellington,  upon  the  arrival  of  the  colo- 
nists sent  out  by  the  Company,  was  tc 
usert,  in  a  rude  and  violent  manner,  what 
he  conceived  to  be  the  authority  of  the 
Crown,  apparently  under  the  belief  that 
they  were  going  to  dispute  it.  Why,  a 
more  distinguished  or  a  more  loyal  body 
never  left  England.  Then  look  to  the 
results  of  this  system ;  look  to  the  conduct 
of  the  protectors  of  the  natives.  Nothing, 
in  fact,  could  be  jaore  unfortunate  than 
the  choice  of  all  who  had  hitherto  wielded 
power  in  New  Zealand.  It  was  distressing 
to  think  that  the  government  of  the  Colony 
should  have  fallen  into  such  hands  as  those 
of  Captaiu  Hobson  and  Captain  Fitsroy. 
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And  what  had  they  heard  urged  on  the 
part  of  Government  as  to  the  present  condi- 
tion of  the  Colony  i  Why,  they  were  told 
the  other  night  that  alarm  was  subsiding — 
that  reinforcements  bad  been  sent  out— 
and  that  the  condition  cf  the  Colony  at 
the  date  of  the  last  accounts  was  not  worse 
than  it  had  been  some  time  before.  Why, 
he  asked  the  hon.  Under  Secretary  for  the 
Culuniea,  what  could  be  worse  than  that 
former  condition?  Why  should  the  people 
in  New  Zealand  he  lefl  struggling  for 
land  ?  There  was  enough  and  to  spare  for 
a  population  an  hundred  times  more  dense  ? 
But  what  had  we  done?  We  had  at- 
tempted to  settle  matters  by  means  of  the 
subtilties  of  English  law — we  had  tried  to 
initiate  the  savages  of  New  Zealand  into 
English  law,  by  teaching  them  its  chica- 
neries and  tricks — we  had  employed  and 
developed  all  the  worst  points  of  English 
law  in  New  Zealand,  without  any  of  its 
redeeming  principles.  Of  what  avail  was 
it  to  attempt  to  extend  to  savages  the  legal 
rights  of  civilized  Englishmen  ?  All  that 
was  wanted  was,  simple  common  sense 
decisions  in  disputed  matters.  Had  they 
sold  their  land  ?  To  whom  had  they  sold 
it?  What  had  they  got  for  it?  How 
much  did  they  expect  to  have  got  for  it? 
Such  were  the  questions  which  ought  to 
have  been  put  and  answered,  and  settled. 
One  Commissioner  acting  on  such  princi- 
ples might  have  settled  the  whole  of  the 
claims  in  dispute  in  six  weeks.  All  they 
might  do  would  be  useless,  did  they  not 
send  to  the  Colonies  some  one  familiar  with 
such  a  mode  of  dealing  with  such  ques- 
tions — did  they  not  send  him  out  en- 
trusted with  the  most  unlimited  con- 
fidence, or  with  the  dearest  instruc- 
tions. All  would  be  useless,  were  not 
the  Cabinet  disposed  to  throw  over  the 
unbecoming  diiputes  between  the  Company 
and  the  Colonial  Office — disputes  unworthy 
of  Lord  Stanley,  for  it  was  not  the  duty  of 
an  English  Colonial  Secretary  to  strive  for 
victory  in  a  contest  of  correspondence  with 
an  English  commercial  Company ;  but  to 
labour  to  carry  out  those  sentiments  and 
those  views  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
at  the  head  of  the  Government  had  the 
other  day  enunciated,  and  which,  in  de- 
spite of  the  letter  he  had  lately  addressed 
to  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Stafibrd- 
shire  (Viscount  Ingestre),  he  trusted  that 
he  had  not  modified.  [Sir  R.  Peel :  Not 
in  the  least.]  If  we  had  a  distinct  assur- 
ance that  the  matter  would  be  practically 
taken  up  during  the  next  six  months,  that 
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tbe  GoveniDient  would  teally  devote  itself 
to  tbe  questioDj  then  his  exhorlation  would 
be,  to  leave  tbe  matter  in  the  bands 
of  tbe  Goverament ;  but  be  could  not  say 
that  lucb  advice  sbould  be  given  when  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  in  hia  tetter  to  tbe  no- 
ble Lord  the  Member  for  Staffordshiie, 
staled  that  bis  views  upon  tbe  subject  per- 
fectly coincided  witb   tbose  of  hit  nobli 


best  man  in  tbe  Colony  were  not  to  be 
forced  to  devote  themselves  fur  its  proteC' 
tion — the  Goverament  must  take  up  ibe 
question  witb  the  detenuinatioa  to  deal 
with  it  practically,  piomptlyi  and  u  he 
trusted  they  would  deal  with  it — in  a  einrit 
of  liberality  and  justice, 

Mr.  G.  Palmer  rose  to  correct  certain 
tbe  statements  of  the  boo.  mod 


Colleagues  at   tbe   head   of  the  Colonial  |  gallant  OBioer  near  him,  relative  to  the 
Department.     He  had  certainly  thought '.  New  Zealand  Company.     It  was  with  tbe 


there  was  a  difference  between  them 
he  could  understand,  considering  bow  in-  ' 
convenient  and  disagreeable  it  was  for  one 
Cabinet  Minister  to  trench  upon  tbe  pro- 
vince of  another,  bow  such  difficulties 
nii^bt  be  and  were  got  over.  [Mr.  Sheit 
whispered  to  the  hon.  Member.^  Yes ; 
nothing  could  be  more  apt  with  respect  to 
tbe  relatbns  between  tbe  right  hon.  fiaro- 
net  and  the  noble  Lord,  than  tbs  quotation 
suggested  by  his  right  hon.  Friend — Nee 
tecum  vivere  pottum,  nee  tine  le.  He  put 
it  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  whether  this 
was  not  a  question  entitled  to  Ministerial 
attention  t  The  Cabinet  consisted  of  Eng- 
lish Ministers,  not  the  Ministers  of  aparty; 
and  be  knew  no  man  nbo  bad  [shown  a 
stronger  sense  of  bis  consciousness  that  he 
was  the  Minister  of  the  country,  and  not 
of  a  party,  than  had  tbe  right  hon.  Baronet 
now  at  the  head  of  tbe  Government.  He 
now,  then,  called  upon  bim,  as  an  English 
Minister,  to  take  pity  on  tbe  two  races 
who  were  now  cooped  up  in  New  Zealand. 
A  great  duty  was  imposed  upon  him  ;  and 
be  trusted  that,  in  common  with  tbe  noble 
Lord  the  Member  for  London— in  common 
with  that  other  noble  Lord  (Lord  Howick) 
whose  presence  they  must  in  future  be  de- 
prived of— in  common  witb  the  majority 
of  the  Committee  who  investigated  the 
matter— the  right  hon.  Baronet  could  ar- 
rive at  tbe  conclusion,  that  the  literal  and 
obvious  construction  of  the  Treaty  of  Wai- 
tanci  was  perfectly  compatible  with  the 
settlement  of  the  claims  still  in  dispute. 
He  implored  Government  to  take  up  tbe 
uueslion  in  the  spirit  in  which  they  might 
deiil  with  it — to  give  to  tbe  settlers  who 
hod  emigrated  to  New  Zealand  that  pro- 
tection which  would  restore  to  the  English 
the  position  they  had  lost  there.  They 
had  furfeitfd  the  benelit  of  the  impression 
of  moral  superiority  which  tbey  formerly 
possessed;  and  as  to  physical  force,  the 
natives  were  tbeir  superiors.  If,  then, 
what  had    occurred 


perfect  consent — nay,  according  to  the 
wish  of  Mr.  Huskisson — that  the  first  ex- 
pedition was  sent  out  from  this  country- 
He  understood  that  there  was  soiDe  im- 
pediment to  Government  undertaking  tbe 
settlement  of  New  Zealand  at  that  time; 
some  agreement]  as  lie  was  told,  existing 
between  France  and  England,  not  to  ei- 
tend  their  Colonial  possessions  between 
tioutb  America  and  New  Holland.  The 
expedition  so  often  alluded  to,  bowerer, 
sailed.  Certain  lands  were  purchased  ; 
and  tbey  were  told,  that  if  they  wanted 
protection,  a  frigate  would  be  sent  out  to 
the  coast  of  New  Zealand.  It  was  then 
supposed  that  Russia  was  not  so  friendly  ■ 
Power  as  be  was  willing  to  believe  she  was 
at  present.  Tbe  Coromaiif/ef  was  sent  oat 
to  those  islands,  and  came  home  loaded  with 
sfutrs.  There  was  a  sort  of  agreanent 
with  the  Government,  that  the  Navy 
would  take  whatever  spats  or  hemp  wen 
furnished  by  the  Company,  Well,  then, 
he  contended,  that  tbe  Company,  haviag 
purchased  lands  under  such  anconrage* 
ment,  tbej  had  as  good  a  title  to  them  m 
any  man  id  thb  country  to  bis  estate.  To 
f^ve  a  further  proof  that  the  Goreraneet 
sanctioned  the  proceedings  of  the  Coo- 
pany  :  the  parties  to  the  expedition  dna- 
greed  ;  and  when  a  question  was  raised  m 
to  sending  out  troops,  such  a  proceeding 
was  declared  to  be  dangerous,  as  the  na- 
tives would  resist  if  it  was  snpposed  tbs 
Government  would  interfere  with  the  pos- 
session of  lands  which  they  bad  sold  the 
Company.  This  showed  what  the  feelings 
of  the  natives  wera  before  tbey  were 
taught  the  quibbles  of  our  courts  of  law. 
Allusion  had  been  made  in  the  fbrmer  de- 
bate to  tbe  small  coosideration  paid  for  th* 
land;  but  the  expenses  of  the  ezpeditioo 
should  be  borne  in  mind,  when  estimating 
the  amount  of  the  puichase.  If  the  titk 
of  tbe  former  Company  was  good,  that  of 
Company,  to  whom  it  was  eon- 


cur  I  veyed,  was  equally  good.  He  hoped  that 
again— if  the  best  blood  of  tbe  Colony  j  ifae  declaration  made  by  the  right  boo. 
were  not  to  be  again  poured  forth— if  the   Baronet  at  the  head  f  ih*  Goremnieot  on 
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a  Ibrmer  occaiion  would  be  carri&  out  ij 
the  Mnie  id  which  it  wet  undeBtood  bj 
every  Member  of  that  House  wb  Leard  it 
If  it  were,  he  was  satisfied  it  wuld  have 
tbe  efiect  of  pacifyiog  the  Cdooy,  and 
briaging  comfort  and  security  ut  the  set< 
tiers.  He  was  sure  that,  in  ibe  eud,  all 
)ast  cotnpldDts  would  be  listiced  to,  and 
tbe  grouads  of  them  remore^  by  the  Go- 
veromeiit ;  and  that  tbe  pn^rity  of  the 
settlement  would  be  resumed,  He  appre- 
liended,  however,  that  if  tbe  instructions 
to  the  GoTernor  were  acted  on,  his  rule 
would  not  be  saiisbctory.  He  asked,  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  tending  down  a 
commissioner  to  one  of  our  counties,  to 
disturb  tbe  title  to  all  land  which  was 
strictly  prored?  It  must  be  borne  in 
mind,  that  we  were  dealing  witb  a  Colony 
in  which  title-deeds  were  not  registered; 
and  in  which  very  often  tbe  only  proof  of 
ifae  transfer  of  land  was  to  be  found  in  the 
breast  of  him  who  had  parted  with  it.  The 
settlers  went  from  this  country  uoder  a 
promise  that  they  would  receive  protec- 
tion from  the  Home  GovernmenL  They 
neither  received  that  protection,  nor  i 
they  allowed  Co  protect  themselves, 
lamented  verf  much  that  any  difference 
should  have  arisen  between  the  Company 
and  Lord  Stanley ;  but  he  was  sure  that 
ultimately  the  interests  of  the  Colony 
would  be  found  to  be  safe  in  the  bands  of 
the  Government. 

Sir  C.  Napier  said,  that  a  question 
affecting  the  safety  of  a  British  settlement 
contatniDg  from  10,000  to  11,000  persons, 
was  of  very  great  importance  to  the  coun- 
try ;  and  the  more  so,  seeing  tbe  rapid 
strides  which  the  Colony  of  New  Zealand 
had  made  since  it  was  first  founded,  in 
1839.  It  was  lamentable  to  see  a  Colony 
which  in  1841  had  321  ships,  and  »a,000f. 
worth  of  produce  in  its  ports,  reduced  to 
the  state  of  anarchy  which  the  late  ac- 
counts exhibited.  He  considered  the  noble 
Lord  at  the  head  trf  the  Colonial  Office 
was  greatly  to  blame  for  not  having  taken 
some  measures  to  protect  the  settlers  in 
New  Zealand,  after  he  had  acquired  such 
distinct  proofs  of  the  hostility  of  the  can- 
nibals by  whom  they  were  surrounded. 
Several  murders  had  been  committed  by 
tbe  natives,  and  several  attacks  had  been 
made  on  European  settlers  and  voyagers 
of  iate  years,  by  the  New  Zealandera,  till 
the  massacre  occurred  at  Wairau,  all  of 
which  had  been  permitted  to  pass  unpun- 
ished by  the  Governments  which  bad  been 
then  and  sinoe  established  in  those  puts. 


Such  a  long  continued  series  of  neglects  oo 
tbe  part  of  tbe  Government  would  almost 
seem  to  evince  that  there  eaisted  a  desire 
on  the  part  of  tbe  noble  Lord  (Stanley) 
that  the  Colony  should  not  succeed.  The 
impunity  witb  which  the  New  Zealaoders 
were  permitted  to  perpetrate  the  massacre 
of  Wairau,  had  undoubtedly  led  to  the 
last  attack  at  the  Bay  of  Islands;  and  tbe 
New  Zealand  Company  had  distinctly  fore, 
seen  that  occurrence,  when  they  found  that 
the  death  of  Captain  Wakefield,  and  the 
other  persons  killed  at  Wairau,  was  suf- 
fered to  go  entirely  uopuoished  by  Cap- 
tain Fitzrny.  That  the  recent  attack 
would  not  have  been  the  last  that  had  been 
made  upon  tbe  lettlements  in  New  Zea- 
land, he  would  take  upon  himself  to  say  ; 
indeed,  he  had  no  doubt  that  tbe  next  ac- 
counts would  bring  intelligence  that  Auck- 
land had  been  attacked.  He  considered 
that  the  noble  Lord  at  tbe  head  of  the 
Colonial  Office  had  greatly  neglected  bis 
duly  in  not  despatching  a  force  to  New 
Zealand,  after  the  accounts  of  tbe  massacre 
hiid  reached  England.  He  might  easily 
have  done  so,  as  the  eoncluaioo  of  tbe  war 
in  China  had  left  one  or  two  ships  on  that 
station  at  his  disposal.  He  ought  not  to 
have  left  a  British  settlement  at  the  mercy 
of  130,000  cannibals.  He  (SirC.  Napier) 
could  not  account  to  himself  for  the  apathy 
and  neglect  which  bad  characterized  the 
proceedings  of  the  civil,  military,  and 
naval  authorities  in  New  Zealand.  When 
the  flagstaff  was  cut  down  for  the  first 
time,  why  did  not  the  military  form  some 
defences  round  it,  so  as  to  prevent  a 
second  outrage  of  that  kind  from  being 
successful?  It  almost  teemed  to  him  aa 
if  there  were  something  in  the  climate  of 
New  Zealand  which  enervated  those  who 
came  within  its  influence,  and  which  had 
incapacitated  tbe  Governor,  tbe  military, 
and  above  ail,  tbe  naval  officers,  from  tak- 
ing prompt,  vigorous,  and  proper  measures 
for  the  defence  of  the  settlers.  The  hon. 
and  gallaot  Officer  proceeded  to  read 
Governor  Fitzroy's  last  despatch,  contaiu- 
ing  the  account  of  the  attack  at  the  Bay 
of  Islands,  and  asked  whether  anytbiog 
had  been  done  to  aare  Auckland  from  a 
similar  attack?  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  opposite  (Captain  Rous)  had  ex- 
pressed an  opinion  that  two  line  of  battle 
ships  ought  to  be  sent  out  immediately  to 
protect  the  Colony ;  but  he  (Sir  C.  Napier) 
would  rather  recommend  that  two  trans- 
atlantic steamers  should  be  at  onoe  taken 
up,  and  sent  out  with  a  battalion  ou  board. 


by  which  meani  tfaejr  might  yet  anire  in 
lime  to  Mre  Auckland  froia  u  further  at- 
tack. The  maginrate  at  the  Bay  of 
Islands  had,  according  to  the  despatches 
last  received,  written  to  Gorernor  Fltzroy, 
requesting  him  to  come  immediately  to 
that  place.  But  Captain  Fitzroy  had 
replied  that  he  would  not  quit  Aucklaod. 
Hadaci*ilian,ODeuDaccustomedtowarand 
its  consequences,  sent  back  such  an  answer, 
he  should  not  hare  felt  much  surprise,  as 
fighting  was  not  in  such  a  person's  line; 
bat  he  confessed  he  did  feel  astonishment 
in  finding  that  a  naral  officer  had  refused 
to  repair  to  a  place  which  was  menaced  by 
savages,  and  which  was  protected  only  by 
a  few  soldiers,  commanded  by  a  mete  lad, 
and  assisted  by  some  half-trained  settlers. 
The  Governor,  if  he  did  not  choose  to  go 
himself,  might  at  least  hare  sent  the  mili- 
tary officer  next  in  command,  who  was  a 
lieutenant- colonel,  to  the  assistance  of  the 
settlers  at  the  Bay  of  Islands.  The  as- 
sislauce  of  such  an  officer  would  have  ena- 
bled the  British  to  baffle  the  samgea. 
What  would  hare  been  the  fate  of  the 
British  settlers  at  the  Bay  of  Islands,  if 
there  had  not  been  an  American  frigate 
there,  by  which  they  had  been  all  receired 
on  board,  and  conveyed  to  a  place  of  safety  F 
Too  much  praise  could  not  be  awarded  to 
the  Atnericsn  captain  for  his  courage  and 
kindness  in  first  placing  the  settlers  in 
safety,  and  then  returning  to  the  protec- 
tion of  the  misiionaries  who  remained  at 
the  Bay  of  Islands.  His  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  had  said  that  Captain  Fitzroy  had 
acted  rightly  in  not  quitting  bis  post  at 
Auckland.  That  might  be  his  hoo.  and 
gallant  Friend's  opinion  ;  but  if  he  knew 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend's  disposition — 
and  he  beliered  he  did — the  very  first 
thing  he  (Captain  Rous)  would  hare  done 
would  bare  been  to  go  with  all  speed  to 
the  place  of  danger,  and  save  his  fellow 
countrymen  from  the  savages  who  had 
attacked  them.  Then,  tn  another  portion 
of  the  Correspondence,  he  found  a  lieuten- 
ant speaking  of  the  Haxardhaag  about  to 
be  surprised  by  the  natives.  Talk  of  an 
officer  of  an  18-gun  corvette  expecting, 
when  moored  in  an  open  roadstead,  to  be 
surprised  by  a  parcel  of  native  savages  ! 
Why  it  was  most  absurd.  During  the 
long  war  between  England  and  France, 
cutting  out  a  corvette  of  18  guns,  even  by 
British  sailors  and  British  soldiers,  wi 
considered  one  of  the  most  gallant  exploii 
that  could  be  performed.  It  had  not  often 
been  done,  and  never  without  an  enonnoui 
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loss ;  ait  yet  this  officer  expected  his  cor- 
vette to\>e  surprised  by  a  few  savages- 
Having  admadverted  upon  the  conduct  of 
some,  it  nov  became  hispleasing  duty  to  ex- 
press liijhgh  approbHtion  of  the  conduct  of 
Acting  Cgnmander  Robertson.  Had  every 
one  there  tcted  tike  that  gentleman,  or 
had  he  not  fallen  wounded  as  he  did,  the 
Bay  of  Iilaods  still  would  have  been  in  the 
possession  i^the  British  Government.  In 
conclusion,  ^e  would  express  a  hope,  that 
when  that  cfficer  should  recover  from  his 
wounds,  the  Admiralty  would  be  extremely 
bouolihil  t*  him  for  the  gallant  services 
^hich  he  bad  rendered. 


t'iicount  Ingeslre  would  not  have  risen 
take  a  part  in  this  debate  had  he 
not  been  at  the  head  of  the  deputation 
which  wkiied  upon  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman at  the  head  of  the  Government 
It  the  cloae  of  the  last  debate.  Those 
n  that  Houiie  who  were  well-wishers  of 
he  Oovernment,  and  yet  who  did  not 
ippiove  of  the  policy  hitherto  adopted 
o  New  Zealaad,  waited  upon  the  right 
ion.  Baronet,  and  explained  lo  him  the 
painrul  position  in  which  they  felt  them- 
selves. The;  stated  that  there  had  been 
ample  disGuuioii  in  that  House;  that  there 
had  been,  generally  speaking,  an  abaence 
of  all  party  feeling:,  and  that  a^ter  that 
debate,  tbej  thought  it  would  be  advisa- 
ble (hat  everything  which  had  passed 
should  be  sunk  in  oblivion.  Tliey  were 
met  io  the  most  frank  and  cordial  spirit 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  who  at  once 
put  them  into  communication  with  the 
noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies ; 
and  he  also  met  them  io  the  same  spirit, 
evincing  an  snxious  wish  to  bring  matters 
to  an  amicable  termination.  The  depu- 
tation urged  upon  the  noble  Lord  five 
points  in  behalf  of  the  New  Zealand  Com- 
pany. The  first  was,  an  immediate  grant 
of  ils  lands  to  the  Company.  To  tbat  (he 
noble  Lord  answered  that  he  wbb  anxions 
to  do  so  as  far  as  he  could,  but  that  he 
could  not  give  what  the  Government  had 
not  the  power  to  give.  After  some  dis- 
cussion, they  would  perceive  from  the 
Minutes,  page  5,  that  "  with  regard  to  the 
above  aettlemeois  and  also  to  Teranaka, 
Manawalu,  and  Wanganni,  Lord  Stanley 
communicated  to  the  deputation  the  precise 
instructions  which  he  proposed  lo  send  to 
Governor  Grey  by  the  next  mail  of  the 
7th  of  July."  As  to  the  charfc  which 
had  been  made  against  the  noble  Lord 
relative  to  these  instrnctioos,  he  entirely 
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sided  view,  on  which  he  hftd  acted,  with- 
out reference  to  circumilBDcet  ut  they 
occDrred.  He  regretted  inoit  deeply  that 
Captain  Fitzroy's  career  in  that  Colony 
had  not  warranted  the  anticipaliont  which 
he  and  many  of  his  friendt  had  formed 
of  him.  With  reference  to  the  catattrophe 
at  Wairao,  and  tbe  more  recent  one  at  ihe 
Bay  of  Islandt,  he  was  fully  conTinced, 
ihat  had  a  Grm  and  decisive  course  been 
Btlopied  toviirds  the  nalives  from  the 
coninieiicenieni,  noihingofthe  sort  would 
ever  have  occurred,  and  they  would  not 
have  had  to  deplore  the  loss  of  thai  able 
and  excellent  man,  the  late  Captain  Wake- 
field. As  regarded  the  Treaty  of  Wai. 
tangi,  he  contended  that  there  was  a  de> 
gree  of  discrepancy  and  contradiction  in 
the  way  in  which  that  Treaty  had  been 
acted  on.  On  one  band,  tbe  Govern- 
raent  tiated,  that  the  nativea  had  actual 
posMiisioo  of  the  soil ;  but  that  aiatemeni, 
they  negatived,  in  a  great  measure,  by  a 
proclatnatton  declaring  that  no  pertuD, 
native  or  wttler,  ahould  tell  hia  land  un- 
der a  certain  piice.  That  appeared  to 
him  to  ba  most  exCraordioary  ;  for  if  a 
man  had  any  right  to  his  property,  he 
surely  might  aeli  it  for  what  price  he 
pteaied.  In  conclusion,  he  (Lord  Inges- 
ire)  would  slate,  that  be  was  roost  anxious 
for  a  seitlement  of  this  question.  He  did 
not  treat  it  as  a  parly  question,  and  he 
ahoutd  be  delighted  if  a  fair  compromise 
could  be  adjusted.  He  did  tmst  that 
some  means  might  be  bad  recourse  to,  to 
id  the  question  from  the  mass  of  diffi- 
culties in  which  it  appeared  lo  be  involved, 
and  that  some  salisfaclOTy  arrangemenis 
might  be  enieved  into  by  which  Ihat  great 
and  important  Colony  might  be  foaiered 
id  preserved. 

Mr.  Hawei  said,  ibat  acloaled  by  the 
same  spirit  in  which  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite had  just  spoken — a  spirit  which 
had  alto  been  adopted  by  hii  hon.  Friend 
Ihe  Member  for  Sheffield,  in  which  all 
y  and  parly  feeling  had  been  dis- 
pensed with,  he  should  endeavour  to  speak 
with  all  candour  and  fairness  upon  this 
subject.  That  was  not  a  time  to  bandy 
party  feeling  ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  Baro. 
net  had  not  altered  his  opiaioa  since  he 
last  spoke,  and  was  still  willing  to  legis- 
in  a  conciliatory  spirit,  he  (Mr. 
Hawes)  owned  that  he  should  like  lo  see 
that  debate  close  at  once  with  a  speech 


ftcqiiitted  the  noble  Lord  of  any  blame.  He 
attached  no  importance  whatever  to  that 
point,  as  what  had  occurred  was  evidently 
tbe  result  of  a  mistake.     The  noble  Lord 
proceeded  to  read  from  the  Papers  before 
referred  to  Ihe  remaining  points  lo  which 
the    deputation   directed    Lord  Stanley's 
attention,  viz.— the  objections  of  the  Com- 
pany to  the  Crown's  right  of  pre-emption 
of  land  in  New  Zealand  being  waved,  and 
purchases  being  permitted   to  be    made 
directly    from    the    natives:    the    future 
seat  of  government ;  and   the  future  go- 
vernment of  tbe  Colony.     Upon  this  last 
point  he  personally  was  dispoted  to  give 
every  credit  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary forthe  Colonies.     His  arguments  ap- 
peared  lo  be  perfectly  sound  and  just; 
and    he  altogether  agreed   with  the  noble 
Lord,  Ihat  from  the  acatlered  ataie  of  the 
settlers  it  would  be  impossible  lo  bring 
them  together  in  the  first  instance  to  act 
as  a  representative  government;  but  that 
the  best  way  was  at  first  to  gii 
voice  in   the   municipal  institutions  to  be 
established  in  the  Colony.     He  did  not 
wish   to   enter  on   ihe    general  question 
before  the  House,  as  it  had  been  »o  fully 
discussed  already.    The  question,  how. 
ever,  was  a  very  important  one,  affecting 
the  interests  of  the  natives,  of  tbe  settlers 
from  ihis  country,  and  of  the  Company. 
Charges  had  been  made  against  the  New 
Zealand  Company,  but  he  muti  say  that 
he  never  knew  a  set  of  gentlemen  who 
acted  from   purer  and  more  disinterested 
moiivei.  No  lucrative  results  could  follow 
fiom  their  embarking  in  that  Company, 
anil  he  did  think   it  hard  that  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  West- 
miiisier,  and  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  University  of  Oxford,  should  im- 
pute motives  of  a  sordid  nature  to  them. 
With  respect  to  the  late  Governor,  Cap. 

r~'itEroy,  he  should  state,  that  he  had 
I  bim  long  in  the  naval  service.    He 
ad  the  honour    and    pleasure  of  a 
.cquaintance  with  him,  and  he  had 
with  pleasure   his  appointment  to 
Driant  post  of  Governor,  because 
'it  honourable  mind,  and  thought, 
laving  been  in  Ihat  country  he- 
he  would  have  been  likely  to 
measures  which  would  be  the 
.6cial  for  the  Colony.    He  could 
iprets  his  deep  sorrow,  that  the 
A  been  ao  diSerent- 


rliich  he  could  attribute  only  to   of  that  description  from  the  right  hon. 
lot  Fjtxrof  having  imbibed  a  one*  I  Gentleman,  for  he  waa  tare  that  no  othee 
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'  which  were  on  the  Table  of  the  Hodm, 
and  would  ihow  how  manj  qaeationt  were 
not  diicuBied  aod  settled,  bat  po>tponed ; 
and  ihey  received  a  letter  from  the  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  addretied  to  Vii- 
couot  lagestre,  in  which  be  taid-~ 

"  I  regret  that  Ihe  directors  are  not  laliified 
b;  the  result  of  the  iDleniaw  between  Lord 
StHole;  and  the  deputation :  but,  as  my  own 
sentiments  are  in  concurrence  with  those  ex- 
pressed by  Lord  Stanley,  and  ai  I  hare  entire 
confidence  in  the  desire  of  Lord  Stanley  to 
piomole  the  welfare  of  the  Company,  so  far 
as  be  can  do  it  coniiistentiy  with  bii  own  lenie 
of  public  duly,  end  with  public  en([agementi 
entered  into  with  the  sanction  of  the  Crown, 
I  must  decline  interrering  with  the  diicrelioa 
of  Lord  Stanley." 

That  was  aa  expreaaed  declaration  od  the 
part  of  the  right  hon.  fiarooet  th«t  he 
supported  and  was  prepared  to  abide  by 
the  policy  of  Lord  Staoleyi  although  the 
speech  which  he  delivered  a  short  time 
previously  was  inconsistent  with  that  po- 
licy. If  the  rigbt  ban.  Baronet's  speech 
was  to  be  understood  as beingin  full  concur- 
rence with  the  policy  of  the  Colonial  Of- 
fice, which  the  right  ban.  Baronet  arraiga- 
ed,  and  which  he  now  arraigned,  be  could 
only  say,  that  there  never  was  a  speech  de- 
livered in  that  House  which  practised  upon 
it  such  a  delusion.  He  could  not  believe 
that  it  bad  been  spolten  for  the  purpose 
of  averting  an  unfortunate  division.  The 
sentiments  it  expressed,  be  tout  to  be  those 
then  and  now  sincerely  entertained  both 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  himself  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment. Ail  he  contended  for  was,  that 
they  were  not  in  conformity  with  the  po- 
licy which  had  been  pursued  by  the  Colo- 
nial Office  ;  and  that  the  fact  of  their  not 
being  so,  full?  justified  the  New  Zealand 
Company  in  again  appealing  to  that  House. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  said  that  he  wished 
to  act  in  perfect  harmony  with  the  New 
Zealand  Company ;  but  no  one,  looking  to 
what  bad  passed,  could  imagine  that  such 
a  desire  existed  upon  the  part  of  the  Colo- 
nial Office.  He  would  say,  rather,  that 
the  policy  of  that  Office  hud  been  to  put 
down  the  New  Zealand  Company  ;  and  he 
was  supported  in  this  belief  by  a  reference 
to  the  public  papers,  from  which  it  appear- 
ed that  Governor  Fitzroy  bad  abtolutely 
asserted  that  he  anticipated  hearing  by  the 
next  mail  that  that  Company  whs  in  a 
Btale  of  bankruptcy.  The  Attorney  Ge- 
neral, who  had  no  great  interest  in  ques- 
tions of  colonisation,  and  who  took  up  tbe 
blue  book  00  tbisoccMionjust  as  be  would 


(ban  public  grounds  could  actuate  that 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagoes 
in  their  proceedingi ;  and  if  they  were 
readj  lo  bury  in  oblivion  the  disputes 
which  had  hitherto  arisen  on  this  subject, 
so  was  he  with  tbe  view  of  bringing  the 
question  to  a  final  and  just  leitlement. 
He  bad  always  adopted  the  course  which 
he  then  pursued,  for  when  his  bon.  Friends 
were  in  power  he  opposed  their  views, 
being  always  of  opinion  that  when  the 
Crown  once  asserted  its  anihoiity  in  New 
Zealand,  the  soil  of  that  country  ought  to 
have  vested  in  the  Crown,  which  should 
have  had  the  power  to  adjust  all  conflict- 
ing claims  to  the  land,  by  whomsoever 
made.  The  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
rather  misunderstood  what  fell  from  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  in  reference  to 
Lord  Stanley's  instructions.  All  that  the 
bon.  Member  for  Liskesrd  seemed  to  wish 
was,  that  there  should  be  municipal  insti- 
tutions, with  ample  powers  for  local  self- 
government,  and  that  out  of  those  insti- 
tulions  there  might  be  chosen  a  represen- 
tative body ;  he  did  not  mean  such  as 
ihen  was  in  this  country,  but  persons 
who  would  carry  into  Che  legislative  coun- 
cil a  fait  amount  of  popular  feeling.  But 
to  effect  that  you  must  have  precise  in- 
structions. All  that  the  New  Zealand 
Company  required  was,  that  the  Secretary 
o(  State  should  issue  precise  and  defi- 
nite instnic  Irons;  and  certainly  those  the 
noble  Lord  wrote,  in  reference  to  muni- 
cipal institutions,  were  anything  but  pre- 
cise. He  did  not  rely  on  the  noble  Lord  ; 
hut  on  the  spirit  of  tbe  speeches  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronets  opposite,  he  (Mr. 
Hawes)  had  confidently  relied.  He  believ- 
ed there  was  not  a  member  of  the  New 
Zealand  Company  that  was  not  satisfied 
with  those  speeches.  Immediately  after 
their  delivery,  Mr,  Somes,  the  late  Oover- 
Dor,  asked  him  whether  it  would  be  expe- 
dient lo  divide;  he  said  thst  that  was  a 
question  that  ought  to  be  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  on  consideration  the  opinion 
prevailed  th»t  the  Company  ought  not 
to  avoid  going  to  a  division,  which  was 
accordingly  taken.  Then  came  the  ques- 
tion, had  anything  since  occurred  to  jus- 
tify a  revival  of  tlie  discussion  ?  He  did 
not  think  tbe  news  since  received  from 
New  Zealand  of  itself  sufficient :  hut  there 
was  another  and  much  stronger  cause  for 
this  fresh  appeal  to  the  House.  The 
Company  had  bad  an  interview  with  the 
Secretarji  for  the  Colonies,  the  minutes  of 
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have  Ukea  up  a  brief,  said  tlitt  they  D«rer 
would  bare  heard  of  this  question  if  the 
interests  of  the  Neff  Zealeud  CompaD;  had 
nvt  been  ioTolved.  The  Government  pro- 
feueditseU  disposed  to  encourage  coloniza- 
tioD,  and  in  bvour  of  the  estahlisbment  of 
a  proper  system  to  carry  it  out ;  but  yet  it 
bad  never  done  half  so  much  toirards  that 
object  as  the  New  ZeaJand  Company  had 
acbiered.  It  was  objected  to  the  Company 
that  it  was  a  joint-stock  company;  but  was 
it  Dot  tbat  House  which  obliged  it  to  be 
so?  He,  therefore,  contended  that  there 
could  be  no  greater  impolicy  than  throwing 
any  ubstructions  in  the  way  of  that  Com- 
pany. It  was  said,  that  if  this  Company 
bad  no  influence  amougat  Members  of  that 
Houae,  that  there  would  be  no  such  discus- 
sions i-aised  about  our  Colonies.  Now,  he 
thought  it  would  be  much  for  the  benefit 
of  tbis  country  and  its  Calonies,  if  there 
were  similar  companies  connected  with 
other  Colonies,  to  bring  their  interests  and 
government  frequently  under  the  consider- 
ation of  Parliament.  If  such  was  the 
case,  the  system  of  our  Colonial  policy 
would  be  belter  regulated,  and  very  differ- 
ent from  what  it  was.  Were  not  the  dis- 
cussions upon  this  subject  important,  if 
fur  no  other  thing  than  that  they  had 
called  forth  the  admission  from  the  Go- 
vernment that  it  was  advisable  to  extend 
the  principle  of  municipal  and  represen- 
tative institutions  to  our  Colonies?  And 
if  such  an  acknowledgment  had  been  called 
forth  long  ago  with  regard  to  other  Colo- 
nies of  Great  Britain,  ihey  would  have  been 
better  and  more  chetiply  governed  than 
they  now  were.  He  believed  it  had  been 
owing  to  erroneous  information  originally 
conveyed  by  the  Missionary  Society,  that 
a  feeling  of  hostility  towards  the  New 
Zealand  Company  had  been  created  here, 
and  that  this  feeling  had,  in  a  great  de< 
gree.  Influenced  the  conduct  of  the  Colonial 
Office.  But  he  trusted  a  proper  sense  of 
duty  would  henceforward  induce  that  De- 
partment to  change  its  policy,  and  adopt 
a  different  course  towards  a  Colony  which 
should  now  be  regarded  as  a  most  impor- 
tant one,  amongst  other  reasons,  because 
oar  Colonial  Estimates  would  soon  begin 
to  attract  attention,  when  it  was  found 
necessary  to  hold  our  Colonies  by  force  of 
arms.  And  now  the  question  came  to 
this — what  were  they  to  do  f  In  the  in- 
structions to  which  he  had  before  referred, 
tliere  was  nothing  precise  pointed  out  as 
to  the  course  to  be  pursued  in  settling  the 
diffecram  b«tve«ii  the  Coinpuf ,  the  Go- 


vernment, the  settlers,  and  the  native*. 
For  his  own  part,  he  held  it  that  the  first 
and  most  important  step  to  be  talen  was 
to  settle  at  once  the  clear  right  of  the 
Crown  to  the  waste  lands  of  New  Zea- 
land. He  thought  the  Under  Secretary 
to  the  Colonies  was  in  some  degree  liable 
to  the  charge  of  inconsistency  with  respect 
to  the  opinions  he  now  expressed.  In  the 
year  1839  or  1840,  when,  in  opposition 
to  the  party  then  in  power,  and  with 
whom  he  always  had  been  in  the  habit 
of  acting  in  public  life,  he  had  felt 
it  to  be  his  duty  to  move  the  adoption 
in  that  House  of  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  on  the  affairs  of  New 
Zealand;  there  were  great  efforts  making 
against  the  Government  of  the  day,  ana 
nothing  was  deemed  too  small  or  unim- 
portant to  be  omitted  in  swelling  the  ag- 
^egate  of  (he  attack  on  the  Administra- 
tion then  in  office.  The  boo.  Gentleman 
the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had, 
with  many  others,  voted  for  the  reception 
and  adoption  of  that  Report,  which  advo- 
cated the  necessity  of  the  Crown  becoming 
the  proprietor  of  the  whole  of  the  territory 
and  soil  of  New  Zealand  before  any  proper 
or  good  system  of  colonization  could  be 
carried  into  execution.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Under  Secretary  for  the  Colonies 
had  voted  for  that  Report ;  and  in  the 
course  of  the  debate  on  the  present  subject 
he  seemed  to  take  up  a  different  view,  nor 
had  be  made  any  reference  to  the  letter  of 
Lord  Stanley,  written  in  explanation  of  ihe 
agreement  formerly  entered  into  between 
Lord  John  Russell  and  the  New  Zealand 
Companj^.  TJierc  was  one  thing,  however, 
of  great  Importance  in  the  proper  admin- 
istration of  the  affairs  of  the  Colony,  and 
that  was,  that  whatever  Governor  was  sent 
out,  he  should  have  fiill  power  to  act, 
so  as  to  be  enabled  to  meet  any  emer- 
gencies  ihat  might  arise— should  be  expli- 
citly entrusted  with  functions  enabling  him 
to  perform  his  duties  efficiently  under  any 
circumstances  that  might  occur.  If  the 
Government  thought  that  they  could  sa- 
tisfactorily administer  the  affairs  of  New 
Zealand  by  means  of  a  Governor  who 
would  be  obliged  to  refer  constantly  to  the 
Coloniiil  Office  at  home,  they  would,  he 
was  persuaded,  find  themselves  greatly 
mistaken.  He  believed  it  was  in  the  power 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  terminate 
these  angry  contests,  and  to  restore  to  New 
Zealand  that  state  of  prosperity  which  had 
attended  the  first  effi)rts  of  the  Company 
in  that  Colony.    He  was  tan  that  every 
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EersoD  coonected  vith  that  Compaay  would  I 
ail  withjoy  anf  aciDOunceEnenton  the  part 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  he  was  de- 
termiDed  on  bringing  that  matter  to  an  is- 
sue ;  and  the  suggestion  which  he  had  to 
make  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was, 
that  he  should  send  out  some  persoTi  iq- 
Teeted  with  ample  powers  to  bring  these 
unhappy  disputes  to  a  conclusion.  By 
adopting  that  course  the  right  hon.  Bttronet 
would,  he  believed,  confer  great  benefits. 
not  only  on  this  country,  but  on  the  Co- 
lony  of  New  Zealand,  and  great  honour  on 
himself  and  on  his  government. 

Sir  K.  Peel  said;  Sir,  before  I  make 
any  observations  on  ihe  particular  Motion 
which  has  been  brought  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Li«keard,  I  wish,  in  order 
that  ihe  current  of  those  observations  muy 
not  he  interrupted,  and  that  I  may  not 
omit  to  do  justice  to  those  whose  names  I 
am  about  to  itiiroduce — I  wish  in  ihe  first 
place,  to  make  one  or  two  remarks  which 
have  a  bearing  on  the  character  and  con- 
duct of  individuals.  Sir,  I  must  express 
my  deep  regret  that,  in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  reflections  have  been  m.ide  on  the 
character  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  fills 
the  situation  of  Under  Secretary  in  the 
Colonial  Office.  That  regret  would  be 
increased  if  it  had  not  been  for  the  hon- 
ourable and  ample  testimony  to  his  meriis 
which  was  borne  by  a  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man (Mr.  Labouchere),  perfectly  capable 
of  appreciating  those  merits,  from  his 
having  served  in  the  same  department 
with  Mr.  Stephen.  Mr.  Stephen  has  the 
honour  of  being  closely  connected  by  birth 
with  two  men  who  have  left  names  which 
will  long  be  memorable  in  the  annals  of 
this  country.  He  is  the  son  of  a  gentle- 
man of  great  distinction,  and  he  is  the 
nephew  of  Mr.  Wilberforce.  It  seems, 
however,  as  if  that  illustrious  connexion 
operated,  not  as  an  advantage,  but  as  a 
prejudice  against  him.  Now  I  have  had 
but  little  personal  communicalion  with 
Mr.  Stephen,  but  [  believe  thai  a  situation 
in  a  public  office  was  never  occupied  by  a 
man  of  higher  integrity,  of  more  di 
lerested  views— of  greater  assiduity 
more  profound  knowledge — and  of  more 
disiinguighed  acquiremenis  than  Mr, 
Stephen.  [Mr.  Roebuck  :  I  said  nothing 
against  the  acquirements  or  the  charactei 
of  Mr.  Stephen.]  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  said  nothing  against  the  pri- 
vate character  of  Mr.  Stephen  ;  but  he 
■aid  that  the  prejudices  of  Mr.  Stephen 
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might  have  influenced  the  proceedings  of 
the  Colonial  Office.  Now,  I  believe  that 
the  allegations  respecting  the  prejudices 
of  Mr.  Stephen  are  totally  unfounded.  I 
him  to  be  most  willing  to  render 
every  assistance  in  his  power  to  his  su- 
periors in  office  ;  but  1  also  believe  that 
he  never  allempts  to  influence  their  coo- 
duci.  1  believe  that  he  is  wholly  free 
from  any  connexion  with  the  missionary 
parly ;  and  if  he  had  any  connexion  with 
ihem,  1  have  that  confidence  in  his  in- 
tegrity and  highmindedness  which  makes 
me  perfectly  certain  that  that  circum- 
stance would  not  influence  him  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duties.  1  believe  that  the 
people  of  this  country  know  little  of  the 
real  merits  of  Mr.  Stephen  ;  but  1  am  per- 
suaded that  the  time  will  come  when 
Justice  will  be  done  to  his  dtsiii>gutshed 
services.  His  Ubuurs  are  now  unostenta- 
tious; but  the  lime  will  arrive  when  this 
country  will  know  what  is  ihe  extent  of 
the  knowledge  which  Mr.  Stephen  pos- 
sesies,  how  thai  knowledge  has  been  made 
conducive  to  the  public  interest,  and  what 
have  been  the  integrity  and  the  high  prin- 
ciples by  which  his  conduct  has  been  uni- 
formly actuated.  I  have  thought  it 
right,  havinga  personal  knowledge  of  Mr. 
Stephen,  and  seeing  that  prejudices  have 
occasionully  risen  in  the  public  mind  with 
respect  to  Mr.  Stephen,  and  ihat  erroneous 
impressions  are  entertained  with  respect 
to  h\i  influence— 1  have  thought  it  right 
not  to  allow  this  debate  to  proceed  further 
without  doing  what  1  could  to  remove 
those  unTounded  opinions.  I  know  that 
Mr.  Stephen  feels  most  severely  ihe  on. 
founded  imputations  directed  against  him. 
He  has  expressed  his  willingness  to  te- 
linguish  his  connexion  with  the  ColonidI 
Office  ;  but  such  is  ihe  high  sense  of  his 
merits  entertained,  not  merely  by  this  Go- 
vernment, but  by  successive  Administra- 
tions, that  it  is  our  wish,  as  it  has  b<-en 
their  wish,  that  he  should  on  no  account 
relinquish  the  positiou  which  he  holds, 
but  that  he  should  continue  10  give  the 
public  ihe  great  value  of  his  services. 
There  Is  another  individual  who  has  been 
alluded  to,  and  to  whom  1  wish  to  do 
justice;  1  mean  that  gallant  officer  Mr. 
Robertson,  to  whom  tbe  gallant  Commo- 
dore has  referred.  The  scene  on  which 
that  gallant  officer  performed  his  services 
is  a  very  distant  one  ;  and  the  services 
themselves  may  not  have  cast  around 
them  that  eminence  and  disiiactioo  which 
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■otnelimei  atteod  semoes  not  more  im-  the  part  of  the 
portant;  but  I  think  it  is  lor  the  public  ~ 
interest  that,  although  the  scene  wai  a 
distaut  one,  and  although  the  numbera 
engaged  in  the  conflict  were  comparatively 
amall— I  think  it  is  for  the  public  interest 
that  we  should  shov  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons that  ibe  distance  of  the  scene  and  the 
comparative  unimportance  of  the  confiict 
do  not  make  us  oblivious  of  rare  merit, 
Sir,  I  must  say  that  his  conduct  stand: 
forward  in  honourable  contrast  with  the 
conduct  of  others  concerned  on  that  occa- 
sion ;  and  1  rejoice  to  find  a  British  officer, 
not  thinking  whether  his  ship  was  (u  be 
surprised  by  a  parcel  of  savages,  but  leav- 
ing that  ship  and  setting  on  shore  that 
gtiilant  example  which  so  many  officers  of 
our  navy  have  before  set, and  rally  inground 
him,  until  he  whs  wounded,  the  fldgging 
spirits  of  the  civilians.  And  here  I  '  '  ' 
make  it  known  in  the  House  of  Coi 
that  that  conduct  shall  not  pass 
warded.  In  justice  to  him,  and  as 
couragemeni  to  others,  that  conduct  thall 
receive  its  reward  bj  the  earliest  opportu 
niiy  being  taken  to  give  to  him  that  pro- 
motion to  which  he  is  so  eminently  en- 
titled. And  now,  Sir,  I  come  to  the 
particular  MoiioQ  which  is  the  subject  of 
consideration  to-oighr.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man admits  that  it  is  incumbent  on  those 
who  bring  forward  the  Motion  to  assign 
good  and  sufficient  reasons  for  its  iniro- 
duction.  Sir,!  certainly  dolhiakfthat  in  the 
present  state  of  New  Zealand,  and  after  the 
recent  discussion  which  has  taken  place 
upon  the  subject,  there  ought  to  be  some 
good  and  sufficient  reasons  assigned  for 
again  calling  the  attention  of  the  House 
la  the  question,  and  for  incurring  the  risk 
of  widening  the  differences  that  have  un- 
fortunately prevailed  between  the  autho- 
rities of  this  countrv  to  whom  the  msnage- 
ment  of  the  affairs  of  New  Zetland  is 
committed,  and  probably  must  continue 
to  be  committed.  I  think  that  those  who 
are  interested  in  the  welfare  of  New  Zea- 
land ought  rather  lo  show  an  anxiety  to 
forget  the  differences  ihst  have  prevailed, 
and  the  conlrovenies  that  have  taken 
place;  and  that  they  ought  studiously  to 
avoid — unless  they  have  some  good  and 
sufficient  reasons  lo  assign  for  such  a 
course,  that  they  ought  studiously  to  avoid 
having  recourse  to  any  proceeding  which 
could  tend  to  embitter  those  differences, 
and  to  throw  difficulty  in  the  way  of  an 
hamooioua  concert  and  co-operation  on 
V0L.LXXX1I.    {j^j 


ithoriiiei  to  whom  I  am 
referring.  The  hon.  Gentleman  admits 
that  the  unfortunate  events  which  have 
recently  taken  place  in  New  Zealand,  in 
themselves  constitute  no  reason  for  this 
Motion.  The  hon.  Gentleman  even  ad- 
mits that  in  the  present  state  of  Xew 
Zealand  the  unfortunate  conflict  which 
has  lately  taken  place,  and  its  probable 
consequences,  should  operate  as  a  discou- 
ragement to  a  renewed  discussion,  rsiber 
than  as  an  incentive  lo  it.  Well,  but  the 
hoD.  Gentkman  also  sayH,  *' I  wj  1 1  assign 
to  you  the  real  reason  for  this  Motion," 
Now,  1  trust  that  the  House  will  bear  nitb 
me  while  I  examine  whether  or  not  that 
reason  is  well  founded.  If  it  be  not  well 
founded,  1  thiok  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
has  made  this  Motion  has  incurred  a 
great  responsibility.  I  do  not  deny  hia 
perfect  right  to  make  an  appeal  lo  the 
House  of  Commons.  He  has  a  constitu- 
tional right  to  make  that  appeal,  whatever 
may  be  the  consequences;  but  1  think 
that  if  the  object  of  the  hon.  Gentleman 
be  to  promote  the  welfare  of  New  Zealand, 
prudential  considerations  ought  to  have 
prevented  him  from  exercising  that  un- 
doubted constitutional  right.  Sir,  the 
only  ground  that  can  he  assigned  for  this 
Motion— and  it  is  avowed  to  be  the  only 
ground — is,  that  language  was  held  by 
me  and  by  my  right  hon.  Friend,  in  the 
course  of  the  lut  debate,  which  is  at  va- 
riance with  the  course  we  have  since  pur- 
sued. I  am,  indeed,  acquitted  of  (he  ia- 
tenlion  of  endeavouring  to  gain  a  majority 
by  holding  out  delusive  hopes.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  does  not  attribute  ihut  to  me. 
lys,  however,  that  the  language  which 
I  used  had  that  effect,  and  that  Members 
were  induced  to  vote  with  the  Govern- 
ment, or  at  least  not  lo  vote  against  them, 
because  they  bad  relied  on  the  declara- 
tions made  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  and 
myself.  Healso  says  that  thecoutie  we  have 
since  pursued  la  at  variance  wiih  our  de- 
clarations. Now,  I  propose  to  inquire  whe- 
ther it  is  or  not.  I  am  not  about  to  relieve 
the  hon.  Gentleman  from  the  necessity  of 
dividing;  but  I  am  about  lo  vindicate 
and  to  defend  myself  anil  my  right  hon. 
Friend  from  accusations  which  1  believe 
to  be  unjust.  I  shall,  however,  confine 
lyself  on  this  occasion  to  the  duty  of 
vindication;  and  I  do  not  mean  to  enter 
criminatory  attacks  on  the  New  Zea- 
land Company.  I  shall  not  revive  past 
differences;  but  I  shall  rather  bear  in 
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mind  that  the  New  Zealond  Company 
■till  contmuei  a  Companj,  and  that  it  is 
deiirable  forihe  public  inteieat  that  there 
■hoiildbeaco-operalioo between  that  Com- 
pany and  the  GoTernment.  t  retain  the 
opinions  which  I  expreiied  on  a  former 
evening;  but  1  (hall  endeavour  to  chow 
that  thoie  opinions  are  in  precise  confor- 
miiy  with  the  course  I  have  since  taken, 
and  that  there  is  not  therefore  a  pretence 
for  this  renewed  appeal  10  the  House. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  said,  that  he  would  not  refer  to  any 
particular  eipresiions  I  used  in  the  speech 
I  formerly  delirered,  but  that  he  would 
rather  allude  to  the  general  tone  and  spi- 
rit in  which  that  speech  was  conceived. 
Sir,  it  was  purposely  conceived  in  a  con- 
ciliatory spirit,  and  1  purposely  avoided 
any  reference  to  past  difTerences  between 
the  Colonial  Office  and  the  New  Zealand 
Company.  I  vrished  lo  promote  by  the 
UnguBfe  [  held  and  the  spirit  in  which  I 
■poke— I  wished  to  promote  the  prospect 
of  an  early  and  a  satisfactory  settlement 
of  disputes  which  cannot  be  prolonged  wiih- 
oot  serious  prejudice  to  the  public  service. 
But  every  word  of  the  letter  which  I  ad- 
dressed to  niy  noble  Friend  (Lord  [ngea* 
tre),  the  Chairman  of  the  New  Zealand 
Committee— every  word  of  that  letter  lam 
prepared  to  maintain  ;  and  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  thinks  that  the  only  mode  in 
which  we  can  avoid  a  record  of  hostile 
opinions  upon  this  question  is  a  statement 
on  my  part  of  a  departure  from  the 
terms  of  that  letter,  such  a  statement  I 
must  lell  him  I  am  not  prepared  to  make. 
I  adhere  to  that  leiter ;  1  say  that  I  will  not 
supersede  my  noble  Friend  in  the  conduct 
of  the  Colonial  Office,  1  say  that  in  the 
opinions  of  my  noble  Friend  I  concur,  and 
that  I  believe  my  noble  Friend  lo  be  influ- 
enced by  a  sincere  desire  to  promote  the 
welfare  of  the  New  Zealand  Company,  as 
far  as  he  can  promote  it  consistently  with 
his  duty  to  the  Crown,  and  with  good 
faith  towards  others.  Those  are  the  opin- 
ions which  I  expressed  in  that  letter; 
and  those  are  the  opinions  which  1  still 
eolertain.  The  hun.  Gentleman  says— 
"  Then  do  you  mean  to  imply  an  appro- 
bation of  the  whole  of  the  past  corre- 
spondence?" That  is  not  the  point  at  issue. 
The  qiii^stion  now  is,  whether  the  corre- 
spondence which  has  taken  place  since  that 
speech  was  delivered,  is  at  variance  with 
the  declarations  I  then  made  ?  That  is  the 
quesiLon,  and  the  only  question  I  have  now 


to  discuss.  We  have  nothing  now  to  do 
wi  h  the  controversies  of  the  years  1342 
aud  IS43.  1  purposely  abstain  from  no- 
ticing them;  and  as  the  objects  of  ibe 
Government  are  to  consult  the  interetls  of 
that  Colony,  to  lay  the  foundationi  of 
peace,  and  to  cooaider  how  ihe  British 
sovereignty  can  be  maintained  there  in 
the  best  and  most  effectual  manner,  I 
think  I  should  be  acting  most  unworthily 
by  noticing  past  disputes,  and  attempting 
tocriminateany  members  of  the  Company. 
Ida  not  mean  to  pursue  such  a  course; 
and  I  shsll  conGne  myself  to  this  question 
— whether  there  be  anything  in  ihecoro- 
muoications  which  have  appeared  between 
the  head  of  the  Colonial  Office  and  the 
New  Zealand  Company  which  is  in  the 
slightest  degree  at  variance  with  the  as- 
surance that  I  gave,  and  the  declarations 
that  I  made,  not  on  my  part  merely,  but  in 
full  concert,  and  iifier  communicating 
with  my  noble  Friend.  Let  us  look,  then, 
to  the  general  tone  and  spirit  of  the  ob- 
servations which  I  made  ;  for  I  admit  that 
the  tone  snd  spirit  in  which  a  Minister 
speaks  is  the  best  indication  of  the  ant- 
mus  and  the  intentions  of  a  Government. 
Well,  I  spoke  In  a  concllialary  spirit; 
but  has  my  noble  Friend  acted  In  any 
other?  Did  he  show  any  indisposition  to 
receive  a  deputation  from  the  New  Zealand 
Company  ?  Immediately  after  the  debate 
was  closed  —  after  the  reflections  that 
were  thrown  upon  my  nohle  Friend^ 
and  after  the  imputationaso  liberallv  dealt 
on  his  conduct,  he  of  course  not  having 
an  opportunity  to  reply  to  them — I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  that  is  any  reason 
why  [hey  should  not  have  been  made — 
hut  after  he  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
reading  those  imputations,  witlioul  having 
bad  an  opporinnity  of  replying  lo  iheni, 
did  my  noble  Friend  show  any  indisposi- 
tion lo  enter  at  once,  three  nights  after 
the  close  of  ihat  debate,  Into  friendly 
communication  with  the  chosen  deputies 
of  the  New  Zealand  Company,  who  were 
sent  lo  confer  with  him?  In  order  that 
such  mistakes  as  had  before  occurred 
might  not  again  occur,  it  was  suggested 
that  there  should  be  minutes  taken  of  ibe 
conversation,  and  thattheie  minutes  shonld 
be  considered  as  records  of  what  took  place. 
Now,  then,  with  respect  to  the  tone  aod 
spirit  of  my  noble  Friend,  My  noble 
Friend  had  read  to  the  deputation  por- 
tions of  the  despatches  he  had  just  written  ; 
and  in  what  terms  were  these  despalchss 
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coaMived  ?  Alladiog  to  (he  New  Zealand 
Company  and  to  their  claim  for  laod.  mj 
noble  Friend  wrilei  «  rollom  (o  Captain 
Oref  :— 

"  In  my  despatch  of  the  13ih  ioslani,  I  mA- 
Terted  to  ihe  reUlioni  between  Her  Majeilj's 
UoTeTnmeDt  and  the  New  Zealand  CompiDj. 
An  early  teitlement  of  the  pending  queition 
respecting  the  Company's  claim  to  certain 
Unds  19  of  paraoiDiiDC  importance  lowarda  an 
amicable  adjusiment  of  the  affairs  of  the 
Colony  ;  and  it  is  far  more  neceisary  to  take 
elTecluil  steps  for  bringing  that  queition  to  a 
fioal,  and,  if  possible,  a  Miisfactory  concln- 
sion,  than  to  discuss  qoeatioo*  of  slfict  righi, 
or  lo  carry  on  an  vnprofitable  coolroieTsy." 
Now,  what  coold  a  Minister  say  more? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  lays,  "  I 
advise  you  (o  select  an  agent,  to  give  him 
B  general  discretionary  authority,  and  not 
10  bind  him  down  by  particular  instroc- 
tions."  What  course  has  my  noble  Friend 
taken?  He  has  appointed  Captain  Grey. 
But  ihehon.  and  learned  Gentleman  lays, 
he  thinks  it  wonid  have  been  better  to 
bare  taken  a  peraon  of  high  rank  from 
this  country  Tor  that  purpose.  Now,  the 
selection  of  Captain  Grey  was  a  most  dii- 
interested  act.  It  was  possible,  if  we  had 
■elected  some  person  in  England,  and 
bad  given  him  a  large  salary,  that  we 
should  have  been  charged  with  baring 
converted  this  aSair  into  a  matter  of 
patronage,  and  should  have  beeo  re- 
proached for  not  having  appointed  a  gen* 
tieman,  such  at  Captain  Grey,  who  was  at 
Ne"  Sonlh  Wales,  and,  therefore,  close 
at  hand,  and  who  was  conversant  with  the 
interests  of  New  Zealand,  and  not  a 
stranger;  and  the  expression  would  have 
been,  "  For  God's  sake,  why  not  send 
Captain  Grey  >"  If  we  are  wrong  in  this 
— in  thus  sending  Captain  Grey— at  least 
we  have  acted  from  no  other  motive  than 
to  settle  the  affairs  of  New  Zealand  in 
the  speediest  possible  space  of  time.  My 
noble  Friend  said,  "  Don't  let  us  refer  lo 
ihe  past,  but  let  us  bring  (he  affair  lo  a 
speedy  and  satisfactory  settlement."  But 
how  does  he  conckide  his  despatch  to 
Captain  Grey?  He  says — 

"  I  can  only  repeat  the  injlructions  which  I 
have  already  given  to  Captain  Fitiroy.  to  en- 
deavour, by  amicable  co-operation  wiib  Co- 
Innel  Wakefield,  to  remove  obstacle*  ariiing 
from  uniaiistied  native  claims,  and  lo  discour- 
age, ts  far  ai  lies  in  your  power,  any  exorbitant 
or  extortionate  demands  on  the  Company  on 
this  head." 

These  are  ibe  general  inslruotiODS  which 


my  noble  Friend  has  given  to  Captain 
Grey,  and  theaa  instructions  have  been 
communicated  frankly  and  unreservedly 
to  the  New  Zealand  Company.  So  much, 
then,  for  the  general  spirit  of  my  speech. 
Now,  with  respect  to  the  particular  facts. 
The  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  says,  I 
made  declarations  with  respect  lo  iha 
fntore  Government  of  New  Zealand  which 
were  at  variance  with  the  instructions 
given  by  roy  noble  Friend,  [tit.  C.  Duller  : 
I  never  aaid  that.  What  I  said  was,  that 
those  declarations  had  never  been  carried 
out.]  Well,  which  are  not  carried  out  in 
the  instructions.  This  is  the  main  point 
between  us.  The  hon.  Member  says  that 
I.speakingin  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
influencing  it  by  my  declaration,  gave  an 
assurance  here  which  my  noble  Friend, 
writing  a  few  days  afterwardi,  did  not 
substantially  carry  out.  What  did  I  say? 
I  said  generally  that  I  thought  with  re- 
gard to  these  distant  Colonies,  a  represen- 
tative government  was  on  the  whole  the 
best  mode  of  conducting  ihem;  that  I 
thought  Ibis  country  could  have  no  object 
in  possessing  these  Colonies,  escept  to 
see  them  contented  and  prosperous,  and 
that  on  the  whole  the  best  way  of  ensuring 
contentment  and  prosperity,  as  a  general 
rule,  was  to  establish  a  form  of  govern- 
ment in  accordance  with  the  views  of  the 
inhabitants.  But  I  said  that  in  the  pre- 
sent state  of  society  in  New  Zealand, 
looking  at  the  dispersion  of  its  inhabitants, 
and  the  distance  of  its  settlements  from 
each  other,  I  thought  it  would  be  exceed- 
ingly difficult  at  once  to  give  effect  to  the 
principle  of  representative  government,  if, 
by  representative  government  you  mean  a 
popular  auembly  with  extensive  powers 
of  general  legialatioo  and  taaattoo.  But 
the  particular  declaration  which  I  made 
was  this:— I  said,  it  ii  quite  clear  that 
seeing  how  the  settlers  are  spread  over  the 
Northern  Island,  it  would  be  no  easy 
mailer  to  apply  the  principle  of  represen- 
tative government  according  lo  the  rule 
observed  in  more  thickly-peopled  coun- 
tries; that  I  believed  by  far  the  best  plan 
would  be  the  formation  of  municipal  in- 
stitutions, with  extensive  powers  of  local 
taxation  for  local  purposes.  [  said  that  I 
thought  these  municipal  institutions  might 
be  the  germ  of  future  representative  go- 
vernmeni;  that  I  hoped  such  would  be 
the  case,  but  that  the  Colony  was  not  now 
in  a  condition  for  a  representative  govern- 
meni  in  the  Mosa  in  irbicb  wt  tiiuallr 
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apply  ihat  word ;  but  that  I  tliought  Ibe 
belt  foundation  for  a  future  repreien  (alive 
g;overniiient  would  be  the  formalion  of 
municip.it  instil ulioni,  with  extentive 
ponen  of  local  taxation  Tor  local  pur- 
pOKi.  That  is  tbe  declaration  which  I 
mad*.  What  did  mi  ooble  Frieod 
to  Captain  Grey  ?  He  sayi— 

"  There  is  aooiber  subject  to  which  your 
attealioD  will  probably  be  directed,  namely, 
that  of  a  represent  alive  govern  ment  in  New 
Zealand.  B;  a  re  present  alive  goTernment,  I 
Diean  the  constitution  of  a  legislaliie  assem- 
bly with  general  povcer  of  legislatioa.  1 
should  be  very  glad  if  1  could  think  it  practi* 
cable  in  the  present  condition  of  the  Colony  tc 
adopt  ibis  course:  but  tbe  abjections  appear 
to  me  insuperable." 

Here  toy  noble  Friend  admit!  that  he 
tbinks  (he  principle  of  representati 
Ternment  good,  and  regrets  only  that  tbe 
circutnataoces  of  New  Zealand  prefenl, 
for  the  present,  iti  application.  Heaairs 
there  ate,  above  alhera,  reaioDs  which 
have  reference  to  the  distance  of  the  tet- 
tlemeola  frnm  each  other,  and  the  peculiar 
position  of  the  native  populatioo  ;  aod,  be 
•ays,  "  For  these,  among  other  reaaona,  1 
thinlc  the  admiMion  of  tbe  representative 
■ystem  for  the  present  i  in  practicable :"  and 
my  noble  Friend  then  requests  Captain 
Grey  to  direct  his  attention  and  that  of 
the  colonists  to  the  formation  of  local  mu- 
nicipal bodiea  with  conaiderable  powera  of 
tatation  for  local  purposes,  and  with  the 
power  of  making  the  necessary  bv-laws, 
leaving  the  more  general  powers  of  legis- 
lation veiled  in  the  Council  as  at  present 
constituted.  Looking  at  the  peculiar  cir- 
cnrostaocei    of   New   Zealand,   be  con- 
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"  I  should  not  object  to  estand  the  aulhotily 
of  these  local  bodies  over  a  considerable  dis- 
trict of  tbe  surrounding  country." 
He  stated,  and  I  think  the  House  will 
concur  with  him,  that  he  wiih«d  to  see 
these  districts  so  extended  as  to  take  in  a 
portion  of  the  native  population  ;  but  not 
in  such  numbers  as  to  enable  them  to  their 
present  unenlightened  state,  by  physical 
force,  and  by  the  force  of  numbers,  to 
overbear  the  intelligent  portion  of  tbe  io- 
liabilantsj  but  to  accustom  them  to  the 
furmur,  and  privileges  of  representative 
^overnraent,  and  municipal  instiiuiioni, 
by  incorporating  them,  as  far  at  you  can, 
in  tliese  institutions,  and  by  giving  them 
equal  privileges,  and  making  them  bear 
eqnal  bordeoi.    Does  the  House  object  to 


that?  My  noble  Friend  also  lUted  hi« 
opinion,  that  in  these  bodies  it  would  be 
found  advisable  to  limit,  as  far  as  poisibte, 
ao  much  of  the  burden  oF  the  Govern- 
ment expenditure  as  could  fairly  be  con- 
sidered of  a  local  character,to  the  particular 
district,  thus  obviating  iheobject ions  which 
might  be  urged  by  the  inhabitants  of  dis- 
tant districts,  that  they  were  taxed  for  the 
purpose  of  meeting  expenditure  in  which 
ibey  had  no  concern,  and  from  which  they 
derived  no  benefit.  What,  then,  were  the 
inatructioni  of  my  noble  Friend!  That 
these  insiituliona  should  have  all  the  con- 
trol over  local  taxation  and  expenditure 
which  is  compatible  with  the  due  exercise 
of  tbe  functions  of  the  governing  body.  It 
ia  impossible  that  they  should  have  su- 
preme power.  You  must  put  some  limi- 
tation, because  you  do  not  wish  to  bare 
separate  boUies  with  supreme  ponrera.  Yon 
do  not  wish  to  have  one  system  of  cuitom- 
boute  regulations  in  one  settlement,  and 
another  system  in  another.  You  do  not 
wish,  I  presame,  to  have  one  law  for  the 
succession  to  property  in  one  part  of  tbe 
Colony,  and  aootber  law  in  another.  You 
do  not  wish  to  eslabli^  tbe  law  of  primo- 
geniture in  one  district,  and  destroy  it  in 
another.  You  want  now  and  for  ever  to 
have  one  controlling  aupreme  body,  to 
whom  the  general  powers  of  legtstatioa 
must  be  entrusted.  You  wish  to  have  one 
general  body  to  whom  general  taxation 
for  ibe  support  of  the  Government  and  tbe 
charge  of  tbe  State  ahall  be  committed. 
That,  I  apprehend,  is  inevitable ;  but,  in 

stitutions,  widen  the  range  of  their  autho- 
rity, and  commit  to  them  as  eitensive 
powers,  both  of  taxation  and  control,  as  is 
consistent  with  the  authority  of  the  au- 
preme legislative  body.  How  are  these 
municipal  bodiea  now  constituted  ?  I  ap- 
prehend on  as  liberal  e  basis  as  any  one 
would  wish.  I  believe  every  mate  having 
arrived  at  the  age  of  twentir-one  years  is 
entitled  to  vote.  [Mr.  Agtimbg :  That  is 
not  the  case  yet.]  But  a  local  law  his 
passed  regulating  the  franchise,  and  con. 
ferringit  on  every  male  inhabitant  of  tbe 
age  of  twenty-one.  No  one  waota  s  more 
liberal  constitution  of  municipal  bodies 
than  this.  But  the  powers  of  taxation 
were  limited;  they  were  limited  within  far 
too  narrow  bounds.  Tbe  hon.  and  learned 
Member  says,  these  institutions  give 
powers  which  are  only  sufficient  for  paving 
and  lighting ;   and  be  asks  whether  such 
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powen  tre  suitaUfl  for  Coionin  ia  (he 
poiition  of  New  Zealaod.  Mast  certaialy 
not.  I  will  not  deGne  wliat  local  purpoiei 
are;  but  when  you  conitiiute  theie  muni- 
cipal iuititutioni,  you  ought  to  conititi 
tbem  on  a  liberal  basis  as  to  the  fraochi 
with  authoiitj  over  as  extensive  districts 
as  you  can.  You  ought  to  secure  to  ihem 
every  power  or  local  taxation,  with  all  the 
control  over  local  expenditure  which  is 
compaiible  with  the  runclioos  and  aulho- 
riiy  of  the  Supreme  Uovernment— uatne- 
ly,  the  Governor  in  Council,  as  at  present 
CODitiluted,  Sir,  I  apprehend  that,  in 
speaking  of  the  existing;  conaiitulLon  and 
members  of  the  Council,  I  am  not  to  be 
understood  as  implying  that  for  all  time 
to  come  seven  roembera,  four  of  tbem 
holding  office  and  three  not  holding  office, 
according  lo  the  instructions  of  my  noble 
Friend — I  mean  the  instructions  given  by 
(he  noble  Lord  who  formerly  held  my 
noble  Friend's  office  —  inilmciions  no 
doubt  perfectly  well  suited  to  the  stale 
of  society  as  it  then  existed — when  I  say 
that  I  think  these  municipal  institutions 
will  form  the  germ  of  a  representative  go- 
vernment— if  you  say  that  for  all  time  to 
come  this  Council  is  to  remain  unchanged, 
I  admit  that  such  is  not  the  germ  of  the 
representative  government  which  I  desire 
lo  see.  But  when  you  have  municipal 
institutions  it  will  be  perfecily  open  to 
consideration  whether  you  may  not  give 
a  more  extended  and  liberal  character  lo 
the  Council.  Such  is  ihe  spirit  in  which 
my  noble  Friend's  inslruciions  are  con- 
ceived. How  you  are  to  constitute  the 
Council  I  do  not  say  ;  that,  of  course, 
must  be  an  element  for  your  considera- 
tion ;  but  after  you  have  constituted  these 
bodies  on  extended  and  liberal  represen- 
tative principles  —  after  you  have  corn- 
milled  to  them  powers  of  local  taxation, 
my  belief  is,  that  it  will  be  necessary  to 
reconsider  the  constitution  of  ihe  Council, 
and  give  it  a  power  more  consentaneous 
with  municipal  institutioas.  But  what 
possible  object  can  we  have  in  so  modify- 
ing the  Council  as  todisentille  it  to  Ihe  con- 
fidence of  ibose  for  whom  it  is  to  legislate  7 
1  think  I  hare  given  a  satisfactory  expla- 
nation of  the  inieniion  of  my  noble  Friend. 
If  the  New  Zealand  Company  had  aoy 
objeciions  to  urge,  why  did  they  not  stale 
ibem?  But  not  a  word  of  objection  was 
sent ;  and  now  liits  Motion  is  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  now,  for  the  first 
time,  these  oW^ctionsare  btougbi forward. 
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These  were  the  intentions  of  my  noble 
Friend  in  sending  out  these  instructions; 
and  I  think  it  utterly  impossible  that  any 
man,  in  the  present  state  of  the  Colony, 
could  have  given  more  precise  or  more  posi- 
tive instructions.  Instructions  have  been 
given  which  1  could  not,  consistently  with 
a  sense  of  public  duly,  lay  on  the  Table  of 
the  Houae.  I  could  not  tun  the  risk  of 
their  being  msde  knowa  in  the  Gulony 
before  the  arrival  of  the  Governor;  but 
the  time  will  come  when  these  instruc- 
tiona  will  be  laid  on  the  Table,  and  the 
Houie  will  then  have  an  opportunity  of 
seeing  whether  the  impulailons  cast  on  my 
noble  Friend  with  regard  to  his  conduct 
towards  the  New  Zealand  Company  are 
well  founded  or  not.  I  apeak  under  great 
difficulty  in  this  respect,  because  the  same 
objeciions  apply  now,  as  then,  with  rogard 
to  the  production  of  thiise  Papers.  Tliere 
are  alio  despatches  10  Captnin  Fiizruy; 
but  having  removed  him  from  oBice,  we  do 
not  think  it  right  to  preieni  them.  These 
despatches,  bo>ever,  explicitly  state  on 
the  part  of  my  noble  Friend  the  objections 
entertained  with  regard  to  his  conduct,  and 
ihe  grounds  upon  which  he  fplt  called  upon 
to  adviie  his  recall.  These  ingtrucllons 
will  be  in  the  bands  of  Captain  Grey,  and 
will  serve  as  an  indication  lo  him  of  the 
policy  of  my  noble  Friend.  I  hope 
I  have  proved  to  the  satisfaction  of 
the  House  that  I  did  not  say  one  word 
with  leaped  lo  the  representative  go- 
vernmeni,  or  ihe  formation  of  municipal 
Insiitutlons,  in  which  the  instructions  of 
my  noble  Friend  do  not  both  in  the  spirit 
and  in  the  letter  concur.  1  hope  I  have 
shown,  that  far  from  attempting  to  gain  a 
majority  by  delusive  assurances,  I  said 
not  one  word  which  has  not  been  literally 
carried  into  execution  by  the  instructions 
of  my  noble  Friend.  With  respect  to 
Auckland,  I  staled  that,  deterred  by  ge- 
neral coniiderations,  1  was  not  prepared 
to  give  any  assurance  that  the  seat  of  go- 
vernment should  be  transferred  from 
thence.  My  noble  Friend  has  given  in- 
structions with  regard  to  Auckland  in 
precise  confoiroily  with  my  declarallon. 
With  regard  to  ihe  relation  between  the 
New  Zealand  Company'  and  the  Go- 
vernment, did  I  give  any  assurance  at  va- 
riance wilh  the  opinions  expressed  by  my 
iighthon. Friend T  Did  Iiay  that  iheTreaiy 
of  Waiian>>i  was  not  lo  be  respected  i 
What  language  did  I  hold  wilh  respect  to 
that  ?   I  said,  distincily,  that  if  ihe  Housq 
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sbled  the  Croivn  to  disposieH  the  nativei 
or  all  their  laad  wilhoui  full  inquiry,  they 
would,  in  my  opinion,  lower  the  characi' 
of  ihii  HouK  in  ihe  ealiroaiion  of  ell  who 
respect  the  inviolability  of  public  engag^e- 
menlt.  I  said  I  thought  nothing  could  be 
moie  unjuit  than  if  the  Houie  were  to 
pnss  censure,  or  implied  censure, 
conduct  of  my  noble  Friend,  because  he 
avowed  his  determination  to  carry  honour- 
ably  inlo  effect  the  Treaty  which  had  been 
made  with  the  nativea  of  New  Zealand  at 
Wailangi.  1  believe  this  is  (he  point,  and 
almost  ihe  only  point,  on  which  we  are  at 
issue.  I  believe  (hat,  after  all  the  volumes 
of  controversy  which  have  appeared,  the 
question  really  resolves  itself  into  this; 
shall  the  Government  undertake  to  guar- 
antee, in  this  country,  within  certain  li- 
mits in  New  Zealand,  a  certain  amount  of 
land,  withough  reference  to  the  rights  to 
that  land  vesting  in  the  natives  ?  ["  No, 
no!"l  If  you  mean  to  say  that  the  Crown 
shalldo  all  it  can  to  possess  the  Company, 
through  the  intervention  of  local  aulliori- 
tiei,  of  that  quantity  of  land  to  which  they 
were  entitled  by  the  award  of  Mr.  Pen. 
ninglon— if  you  say  that  the  Governmeni 
should  give  a  liberal  construction  to  thi 
claims  of  (he  Company — that  it  should 
not  remain  indiff'erent — that  it  should  ex- 
ert itself  by  all  legitimate  means  at  the 
earliest  possible  period  to  enable  the 
Company  to  obtain  by  legitimate  means 
all  the  land  they  claim— if  that  be  your 
meaning,  there  is  no  difference  between 
us.  But  this  I  tell  you  distinctly  we  will 
not  do;  and  if  the  House  entertains  a 
different  opinion,  it  is  but  right  that  it 
should  give  expression  to  ii.  We  will  not 
undertake,  in  the  absence  of  surveys  and 
local  information  aa  to  (he  claims  of  the 
natives,  (o  assign  to  you  1,000,000  or  any 
other  number  of  acres,  and  dispossess  the 
natives  by  the  sword.  [|Mr.  Aglionby : 
Nobody  ever  asked  that.]  I  admit  that 
the  New  Zealand  Company  has  a  fair 
right  to  expect  from  the  Crown  to  be  pni 
in  possession  of  the  quantity  of  land 
awarded  to  them  at  as  early  a  period  and 
in  as  satisfactory  a  manner  as  possible, 
with  this  clear  reserve,  that  you  shall  not 
violate  a  compact,  or  infringe'  the  rights  of 
private  property,  1  say  this  entirely  dif- 
fering from  the  policy  which  dictated  the 
course  pursued  iu  1839,  which  1  regard  as 
a  serious  error.     You  should  have  rested 


iome  eestion  by  the  natives. 
Acting  on  the  Report  of  (he  Aboriginn' 
Committee,  you  laid  down  a  principle 
which  has  involved  you  in  yoar  preseut 
difficulty;  and  now  you  arc  trying  to 
make  us  responsible  for  iL  The  hardness 
of  the  names  connected  with  the  subject 
indispose  people  to  pay  attention  to  it; 
but  if  you  will  listen  butfot  aqaarterof  an 
hour,  I  will  ihow  thai  (his  difficulty  is  all 
of  your  own  creating,  and  that  if  you  seek 
to  involve  my  noble  Friend  in  censure  for 
not  violating  this  Treaty,  you  will  commit 
an  act  of  gross  injustice  towards  him. 
The  construction  of  these  Treaties  depends 
on  the  circumstances  of  the  time  when 
they  were  formed,  the  impression  enter- 
tained by  the  Executive  Governments  and 
the  legislative  assemblies,  aod  on  the  lan- 
guage which  you  instructed  your  Repre- 
sentative 10  hold.  It  may  be  all  very  well 
to  say  this  Treaty  was  an  improvident  one, 
let  us  get  posseision  of  the  land  ;  but  I 
tell  you  (here  are  parties  in  New  Zealand 
enemies  to  your  authority,  who  know  what 
passed  in  1839,  and  the  circumstances 
under  which  the  British  sovereignty  was 
then  established.  I  ask  you  to  beware — 
first,  from  considerations  of  justice,  and 
next  by  considerations  of  policy— how 
you  take  upon  yourselves  the  responsibil- 
ity of  violating  the  engagements  inlo  which 
you  have  entered.  1  agree  with  tha  boo. 
Member  for  Bath,  that  the  title  derived 
from  cession  by  the  natives  was  unwise, 
liable  to  misconstruction,  and,  above  all, 
that  it  is  extremely  difficult  to  show  a 
right  of  sovereignty  in  this  way  unless 
you  had  the  unanimous  consent  of  (be 
natives.  But  you  must  bear  in  mind  what 
passed  in  1839.  Lord  Normanby  was 
then  at  the  bead  of  (he  Colonial  Office. 
He  sent  out  a  certain  naval  officer  named 
Hobion,  entrusted  him  with  diplomatic 
and  executive  functions,  and  gave  hicn  io- 
structions.  Will  you  tell  me  what  thoae 
instructions  ware?  I  will  read  the  words 
which  a  Secretary  of  Slate,  six  years  ago, 
speaking  in  the  name  of  tha  Crown,  gave 
on  officer  sent  (o  represent  Her  Ma- 
jesty, The  letter  is  dated  August  14, 
1839,  and  is  notorious  among  the  natitea 
New  Zealand,  and  it  states  that — ' 
"  The  natives  of  Hew  Zealand  are  a  nu' 
irous  and  inoifenfive  people,  whose  title 
to  the  soil  end  sovereignty  of  New  Zealand  la 
indigpntabla." 

What  is  meant  by  the  soil  ?  The  Secretary 


your  claim  on  the  ground  of  discovery,  |  of  State  says  the  title  of  the  inhabitants  to 
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iid«red  that  tbe  taking  of  sucb  luid  would 
interfere  with  their  rights."  Thece  *eie 
the  initructbns  which  wera  given  by  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  onlj 
about  ais  ;eara  since,  and  in  conseguence 
of  tbeie  instructioiu  you  formed  a  Treaty 
to  this  effect: — 

■ecount  or  aoqainog  sDVcreiRoly  by 
eenioo.  Her  Majnty  the  Qumd  of  England 
coafinn*  and  gcaiiti  to  ibe  diieri  and  tribe*  at 
New  Zealand,  and  to  Iheii  respeclira  familiei, 
ihe  full,  exdusire,  uadUtuTbsil  poMCssioo  of 
their  lands,  forests,  habitations  and  other  pro- 
perty which  they  may  colleclirely  or  indiTidn- 
ally  posseas,  at  long  as  they  may  wisb  or  deiire 
to  retain  pouession  of  Ihem." 

Sow,  my  noble  Friend  had  argued  that  tbe 
Crown,  by  proclamation,  had  claimed  tbe 
right  of  pre-emption  from  tbe  natives,  u 
we  admitted  only  a  qualified  right  on  their 
part;  but  we  claimed  tbe  rigbt  of  pre- 
emption because  those  lands  were  ceded  to 
the  Crown  by  the  Treaty  of  Waitan^ 
Tbe  Treaty  goes  on  to  aay — 

"  "Die  native  tribe*  and  iodividual  chief* 
give  14  Her  U^esty  ihe  excluHTe  right  of  pre- 
cmptioo  over  such  land  ai  may  be  disposed 
of  at  such  pnce*  as  tbe  penons  appointed  on 
behalf  of  the  two  parties  may  thiok  fair  and 
teajonabte." 

The  ailment,  therefore,  of  my  noUe 
Friend  falls  to  the  ground  in  respect  to 
this  point  of  pre-emption.  The  Crown 
claims  a  right  of  pre-emption,  because  the 
right  of  pre-emption  i*  ceded  to  the  Crown 
by  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi.  Theie  an 
the  public  engaf^ments  which  you  have 
enter^  into.  Von  have  stipulated  on  the 
part  c^  the  Crown  that,  m  the  price  and 
condition  of  your  posnenion  of  sovereignty, 
the  native*  ahould  not  be  called  upcm  to 
relinquish  ibeir  land*  eicept  by  a  fair 
cesnon,  and  for  a  fair  equivalent.  Now, 
my  noble  Friend  does  not  cootend  that 
there  necessarily  is  on  the  part  of  the  im- 
live  chiefs  and  tribes  a  claim  to  the  whole 
of  tbe  waste  lands  in  New  Zealand  ;  but 
after  this  engagement  which  yoa  have  de- 
liberately entered  into  with  them,  be 
thinks  that  the  rights  of  the  natires  oug^t 
to  be  clearly  Mceriatned  before  you  can 
enter  into  a  cooaderation  as  to  what  those 
particular  waste  lands  are  which  tbe 
Crown  may  lay  claim  to.  I  coasider  that 
the  rigbt  nf  sovereignty  which  has  been 
oeded  by  tbe  natives  gives  to  the  Crown 
the  perfect  right  of  possession  over  all 
lands  which  the  native  tribes  caonot  lay  a 
perfect  claim  to ;  but  the  tribes  cannot, 
according  to  their  usages,  establish  a  right 


tbe  smI  of  New  Zealand  is  at  perfect  as 
their  title  to  ihe  sovereignty  which  has 
been  Eoleamly  recogaiaed  by  the  British 
Govemm^tb  Solemly  recognised  1  Whet 
is  the  meaning  of  this  solemn  recognition 
of  the  title  of  the  native*  to  the  soil  f     He 

"  We  acknowledge  New  Zealand  as  a  sove- 
reign and  independent  Stale.  The  Qoceo 
disclaims  for  Herself  and  for  her  subject*  any 

SreiensioDS  to  seize  on  the  islands  of  New 
ealand,  or  lo  govern  ihem  as  pari  of  the 
dominions  of  Creat  Britain,  unless  a  free  and 
inleliifent  consent  of  the  ostives,  expressed 
according  to  Ibeir  usages,  should  be  nnt  ob- 

You  now  find  these  usages  very  absurd, 
the  title  to  land  derived  by  having  eaten 
up  tbe  last  incumbent,  for  instance;  out  the 
Secretary  of  State  ought  to  have  considered 
that  before  he  disclaimed  the  right  of  his 
Sovereign  to  exercise  dominion  in  New 
Zealand  unless  tbe  free  and  intelligent 
consent  of  the  natives  should  have  been 
first  obtained.  So  much  for  sovereignty. 
Lord  Normanby  proceeds — 

■'  All  dealing  wiih  the  aborigines  for  their 
land  must  be  conducted  npon  tbs  same  pKo- 
ciple  of  sinceriiy,  of  justice,  and  of  good  faith 
a)  must  govern  your  Iransaclions  with  them 
for  the  Ttcognilion  of  Her  Majesty's  sove- 
reignly in  the  island." 

Observe,  now,  you  did  not  claim  the  so- 
vereignly by  rigbt  of  conquest  or  by  that 
of '  discovery,  but  by  the  cession  of  the 
natives.  Writing  lo  your  Representative 
there  you  say— 

*■  It  will  he  youidoty  to  ^tain,  by  ftir  and 
equitable  contracts,  the  cession  lo  tbe  Ciown 
of  such  lands  ai  may  be  necessarily  reqaired 
for  the  occupation  of  the  settler*." 

Now,  icU  mc  what  construction  you  will 
put  upon  those  written  proofs  of  your  so- 
vereignty? But  when  you  said,  "  Get  the 
sovereignty  by  cesdon,  according  to  the 
usages  of  the  aborigines,  and  only  take  the 
lauds  in  the  same  way,"  what,  1  ask  you 
again,  Ls  the  construction  that  you'putupon 
these  engagements  f  Now,  observe  that 
Lord  Nonoanby  says  again — 

"  To  the  natives  or  their  chieb  mu^  of  the 
land  of  the  country  is  of  no  actual  use,  and  in 
their  hands  it  possesses  scarcely  any  exchange- 
able value." 

But  first  he  tells  you  to  "  take  no  land 
esoept  that  which  is  by  cession  fairly 
granted."  He  further  tells  you  that  "  you 
must  be  cauriaus  that  you  do  not  take  any 
laod  even  by  fiur  cesaon,  if  it  could  be 
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of  praperty  to  certain  waste  lands.  I  admit 
your  interest  in  these  lands  by  the  engage- 
ment entered  ioto  between  the  Crown  and 
the  natives — I  admit  the  importance,  loo, 
of  your  future  interests  in  the  Colony — 1 
admit  the  great  advantage  it  would  be  if 
you  could  induce  these  natives  to  relin- 
quish, by  fair  cession,  some  of  these  lands 
—1  admit  that  to  accomplish  so  desirable 
a  result  that  every  effort  on  our  part 
ought  to  be  made.  But  if,  as  I  think  it 
is,  the  question  be,  whether  the  Crown 
shall,  upon  its  own  responsibility,  under- 
take to  dispossess,  by  force,  and  ELgainst  the 
will:of  the; inhabitants,  the  natives  from 
certain  lands  desired  by  the  New  Zealand 
Company,  let  us,  then,  have  no  mistake 
upon  the  point;  for  you  shall  not  say  that 
I  am  deceiving  you.  I  tell  you  at  once 
that  we  are  not  prepared  to  give  you  any 
such  assurance.  Sir,  this  ijt  the  spirit  in 
which  we  shall  meet  the  question — the 
same  spirit  that  actuated  us  in  the  former 
discussion  of  this  subject — and  which  in- 
fluences rae  when  speakiog  again  upon  it. 
I  speak  not  in  a  spirit  of  hostility  to  the 
New  Zealand  Company,  but  with  a  sincere 
desire  to  see  that  Company  restored  to 
prosperity,  ond  Her  Majesty's  Government 
acting  in  concert  and  co-operating  with  it. 
But  to  gain  that  concert  and  co-operation, 
I  will  not  do  that  which  I  believe  to  be 
inconsistent  with  public  faith,  which  I 
admit  was  unwisely  pledged  to  the  na- 
tives of  New  Zealand.  I  admit  this.  Sir ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  I  think  that  you 
are  bound  to  observe  it,  however  weak 
these  natives  be.  ConEiderattons  of  jus- 
tice ought  to  induce  you  to  respect  that 
weakneu.  But  you  admit  that  the  na- 
tives are  possessed  of  great  powers.  Con- 
siderations, then,  of  mere  policy  must  at 
once  induce  yon  to  maintain  peace  with 
them,  rather  than  come  to  the  determina- 
tion of  dispossessing  them  of  any  grounds 
which  they  lay  claim  to,  by  an  exercise  of 
physical  force.  I  do  not  say  that  this  ar. 
gument  I  should  have  greater  reliance 
upon,  than  upon  your  desire  faithfully  and 
honourably  to  perform  those  public  engage- 
ments into  which  you  have  deliberately 
entered  with  them.  I  do  not  mean  this 
in  the  mere  technical  definition  of  the 
words.  1  cannot  have  a  doubt  but  thai 
yon  have  a  power  to  overbear  any  force 
that  could  be  brought  against  you  in  New 
Zealand  ;  but  I  think  that  you  should  ra- 
ther regard  the  settlement  of  this  question 
by  cordial  and  friendly  relations,  than  that 
you  should    (rust  to  force  and  physical 
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strength  to  overcome  your  difficnlties. 
Depend  on  it  that  the  seeds  of  future  go- 
vernment in  New  Zealand  would  be  very 
imperfectly  laid,  and  will  come  to  no  bead 
or  satisfactory  maturity,  unless  you  do 
respect  not  only  the  principles  of  justice, 
but  also  unless  you  hear  in  mind  the  na- 
tural feelings  of  the  native  population. 
Instead,  then,  of  taking  that  course  which 
has  been  taken  in  regard  to  other  Colonies, 
you  should  try  and  incorporate  the  natives 
of  New  Zealand  with  your  own  institu- 
tions, and,  as  far  as  posuble,  to  amalga- 
mate the  two  countries,  and  connect  them 
together  by  deeds  of  reciprocal  kindness. 
Observe  the  course  which  France  has 
taken  in  Algiers.  Recollect  that  in  Icdia 
you  have  respected  the  rights  of  naiive 
tribes  to  the  land.  You  have,  I  appre- 
hend, contented  yourself  with  the  sove.- 
reignty  vou  have  there  obtained ;  1  think 
you  ought  to  content  yourself  with  the 
sovereignty  here,  and  with  the  title  to  all 
that  land  to  which  the  sovereignty  lays 
claim.  But  even  if  there  be  some  further 
demands  made  by  you,  you  should  try  to 
obtain  ihem  by  fair  cession  and  equitable 
arraugeraent,  rather  than  seek  to  obtain 
them  by  unequitable  determination.  Sir, 
I  hope  I  have  said  nothing  to  give  disaatis- 
faction  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man. Upon  this  second  debate,  and  upon 
this  second  appeal,  I  trust  the  difference 
between  the  Company  and  Government 
has  not  been  widened.  I  feel  that  I  have 
said  nothing  that  can  involve  me  in  any 
such  responsibility.  I  hope  that  I  hare 
cautiously  avoided  recrimination  or  par- 
tial proceedings,  and  have  only  contented 
myself  with  that  vindication  which  1  felt 
it  necessary  to  offer  against  a  most  unjust 
attack  that  has  been  made  upon  my  noble 
Friend.  I  state  fairly  to  the  House  the 
course  we  are  prepared  to  take — 1  state 
that  to  the  House  of  Commons.  It  is,  of 
course,  for  them  to  determine  whether 
tbey  shall  adopt  an  opinion  adverse  to  that. 
I  also  say  that  you  shall  not  succeed  in 
establishing  between  my  noble  Friend  and 
myself  any  distinction,  far  my  own  opi- 
nions in  respect  to  the  future  policy  of 
New  Zealand  meet  with  my  noble  Friend's 
entire  concurrence.  The  language  which 
I  have  now  uttered  is  language  which, 
had  be  heeu  here,  he  would  have  himself 
uttered,  but  with  much  greater  force.  Hia 
desires  of  fnlliUing  the  assurances  whicU  I 
have  given,  (not  without  having  a  con- 
ference with  my  noble  Friend)  are  equally 
great  as  mine.    I  will  not  do  that  which 
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the  New  ZMland  Company  leem  to  think 
I  might  do— undertake  to  guperaede,  in 
the  discharge  of  bii  proper  functions,  a 
Mioister  who  I  believe  hai  discharged  his 
offid*!  duties  with  almoet  unexampled 
abilit7,  and  with  a  uncere  denie  to  pro- 
mote the  interests  of  every  Colony  over 
which  he  now  presides. 

Mr.  Roebuck  wished  to  say  a  few  words 
to  remove  an  unfounded  imprearion  from 
the  mind  of  a  gentleman  who  had  address- 
ed himself  to  him  in  very  courteous  terms. 
He  stated  that  he  had  charged  him  with 
exercising  a  paramount  influence  in  the 
Colonial  Office,  and  with  being  himself  at 
the  bidding  of  the  Missionary  SiH'iety. 
What  he  did  say  was  this — that  from  the 
necessity  of  that  gentleman's  position  he 
esercisea  an  influence  in  the  Colonial 
Office  —  that  it  required  very  peculiar 
power  on  the  part  of  any  person  coming 
to  that  office  to  avoid  being  subject  to  that 
influence  ~  that  he  believed  the  person 
holding  the  seals  of  that  Department  at  the 
present  moment  was  not  proof  against 
snch  influence— and  that  therefore  the  re- 
sponsible officer  was,  in  reality,  under  an 
irresponsible  officer.  If  be  had  imputed 
to  the  gentleman  the  suspicion  of  sorcery, 
it  was  only  of  that  description  which  was 
implied  in  the  power  of  a  strong  mind 
over  a  weak  one.  Hiat  was  no  imputa- 
tion on  the  honour  of  the  gentleman.  That 
gentleman  had  stated  that  he  had  charged 
nim  with  being  at  the  bidding  of  the  Mis- 
donory  Society.  Not  at  all.  What  he 
■aid  was  this — that  having  this  influence 
he  had  adopted  a  line  of  policy  in  conse- 
quence of  a  certain  feeling  on  his  part  that 
tile  Missionary  Societies  were  doing  great 
mod  in  that  part  of  the  world.  That  he 
thought  be  was  mistaken;  be  thought, 
therefore,  his  policy  was  wrong,  hut  he 
never  intended  to  say  he  was  at  the  bidding 
of  anybody,  but  merely  tbat  be  obeyed  the 
impulse  of  his  own  mind,  which  led  bii 
to  a  wrong  conclusion. 

Lord  John  Ruitell :  Before  entering  o 
the  question  which  is  immediately  before 
the  House,  I  think  it  is  due  to  a  gentle, 
man,  whose  name  has  been  mentioned 
both  by  the  bon.  aud  learned  Member  for 
Bath,  aad  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite,  and  by  a  right  hon.  Friend  of 
mine,  the  Member  for  Taanton,  to  give 
my  testimony  as  to  the  conduct  of  that 
geotleman  as  an  officer  in  the  public  ser- 
vice. Now,  Sir,  my  experience  of  that 
gentleman  can  only  be  an  addition  to  the 
knowledge  which  the  House  has  of  bis 


powerful  talents,  of  his  various  acqaisitioos, 
of  his  long  experience  in  all  matters  of 
Colnnial  government.  Those,  I  say,  are 
qualifications  which  no  one  will  deny  to 
Mr.  Stephen  ;  but  it  is  said,  aod  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  declaring  that  he 
ms  no  personal  oSence  to  Mr.  Stephen, 
ns  to  repeat  tlie  charge,  that  he  does 
his  powerful  talents  to  exercise  undue 
influence  orer  the  Principal  of  the  Depart- 
ment in  which  he  is  placeil,  aod  that  he 
himself  is  biassed  by  the  Missionary  So- 
ciety in  this  country.  [Mr.  Roebuck  t  I 
did  not  say  that  tie  exercised  undue  ioflu* 
ence  over  his  principal.]  I  understand 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  inter- 
rupt me  by  saying  that  he  did  not  use  the 
expression,  that  Mr.  Stephen  exercised 
undue  influence  orer  the  mind  of  his 
principal.  Kow,  my  only  testimony  is, 
that  a  person  with  such  qualifications  as 
I  hare  mentioned,  when  found  in  office  by 
any  person  who  may  be  placed  at  the  head 
of  that  office,  most  naturally  be  consulted 
by  such  person,  if  be  has  any  fitnesifor  the 
office  to  which  he  has  been  appointed. 
That  the  riews  and  opinions  of  Mr.  Stephen 
may  hare  more  or  less  of  influence,  mast 
depeod  on  the  views  whicli  the  Secretary 
of  State  takes.  All  1  can  say  is,  that  1 
always  found,  while  Mr.  Steplken  was 
readj  to  give  any  jofbnnation  as  to  facis— 
to  give  any  information  as  to  past  regula- 
tions oF  former  Secretaries  of  State,  or  as 
to  laws  beariog  on  the  subject — he  was 
always  most  unwilling,  unless  asked,  to 
give  his  opinion  as  lu  what  should  Ite  the 
general  course  of  the  Government  on  any 
subject.  When  asked,  he  would  not  re- 
fraio— it  was  his  duty  not  to  refrain  from 
stating  that  opinion.  Such  opinion,  as  for 
as  regards  myself,  I  alwHys  endeavoured 
to  weigh  carefully,  considering  the  source 
whence  it  came,  and  the  arguments  by 
which  it  was  sure  to  be  supported;  but 
alvays  with  the  independent  resolution  in 
my  own  mind,  that  it  1  thought  the  result 
to  which  those  ar^ments  led,  was  not  such 
as  would  be  conducive  to  the  welfore  of 
the  Colony  in  question,  or  of  the  Em- 
pire, that  (  was  bound  to  adopt  exactly 
opposite  coocluHons,  or  a  concluuon  at 
variance  with  that  of  Mr.  Stephen,  as 
much  as  of  any  private  individual  with 
whom  I  might  happen  to  differ.  And, 
therefore,  concluding  of  others  as  of  mr- 
self,  I  should  say  that  the  notion  generaAj 
entertained  thut  everything  is  done  by 
Mr.  Stephen  in  the  Colonial  Office,  is  un- 
founded ;   and   it  arises  solely  firom  the 
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known  abilities  of  that  geatleman,  and  the 
Biippoaition  that  the^  must  hare  predomi- 
nant weight  in  the  counsels  of  any  offitx 
in  which  he  happens  to  be  placed.  I  will 
say  further,  that  when  he  iotimated  to  me 
his  wish  to  retire  from  that  office,  and  be 
placed  in  some  other  situation  under  tlie 
Crown,  I  immediately  represented  that 
fact  to  Lord  Melbourne,  and  induced 
him,  in  agreement  with  me,  lo  beg  Mr. 
Stephen  to  remain  in  the  otBce  in  which 
be  was,  on  the  grouod  that  the  public 
service  would  aeriouBly  suiFer,  if  deprived 
ofhisaid.  \JiirR.Peel:  The  eatne  thing 
baa  lately  taken  place.]  1  understand 
from  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  {Hit  R. 
Peel),  that  the  present  GorernmeDt  take 
the  aame  view  of  Mr.  Stephen's  serWces 
that  Lord  Melbourne  and  I  took  j  and  it 
must  be  a  strange  fascination,  honourable 
to  Mr.  Stephen,  if,  without  real  and  sub. 
Btantial  merits,  he  can  induce  all  those  who 
are  placed  in  office  over  him  to  take  such 
h  view  of  his  merits  and  serrices.  Now, 
Sir,  I  wilt  deal  with  the  question  before 
the  House.  That  question,  I  think,  has 
been  made  in  this,  as  in  the  former  de- 
bate, too  much  of  a  personal  matter  be- 
tween the  Secretary  of  State  and  the  New 
Zealand  Company.  I  regret  that  that  has 
been  the  main  topic — I  regret  that  the 
Attorney  General  wasted,  I  should  say, 
the  whole  of  his  speech  iu  a  controverBV  as 
to  the  merits  of  tliese  two  parties.  But 
when  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  says  that 
my  bon.  and  learned  Friend  near,  me  is 
responsible  for  bringing  on  the  question  a 
second  time  at  this  period  of  the  year,  t, 
On  the  contrary,  rattier  take  blame  to  my- 
self, that  I  did  not  either  myself  take  the 
aense  of  the  House,  or  induce  others,  at  an 
early  period  of  the  Session,  to  take  thi 
sense  of  the  House,  on  the  governmenl  of 
New  Zealand,  which,  in  my  opinion,  and 
in  the  opinion  of  many  others,  could  not 
but  end  in  disaster.  1  did  hope — and  that 
was  my  reason  for  refraining —that  the 
New  Zealand  Company,  being  in  commu- 
nication with  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
representing  a  large  body  of  settlers  in 
that  Colony,  might  at  length  induce  him 
to  take  a  juster  view  of  the  interests  of 
the  colonists ;  and  that  we  should  not  be 
obliged,  by  an  adverse  debate,  to  force  from 
the  Minister  adverse  arguments  against 
whacl  conceived  the  interests  of  the  Col- 
ony. But  vhen  the  matter  comes  to  be 
debated  here— and  debated  a  second  time 
— 1  must  say,  putting  out  of  view  alto- 
gether theiuteroatsof  the  Company — put* 
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tiog  out  of  view  any  agreeuoBt  they  had 
made  with  me — there  u  this  great  ques< 
tion  to  be  considered,  upon  which  my  hoo. 
id  learned  Friend  asked  you  ta  give  an 
,iioion,  namely,  whether  or  not  the  coD- 
ditiou  of  the  Colony  of  New  Zealand  don 
excite  serious  apprehension  1     And,  in  the 
second  place,  whether  that  apprehension  is 
aggravated  by  the  evidence,  that  there  is 
no  change  in  the  policy  which  has  led  to 
those  disastrous  results  ?     That,  Sir,  is  a 
question  which,  putting  aside  the  Com- 
pany— putting  aaideany  loss  of  their  capi- 
tal— putting  astda  the  very  question   of 
their   existence  as   a  Company  —  that,  1 
say,  is  a  question  interestiog  to  the  people 
of  this  country — interesting  to   the  set- 
tlers who  have  gone  out  (here — and  in- 
teresting to  those  who  purpose  becoming 
emigrants  to  any.  of  our  Colonies  in  any 
part  of  the  world.     That  is  a  question  to- 
tally independent  of  the  Company,  upon 
which  the  House  of  Commons  may  fairly 
be  called  upon  to  give  an  opinion.     It  is  a 
question   upon  which   I   tbiiiL  it  is  now 
desirable   to   a^  for  the  opinion  of  thU 
House.     Let  me,   in  the  first  place,  aak 
what  led  to  the  late  disasters  f     What  bas 
ted  to  this,  but  the  conduct  of  the  Go- 
verQor,  who  was  appointed  by  the  preaeat 
Secretary  of  State?     What  has  led  to  it) 
but  the  serious  errors  which  he  bas  con- 
mitledf     What  has  led  to  it,  but  his  con- 
tinual   concessions    to    the   naiivca,   who 
attributed  such   concessions   to  fear   and 
weakness ;  and  who,  after  having  by  ■■- 
timidation    forced    one    concession    after 
another  from  him,  at  length  thought,  bf 
further  outrage,  and  by  further  iotimida- 
tion,  tbey   should    entirely  destroy    tke 
sovereignty  of  the  Queen  in  New  Zealand  ? 
Why,  Sr,  1  have  a  letter  here,  among  the 
Papers  printed  in  the  early  part  of  the 
Session,  in  which  this  very  chief,  who  baa 
attacked  and  destroyed  one  of  our  settle- 
ments in   New  Zealand,  is  addresaed  aa 
friend  Heki  Poki  by  Captain  Fitaroy,  tbe 
Governor,  and  in  which  he  tells  him  that 
the  Governor  has  made  certain  regulationa  ; 
but  he  says  these  regulations  would  not 
please  greedy  Europeans,  who  wanted  to 
get  all   the  best   lands.      Now,  when  « 
Governor,  who  is  seat  out  from  this  coun- 
try with  the  Queen'a  authority — who  ia 
sent  out  in  the  name  of  the  Queea  of 
I^ngtand — talks  of  greedy  Europeans,  and 
thus  incites  a  barbarous  chieftain  to  tbink 
he  is   their  friend,   and  opposed   to  the 
Europeans — not  pointing  out  any  p«cti- 
cular  EuropeauSibutipe^iogof  Euiopeaos 
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g«Derally,  u  personB  greedy  of  land,  and 
wiahiiig  to  act  unjustly  hj  the  natirei— 
what  could  be  more  natural  thau  that  thii 
barbarous  chief  should  conclude  that,  from 
some  motive  or  other,  the  Governor  woulU 
always  act  in  his  favour ;  and  that  he  had 
nothing  to  but  to  apply  force  more  and 
more,  until  he  had  forced  the  whole  sore- 
reignty  away  from  such  a  timid  and  in- 
capable GoTemor?  Well,  it  is  said,  that 
Captain  Fitaroy  is  recalled;  that  he  is 
Mpareted  from  this  frtend  of  his,  for  whose 
apprehension  he  was  Bfterivards  obliged  to 
offer  a  reward  i  but  that  does  not  relien 
the  Government  from  their  responBibJlity. 
He  was  the  person  whom  they  thought 
most  fit  to  govern  that  Colony;  and  I 
say,  if  you  have  removed  that  Governor, 
give  us  a  proof  that  you  have  changed  the 
policy  that  led  to  the  late  disasters,  by 
which  we  may  think  that  such  disasters 
will  not  occur  again.  Has  there  been 
anything  communicated  to  the  House  to 
show  there  is  that  change  in  your  policy 
—to  show  that  a  tone  of  greater  firmness 
is  to  be  taheb — that  the  extravagant  pre- 
tensions of  the  natives  will  meet  with  a 
due  check?  Has  there  been  anything  com- 
municated to  the  House  to  show  that  you 
do  mean  really  to  assert  the  Queen's  au- 
thority—to show  that  you  do  not  mean 
to  pamper  every  eatravagance  which  the 
natives  of  such  a  country  would  be  capable 
of  furmiog,  and  that  you  will  not  yield 
repeatedly  to  those  pretensions,  until  at 
last  it  will  end  in  a  scene  of  bloodshed,  and 
Hot  only  much  British  blood  will  be  shed 
in  such  a  contest,  but  the  whole  Colony 
itself  will  be  a  scene  of  disaster  Buch  as  is 
scarcely  to  be  found  in  any  farmer  Colony 
of  the  British  Crown?  Have  you  done 
anytbingof  this  sort?  The  policy  which 
ynu  have  pursued  having  been  notoriously 
the  cause  of  this  disaster,  having  been  the 
cause  of  the  loss  of  British  lives,  have  you 
Mid  anything  from  which  we  can  suppose 
there  wilt  be  a  better  coarse  of  policy  in 
future?  This  is  not  a  question  for  the 
New  Zealsnd  Company  to  dispute  with 
the  Secretary  of  State ;  but  it  is  a  ques- 
tion of  supreme  importance  to  the  good 
government  of  the  Colony,  and  the  wel- 
bre  of  the  British  Empire ;  and  it  behoves 
the  House  of  Commons  to  consider  it. 
If  the  House  of  Commons  should  be  of 
opinion,  that  the  Government  hare  so 
cbaoged  their  policy,  that  they  have  laid 
down  tnles  for  a  wise  policy  in  future, 
then  let  them  put  tbeir  negative  upon  the 
Motion  of  my  hoD.  and  l>«roed  Friend ; 
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let  them  decide  that  there  are  raasonable 
grounds  for  expecting,  under  the  present 


Executive  Government  at  home,  a  better 
course  of  policy  towards  New  Zealand, 
which  shall  lead  to  the  future  prosperity 
of  that  Colony,  and  then  let  them  acquit 
the  Government  of  all  blame.  But  has 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proved  that  to 
be  the  case?  I  think  his  speech  to-night 
is  less  satisfuctory  than  his  former  speech. 
I  thought  his  former  speech  contained  a 
strvuger  assurance  as  to  the  future  go- 
vernment of  the  Colony,  than  his  present 
speech  ;  and  that  for  a  very  good  reason. 
He  now  tells  us,  that  he  is  speaking  in 
complete  concurrence  with,  and  with  the 
authority  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies;  but,  as  far  as  I  could  perceive, 
when  he  was  speaking  on  a  former  occasion, 
lie  was  giving  the  result  of  his  own  reflec- 
tions— of  his  own  opinion — as  to  the  go- 
vernment of  that  Colony ;  and  it  was  a 
much  sounder  opinion  than  any  whid)  he 
is  likely  to  form  after  a  conference  with 
the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies,  who  has 
been,  for  the  last  three  or  four  years,  in 
controTcrsy  with  the  New  Zealand  Com- 
pany, and  who  ca 
to  be  right  which  it 
unless  done  by  him,  and  In  opposition  to 
the  Company.  The  question  is  so  blended  in 
his  mind,  that  it  is  impossible  he  can  come  to 
a  right  concluuaa  on  this  subject.  If  It 
should  be  a  conclusion  tending  to  the  pros- 
perity of  Netv  Zealand,  giving  consolation 
und  tranquillity  to  the  relatives  of  all  the 
settlers  who  are  out  there,  if  he  believed 
it  to  be  so,  he  might  not  object  to  it;  but 
as  it  would  be  a  conclusion  in  favour  tJ  the 
Company,  he  never  would  adopt  it,  he 
never  would  see  matters  in  that  light. 
What  is  it  that  the  right  Hon.  Gentleman 
tells  us,  after  this  concert,  and  speaking 
by  this  authority— what  is  it  he  tells  with 
regard  to  the  two  great  questions,  which 
in  an  inhnt  Colony,  must  be  of  paramount 
importance — first,  as  to  the  form  of  go- 
vernment ;  and,  secondly,  as  to  the  pur- 
chase of  land  ?  These  are  the  only  topic* 
upon  which  I  will  at  this  hour  trouble  the 
House.  With  regard  to  the  form  of  go- 
vernment, I  can  hardly  treat  that  question 
properly  without  referring  to  the  instruc- 
tions given  in  December,  1B40,  to  the 
Goremor  of  New  Zealand  ;  for  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  speaks  of  municipal  insti- 
tutioQS  as  if  it  was  an  entirely  new  notion 
which  had  occurred  to  the  present  Govern- 
ment, that  it  would  be  a  good  thing  to 
have    municipal   institutions  applied    te 
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luger  districtH  thao  tbe  mere  tov  DsBut 
what  I  ask  of  tbe  Qoreromenl  is,  what 
have  they  done  from  September  1841  to 
July  1845,  to  proRiote  the  proiperity  of 
this  vnung  Colonj  f  I  hare  a  fair  right 
to  ask,  whether  we  have  seeo  tliat  Coboy 
make  such  pnigresa  as  we  might  expect— 
whether  we  have  seen  it  iacreaae  in  wealth 
— whether  we  hare  seen  it  increase  in  the 
number  of  its  inhabitants — and  whether 
it  bears  all  the  eridence  of  Bn  increasing 
and  improving  Colony  ?  One  of  the  first 
instructions  that  I  gave  to  the  Gorernor 
of  the  Colony  contaiiied  these  words  : — 

"  Another  important  rule  for  your  guidance, 
U  to  promoie,  »  far  ai  jMSiible,  the  esiabliih- 
ment  of  municipal  ana  dislrici  government] 
for  the  conduct  of  local  affairs,  such  ai  drain- 
ages, by-roads,  police,  the  erecting  and 
repair  oMocai  prisons,  court-houses,  and  the 
like.  Indepeadenlly  of  llie  excellent  uses  of 
sncbiottitutioni,  regarded  in  a  political  light, 
there  are  none  more  consonant  with  the  Eng- 
lish cbaracler  and  habits,  and  none  better  cal- 
culated to  an  efficient  aod  frugal  expenditure 
of  public  money.  It  is  of  the  utmost  impor- 
tance to  withdraw  frotn  the  GoTernor  the  care 
of  these  innutnerable  local  peity  delaili,  and 
to  relieve  tbe  public  treasury  from  the  waste- 
ful expenditure  in  which  it  must  be  InToWed, 
so  long  as  it  is  burdened  with  the  double 
charge  of  collecting  local  assessments,  and  of 
effecting  local  works.  Nor  is  there  any  better 
Bode  of  training  the  colonists  to  the  exercise 
of  Ibe  mora  important  duties  of  a  free  people, 
and  a  representative  government." 
Now,  I  ask,  what  municipal  charters  hare 
been  established  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment— what  settlements  are  there  in  New 
Zealand  governed  by  municipal  inititu- 
tions?  Have  there  been  any  such  formed  ? 
Has  anything  whatever,  in  fact,  been  done 
in  that  respect  from  1841  to  1845?  I  be- 
lieve there  has  not ;  and  now  that  you  are 
about  to  send  out  new  instrQctioos,  I  say 
that  these  instructions  for  1645  bll  Is- 
mentably  short  of  what  they  ought  to  be. 
My  opinion,  perhaps,  in  this  respect,  goes 
b^od  that  of  some  others,  as  to  what 
would  give  eifbct  to  the  government  of  tbe 
Colony.  I  think  you  should  not  only  have 
these  district  and  municipal  institutions  in 
the  towns  where  settlements  now  exist, 
but  I  think  that  there  should  be  persons 
called  from  these  towns  to  consult  with 
the  Legislative  Council  for  the  purpose  of 
legislation,  I  think  that  the  Council 
which  has  been  formed  has  not  proved  it- 
self sufficient  for  the  purpose  for  which  it 
was  constituted,  and  I  say  it  ought  to  t>e 
strengthened  by  some  delegations  from 
those  municipal  bodies.    It  would  thus 


have  greater  influence,  greater  wisdom, 
und  greater  strength  for  the  purposes  of 
taxation.  And,  baides,  it  would  be  in  ar- 
cordanee  with  the  principle  of  the  British 
Constitution.  That,  let  us  never  forget,  is 
the  principle  of  the  British  Constitution — a 
principle,  too,  asserted  in  very  unfavourable 
times  by  a  statesman  who  holds  uo  trifling 
place  in  English  history;  I  allude  to  the 
discussion  which  is  recorded  in  the  Appen- 
dix to  Fox's  HistoiT  with  regard  to  the 
government  of  New  England  in  16B5.  It 
was  tn  the  latter  days  of  the  reign  of 
Charles  II.,  and  in  the  Council  of  the  King 
it  was  discussed  whether  the  Charier  of 
New  England,  having  been  forfeited  to  the 
Crown,  they  should  establish  an  arbitrary 
goveiiiment  in  the  Colony,  or  grant  it  a  re- 
presentative constitution.  On  that  occk- 
sion.  Lord  Halifax  declared  that  it  was  re- 
pugnant to  all  the  feelings  of  Englishmen, 
that  there  should  be  any  authority  to  tax, 
which  did  not  derive  its  authority  to  do  so 
from  the  people,  and  that,  therefore,  he 
maintained  that  there  should  be  no  govern- 
ment havioga  power  of  taxing  the  people, 
which  did  not  derive  that  power  from  the 
people  themselves.     He  said — 

"  I  would  not  bear  that  any  man  should 
have  the  power  of  taking  money  out  of  my 
pocket  except  I  gave  him  autboTiiy  so  to  do." 
That  was  the  opinion  of  that  great  i 
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with  tbe  feelings  of^the  msjority  of  the 
Council,  and  it  was  no  wonder  Barillon, 
who  combated  strongly  against  it,  shotild 
have  generally  prevailed.  I  think  you 
ought  to  take  the  first  opportunity  that 
offered  itself  of  showing  your  adherence  to 
the  great  constitutional  principle  I  have 
just  quoted.  It  seems  to  me  that  this  is 
an  opportunity  fitted  for  the  purpose,  and 
that  you  should  take  advantage  of  it,  at 
least,  to  indicate  somewhat  of  the  force 
and  efficacy  of  representative  institutions ; 
and  I  am  confirmed  in  the  opinion  of  this 
being  the  proper  moment  for  doing  so, 
ft^im  perceiving  the  weakness  of  the  pie- 
sent  Legislative  Council,  from  seeing  their 
acts,  and  the  total  want  of  confidence  which 
the  settlers  of  New  Zealand,  very  natu- 
rally, I  think,  exhibit  towards  them. 
But  I  ask,  has  that  anything  to  do  with 
the  New  Zealand  Company  I  Has  it 
anything  to  do  either  with  the  mis- 
takes or  the  virtues,  whichever  they  may 
be,  of  the  Company?  Is  it  not  clear 
that  it  has  not,  and  that  it  is  a  question 
on  which  the  settlers  uf  New  Zealand 
have  a  right  to  ask  for  the  attention  of 
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the  Executive  Goreroment  ?  Or,  I  ulc, 
IB  it  a  queBtion  oa  vhich  this  House  should 
be  iu different —this  House,  which  derives 
its  Bulhoritr  from  representative  institu- 
tions? And,  I  ask,  too,  is  niy  hoa.  and 
learned  Friend  so  greallf  to  blame — is  he 
a  person  so  deeply  responsible  ss  has  been 
alle^,  because  he  ventures  to  say  in  the 
House  of  Comtnons,  with  regard  to  a  Brit- 
ish Colony— with  regard  to  12,000  Brilish 
subjects  settled  there— that  he  thinks  even 
in  New  Zealand  the  princlpleaof  represen- 
tative gorerninent  oufiht  to  be  respected. 
These  are  the  observations  that  I  have  to 
male  on  your  decision,  as  far  as  municipal 
institutions  in  the  Colony  are  concerned ; 
and  the  opinion  which  I  am  forced  to  adopt 
is,  that  you  have  rather  gone  back  than 
gqae  forward  in  your  government  of  New 
Zealand,  during  the  last  four  or  live  yeara. 
Lord  Stanley  has  given  reasons  in  his 
memorandum  for  not  granting  representa- 
tive iiistitutiuns.  He  says,  that  it  is  im- 
possible to  give  the  franchise  to  the  na- 
tives; and  that  it  would  be  unjust  to 
govern  them  without  ^ving  the  franchite 
to  them.  Now,  unless  we  can  suppose  the 
entire  native  race  to  be  annihilated  in  a 
few  years,  we  have  here  an  argument 
against  any  representative  gorernment  for 
the  next  century.  It  is  all  very  well  for 
the  Government  to  say,  with  regard  to 
this,  as  to  many  other  subjects,  that  the 

Srinciple  is  highly  to  be  recommended. 
Nothing  is  more  desirable  than  representa- 
tive government.  It  is  a  thing  we  all 
admire,  and  there  is  nothinz  we  will  not 
Bay  in  its  favour ;  but,  at  the  same  lime, 
there  is  nothing  that  we  will  do  for  it. 
If  you  ask  us  to  pronounce  a  panegyric 
upon  representative  government,  we  are 
ready  to  do  so  in  the  most  beautiful  lan- 
guage, and  moat  highly -coloured  terms ; 
but  as  to  granting  such  a  system  to  the 
settler  in  New  Zealand,  or  to  his  son  born 
three  months  ago,  that  is  a  thing  that  we 
cannot  think  of.  I  then  come  to  the 
other  important  question,  which  is  the 
question  of  land.  The  right  hon ,  Baronet 
referred  to  what  we  had  done  in  IS39,  and 
stated  that  much  of  the  mischief  which  has 
since  been  done,  originated  in  the  steps  then 
taken.  Now,  the  view  which  was  taken  in 
1839,  depended,  in  a  great  degree,  on  the 
view  which  had  been  adopted  in  1831  and 
1832.  At  that  time,  the  New  Zealanders 
were  acknowledged  us  an  independent  na- 
tion. Their  flag  was  recognised,  and  their 
independence  admitted,  by  the  C  rown  of  this 
country.    Now,  that  may  have  been  a  wise 
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or  a  foolish  step ;  but  after  it  had  been 
taken,  I  do  not  think  we  could  have  gone 
on  claiming  these  islands,  on  the  ground  of 
the  right  of  prior  discovery.  I  think  that 
any  one  succeeding  Lord  Ripon  as  Secre- 
tary of  State,  must  have  acted  on  the 
view  which  that  nobleman  had  taken 
of  the  subject.  A  noble  Friend  of 
mine,  a  man  nf  great  and  powerful  talents, 
who  now  bears  a  title  which  will  be  ever 
memorable  in  English  history — my  nnble 
Kriend  who  so  lately  sat  in  this  House,  and 
who  has  succeeded  to  a  name  which  it  will 
be  difficult  worthily  to  bear — stated  with 
(hat  candour  which  belongs  to  him,  that 
though  in  office  at  that  time,  he  did  not 
approve  of  the  steps  that  had  been  then 
taken.  But  these  are  matters  of  difficulty, 
on  which  any  man  in  subsequent  years, 
and  with  increased  experience,  might  well 
change  his  opinion.  It  might  ba  open  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  set  aside  all 
former  Acts,  and  to  declare  that  they  did 
not  acknowledge  any  independent  tribcB  in 
the  country.  But  these  tribes  had,  by 
the  Treaty  of  Waitangi,  acknowledged  the 
sovereignty  of  the  Crown  of  these  realms, 
though,  at  the  same  time,  they  provided 
that  they  should  be  left  in  possession  of  all 
their  lands,  forests,  and  fisheries.  On  a 
former  occasion,  1  alluded  to  the  effect  of 
that  Treaty.  It  is,  therefore,  sufficient  for 
me  now  to  say  that  the  sense  which  I  then 
attached  to  the  Treaty,  I  had  attached  to 
it  within  a  month  after  I  received  the  ac- 
count of  its  being  executed  ;  and  this  as- 
sertion I  make  on  the  authority  of  Papers 
that  have  been  laid  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  1  stated,  at  that  time,  that  the 
title  of  the  natives  was  to  be  acknowledged 
in  all  lands  in  their  enjoyment  or  occupa- 
tion ;  and  that  is  the  sense  which  I  alwaya 
continued  to  attach  to  the  terms  of  the 
Treaty,  and  which  I  hare  since  then  re- 
peated more  than  once.  And  not  only 
was  that  the  sense  attached  to  the  Treaty 
by  me,  being,  as  I  then  was,  in  immediate 
communication  with  my  noble  Friend  the 
Marquess  of  Normanby,  whose  responsi- 
bility I  am  quite  willing  to  share;  but  it 
was  also  the  sense  in  which  the  Treaty  was 
viewed  by  the  great  majority  of  this  House 
— a  majority  not  agreeing  in  politics  with 
mj-self,  but  being  many  of  them  supporters 
nf  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  On  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Francis 
Egerton)  this  House  declared  that  they 
viewed  the  Treaty  in  the  sense  in  which  I 
now  regard  it ;  and  that  the  other  sense 
which  was  contended  for  wai  not  necea> 
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sary  to  its  true  construction.  If  that  be  ,  their  dealings  iritb  land ;  and  he  mentions 
the  case,  do  not  tell  me,  tbat  this  plain  the  instance  of  some  of  them  who  sold  a 
matter  of  fact  resolres  itself  into  the  pro-  rast  tract  of  land,  upwards  of  20,000 
position  put  by  the  right  bon.  Gentleman,  ;  acres,  to  Mr.  Wentworth,  which  that  gen- 
as  faraswe  can  know  his  opinion,  from  his  tlemsn  purchased  of  them  at  the  eighth 
report  of  the  sentiments  of  Lord  Stanley  port  of  a  farthing  an  acre.  What  possible 
— that  "here  is  a  plain  Treaty,  and  will  resemblance  is  there  between  their  al- 
the  House  of  Commons  or  House  of  I.ords  ,  leged  ownership  of  these  lands,  and  ihat 
ask  us  to  violate  the  terms  of  it— to  riolaie  of  the  extensire  possessions  of  the  Duke 
the  solemn  engagements  of  the  Crown  P"  |  of  Gordon  or  Dnke  of  Argyle  in  the 
I  say,  that  is  not  the  question.  The  ques-  Highlands  ?  Is  there  any  possible  analogy 
tion  to  be  decided  is.  what  ihe  sense  is  Iwtween  them  ?  The  whole  of  the.se  lands 
that  it  to  be  attached  to  Ihe  Treaty?  What  ■  must  be  vested  in  the  Crown  ;  and  in  all 
is  the  true  interpretation  to  be  given  to  !  cases  where  you  find  such  instances  (J  st- 
If  I  wanted  fiirther  argument  on  that  [  vages,  deal  with  them  at  Sir  G.  Gtppadid. 


point,  I  would  find  it  in  what  we  had  been 
told  the  other  day  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman (Mr.  Gladstone),  that  the  true  con- 
struction of  the  Treaty  of  Uirecht  was  not 
that  which  appeared  on  the  l^ce  of  it,  hut 
a  totally  different  construction.  OF  this 
I  am  sure,  that  if  you  attach  the 
construction  now  sought  to  he  put 
upon  this  Treaty  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  you  will  be  doing  that 
which  has  never  before  been  done.  The 
noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial 
Office  may  say  that  the  greater  part  of 
these  waste  lands  are  as  much   private 

Eroperty  at  are  the  Highlands  of  Scot- 
ind.  is  there  the  least  resemblance  be- 
tween the  two?  Commissioner  Spain  said 
that  in  the  Middle  Island  there  were  mil- 
lions of  acres  available  for  the  purposes  of 
cultivation  on  nhich  human  foot  had  never 
trod.  Here  in  this  island,  as  large  as 
England,  inhabited  by  about  1,500  mem- 
bers of  a  savage  tribe,  was  there  anything 
resembling  the  Highlands  of  Scotland? 
You  must  take  one  of  two  courses  in 
this  case.  You  mutt  say  that  New  Zee- 
land  shall  be  treated  as  inhabited  by  a 
civilized  people;  and  then,  as  at  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope  or  any  other  ceded  Colony, 
declare  the  vast  tracts  of  waste  land  are 
vested  in  the  Crown,  and  which  it  alone 
can  dispose  of ;  or  you  must  treat  the , 
people  of  that  country  as  Sir  George  Gipps 
did  the  natives  in  a  neighbouring  Colony, 
and  must  apply  the  principle  of  Vattel, 
who  alleged  that  savages  could  only  hold 
the  land  they  occupied,  and  beyond  that 
they  should  have  no  favour  whatever. 
Perhaps  these  people  rather  more  nearly 
approach  to  cLvillzatton,  end  have  a  little 
more  knowledge  of  government  than 
other  savages;  but  it  is  too  much  to  say 
that  they  should  bo  regarded  as  civilixed 
people.  Sir  G.  Gipps  said  that  tliey  bad 
D«  knowledge  »f  what  tbay  were  about  in 


What  has  passed  to-night,  indeed,  gives  a 
hope  for  the  future,  for  the  Colonial  Sec- 
retary has  endeavoured  to  estaUish  a 
principle  which  lias  never  been  heard  of 
by  a  civilized  people;  a  principle  whicti 
neither  in  a  territory  occupied  by  a  civil- 
ized people,  nor  in  a  territory  inhabited  by 
savages,  has  ever  hitherto  been  thought  of 
by  a  Minister  of  the  Crown.  The  noble 
Lord's  principle  was  this.  Tfaey  owned 
alt  these  lands  ;  no  settler,  therefore,  could 
obtain  a  grant  of  land  fairly  from  the 
Crown.  If  a  person  proposed  to  go  out  of 
this  couniry,  not  to  Auckland  or  other 
part  less  disturbed,  and  asked  a  gvant  of 
land  from  the  Crown,  he  would  not  obtain 
it,  because  he  would  be  told  nearly  all  of 
it  belonged  to  the  savage  tribes.  But, 
then,  there  was  another  way  which  had 
been  pointed  out ;  it  was,  that  thero 
should  be  a  mediation — that  the  Commis- 
sioner, Mr.  Spain,  should  mediate  between 
those  savage  tribes  and  the  New  Zealand 
Company  or  their  settlers.  Now,  if  iliat 
was  to  be  an  award  in  the  way  in  which  it 
was  usually  understood— that  there  were 
uibitrators  to  be  appointed,  that  the  two 
parties  asked  these  arbitrators  to  decide 
between  them,  and  agreed  that  their  award 
should  he  final,  that  would  afford  some 
ground  for  thinking  that  there  might  be  a 
settlement  of  the  question;  that  might 
induce  some  people  to  say,  on  looking  over 
the  map  of  the  world,  "  I  won't  go  and 
settie  in  Canada  ;  I  won't  gn  and  settle  in 
South  Australia  or  Port  Louis  ;  but  1  will 
try  my  fortune  in  New  Zealand."  But 
when  they  came  to  ask,  however,  what  this 
was,  (hey  would  be  told  that  the  arbitrator 
was  to  decide  that  a  certain  sum,  say  & 
sumof.lOOf.,waiitobe  paid  to  certain  savage 
tribes  fur  so  much  land  ;  but  after  he  had 
decided  this,  the  noble  Lord  said,  "  I  must 
be  fully  satisfied  tbat  these  savages  are 
content  with  that  award  I"    And  evcrjr- 
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body  knew  how  difficult  it  was  to  satisry 
their  minds.  The  Hou»e  knew  that  after 
Mi.  CommissioDer  Spaia  had  made  certain 
of  these  awards,  they  were  not  accepted 
by  the  Government.  They  knew  that  va- 
rious tribes  hod  different  claimB.  Uae 
head  of  tlie  tribe  came  and  received  a  cer- 
tain sum  of  Dutney,  and  said,  "  I  am  satis- 
tied  ;"  but  preKDtly  came  another  chief, 
and  said,  "  That  tribe  had  no  ri^bt  what- 
ever, because  I  invaded  that  territory  ;  1 
destroyed,  I  murdered,  the  father  and  mo- 
ther, the  brothers,  and  sisters  of  that 
chief;  and,  therefure,  I  have  the  preferable 
claim,  and  it  is  me  you  are  to  satisfy.'' 
Tlien  there  would  be  fresh  objections  agaio, 
and  no  settler  would  have  the  least  secu- 
rity, or  the  least  foundation  to  go  upon, 
that  apy  of  the  land  would  be  granted  to 
him  according  to  that  award.  Well,  then, 
with  regard  to  that  question  which  he 
had  just  tnenlioned  to  the  House,  was  not 
the  case  this — that  any  persons  in  this 
country,  instead  of  going  either  to  the 
New  Zealand  Compauv  or  to  the  Govern- 
ment, or  to  the  Emigration  Commissioners, 
and  saying,  '*  I  should  like  to  go  out,  and 
300  men  with  me,  and  I  should  take  some 
capital  with  me,  aud  here  are  ten  or  fifleeo 
others  who  have  considerable  capital  who 
will  go  with  me,  and  we  hope  to  form  a 
flourishing  settlement  la  New  Zealand  ;" 
instead  of  saying  that,  would  they  not  go 
to  the  Emigration  Commissioners  and  say, 
"  Can  you  tell  us  how  we  can  get  land  in 
Canada  West,  or  Canada  East,  or  .South 
Australia,  or  Van  Oiemcn's  Land,  or  Port 
Philip;  only  of  all  places,!  will  not  buy  land 
in  New  Zealand?  There  is  noconfidence 
to  be  placed  in  the  Government  which  is 
there  established.  There  is  no  confidence 
to  be  placed  in  the  instructions  of  the  Co- 
lonial Secretary."  Would  that  or  would 
it  not  be  the  fact  for  a  considerable  period 
to  come?  Is  not  this  a  fact  worthy  the 
consideration  of  the  House?  I  can  con- 
ceive Captain  Grey  disregarding  bis  in- 
structions, and,  in  a  better  spirit  than  was 
manifested  at  home,  determine  not  to  carry 
them  uut — ahhough  he  knew  that  this 
might  be  attended  with  his  recall — but  in 
a  patriotic  spirit  would  act  so  aa  to  secure 
the  welfare  of  (he  Colony,  and  as  his 
judgment  would  dictate  to  him,  to  ar- 
rest the  mischief  which  threatens  it.  He 
must  treat  the  natives  with  kindness; 
but  not  in  a  way  to  appear  to  be  fright- 
ened into  submissicHi  to  them ;  he  roust 
prevent  any  acts  of  oppression  towards 
them  i    he  must  also    treat  the  settlers 
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with  kindness  and  protect  their  rights' 
For  them,  and  for  the  promotion  of  their 
interests,  he  is  bound  to  sacrifice  his  time, 
bis  reputation,  and,  if  necessary,  bis  life. 
It  is  certainly  possible  that  Captain  Grey, 
acting  with  great  judgment,  and  condem- 
ning the  proceeding  of  the  Secretarv  of 
State,  and  acting  as  a.  friend  to  the 
islands  of  New  Zealand,  may  be  the  in- 
strument of  saving  the  Colony.  But  this 
is  a  chance  which  we  have  no  right  to  ex- 
pect. Well,  then,  what  is  the  question 
before  the  House  ?  Is  ita  question  solely 
as  to  New  Zealand,  and  is  the  House  toact 
at  once  on  its  own  unbiassed  opinion,  and 
as  persons  out  of  doors  act,  quite  irrespec- 
tive of  party  considerations?  Ifthisshould 
be  the  case,  the  House  will  at  once  sa? 
that  the  policy  pursued  towards  New  Zea- 
land is  monstrous,  and  must  be  abandoned. 
But,  when  we  come  to  consider  this  ques- 
tion here,  it  is  treated  as  a  question  of 
party  politics ;  and  when  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  says  that  he  identifies  himself 
with  the  Secretary  of  State,  and  calls  upon 
the  House  to  concur  with  him,  do  doubt 
New  Zealand  will  be  sacriliced,  and  party 
ioteresiB  will  be  regarded.  But  the  time 
will  come  when  the  right  hon.  Ceotleraan 
will  be  obliged  to  change  his  policy  with 
respect  to  this  Colony,  as  he  was  obliged 
to  change  it  ivitb  regard  to  matters  nearer 
home.  I  recollect  that  the  noble  Lord, 
whose  conduct  1  now  call  in  question,  was 
instrumental  iu  bringing  in  a  Bill  intended 
to  affect  the  government  of  a  mo&t  im- 
portant part  of  the  Empire,  and  which 
dealt  with  the  elective  franchise  for  that 
purpose ;  and  by  his  plan  the  whole  of  the 
people  were  to  be  placed  at  the  mercy  of  a 
small  part  of  the  landlords.  This  was  the 
great  measure  of  his  policy  towards  that 
part  of  the  Empire,  and  it  was  your  policy 
then  to  support  him.  Did  you  persevere 
in  this  policy?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  he  came  into  office,  said  that  such 
a  measure  would  be  most  unjust,  and  that 
he  would  not  sanction  a  measure  of  such 
injustice;  although  he  had  formerly  sup- 
ported it.  As  for  the  tauois  with  respect 
to  New  Zealand,  the  change  of  policy  may 
not  come  so  soon.  The  subject  may  be 
trifled  with  for  some  time,  as  ihere  will  not 
be  vast  multitudes  assembled,  such  as 
affected  your  policy  towards  another  part 
of  the  kingdom  ;  but,  depend  upon  it,  ihe 
time  will  come  when  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, acting  on  the  convictions  of  his 
own  mind,  will  determine  not  to  sacrifice 
an  important  Colony  to  feeltogi  of  pique 
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xnd  pride ;  but  will  resolve  ttat  New  Zea- 
land muit  be  governed  accordiog  to  tbe 
principles  of  common  sense.  But,  in  the 
mean  time)  you  expose  the  Colony  to  the 
greatest  risks ;  if  you  agree  to-night,  that 
nothing  shall  now  be  done,  you  will  impose 
the  task  on  iodivirlual  Members  to  bring 
Motions  forward  on  this  subject,  till  the 
House  is  prepared  to  act  io  a  better  spirit, 
and  then  the  Colony  of  New  Zealand 
will  expand  in  a  war  which  many  of 
its  most  ardent  friends  did  not  contem- 
plate. 

Mr.  0.  W.  Hope,  in  explanation,  said 
that  on  the  first  occasion  ihat  he  bad 
addressed  the  Houje,  he  stated  disiinclly 
tlist  one  of  ihe  grounds  of  Cuptain 
Filzroy'g  recall  was  his  conduct  —  bis 
want  of  6rrane8S  — towards  the  natives 
in  the  first  proceeding*  in  the  Bay  of 
Islands  in  September  last. 

The  House  dirided  on  the  Question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question  ;^Ayes  155  ; 
Noes  89  :  Majority  66. 

List  of  the  Ayes. 


A'Courl,  Capt. 
Acton,  Col. 
Antrobu*,  E. 
Arbulhoott,  bon.  H. 
ArkwTigbl,  G. 
Baillie.H.J. 
Baird,  W. 
Baldwin,  B. 
Baring,  T. 

Baling,  n.hoD.  W.  B. 
Denbnw, J. 
fienlinclc.  Lord  G. 
Blackburne,  J.  1. 
Boldero,  11.  G. 
Boithwick,  P. 
Boiiicld,  U. 
Bowles,  A  dm. 
Bradshaw,  J. 
Bramsion,  T.  W. 
Brisco,  M. 
Broadley,  H. 
BroadwDod,  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  E, 
Bruges,  W.H. 
Buller,  SirJ.Y. 
Bunbury,  T. 
Cirdwell.  E. 
Carew.W,  H.P. 
Cbapman,  A. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Cho]niundeley,hon.H, 
Chuw,  W.UW. 
Clifton,  J.  T. 
Clirt,  Viscl. 
Clire,  hon.  R.  H. 
Cockbum,  it.bD.SirQ. 


Collett,  W.  R. 
Ci>rry,  rl.  hon.  H, 
Cripps,  W . 
Darner,  hon.  Col, 
Darby,  G. 
Denison,  E.  B. 
Dickitisoii.F.  (f. 
Dodd,  G. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
Douglas,  J.  D.  S. 
Duckworih,Sir  J.T.8. 
Duocombe,  hon.  O. 
East,  J.  B. 
Eaainor,  Visct. 
Egerioo,  W.  T. 
Enlwisle,  W. 
Escott,  B. 
Esicouri,  T.  G.  B, 
Farnham,  E.  B. 
Feilden,  W. 
Kilmer,  Sir  £. 
Fitiroy,  hon.  11. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Forman,  T.  S. 
Fremanlle,  rl.bn.SirT. 
Fuller,  A    E 
Gardner,  J. D. 
Uaikell,  i.  Milnes 
Gladsione,rt.hn.W.E. 
Gladstone,  Capt. 
Gore,  M. 

Goulburo,  rt.  ban.  H. 
Graham,  tl.hn.  Sir  J- 
Granby,  Marq.  of 
Greene,  T, 
Grinutoni  Visct. 


Halford.SirH. 
Hamilton,  C.  J.  B. 
Hamilton,  W.  J. 
Hamilton,  Lord  C. 
[j  arris,  hon.  Capt. 
Herbert,  rt.  bon.  S. 
Hope,  hon.  C. 

Hope',  g!  W. 
Hotham,  Lord 
Holdswotlh,  T. 
H  ustey,  A. 
Hussey,  T. 
Inglis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Jermyn,  Eart 
Jocelyn,  Viact, 
Johntlone,  Sir  J. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kemble,  H. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Leimox,  Lord  A. 
Liddell,  hon.H.T. 
Lincoln,  Eailof 
Lockhart.  W. 
Lowther,Sir  J.  H. 
Lowiher,  bon.  Col. 
Lygon,  bon.  Gen. 
Macketisie,  T. 
Mackenzie.  V^.  F. 
Maclean,  D. 
McNeill,  D. 
Manners,  Lord  C.  S. 
Martin,  C.W. 
Matlernaan,  J. 
Maxwell,  hon.  J.  P. 
Meynell,Capl. 
Morgan,  0. 
Mundy,  E.M. 
Neeld,J. 
Neelil,  .T. 
Neville,  It. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Visct. 


Aglionby.  H.  A. 
Aldam,  W. 
Anson,  ban.  Col. 
Baring,  ri.  hon.  F.  T. 
Barnard,  E.  J. 
Berkeley,  bon.  Capt. 
Ber..al,  R. 
Blake,  M.J. 
Bourerie,  bon.  £.  P. 

Uo  wring,  Dr. 
Biolberton.J. 
Byng,  rt.  hon.  G.  S. 
Christie,  W.  D. 
Clay,  Sir  W. 
Cobden,  R. 
Colborne,  bn.W.N.R. 
Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  F.. 
Collett.  J. 
Denison,  W.  J. 
DeoiiOD,  J.  E. 


](K4 

Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Noitldand,  Visct. 
Ossulslon,  Lioid 
Packe,  C.  W. 
Pakington,  J.  S. 
Palmer,  K. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Peel,  J. 

Pennant,  hon.  Col. 
Pringle,  A. 
Puiej,  P. 
Rashleigh,  W. 
Richards,  R. 
Rotlesloo.Col. 
Round,  J. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Sanderson,  R. 
Sandon,  Visct. 
Seymour,  Sir  H.  B. 
Smith,  A. 

Smith,rl.bD.T.  KG 
Smytbe,  Sir  H. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Spooner,  E, 
Spry,  Sir  S.  T. 
Stan,  H.  C. 
Taylor,  E. 
Theaiger,  Sir  F, 
Thornhilt,  G. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 
Trevor,  hon,  G.  R. 
TroUope,  Sir  J. 
Vernon,  G.  H. 
Veaey,  hon.  T. 
Wellesley,  Lord  0. 
Williams,  T.  P. 
Wood,  Col.  T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J,  S. 
Yorke,  bon.  E.  T. 

Young,  J. 
Baring,  H. 


Dennisloun,  J, 
Duke,  Sir  J. 
Duncan,  G. 
Dundas,  Adm. 
Duudat,  P. 
Esmonde,  Sir  T. 
Fielden,  J. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fiiiroy,  Lord  C< 
Forater,  M. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Grostrenor,  Lord  R. 
Hastie,  A. 

Hill,  Lord'  M. 
Hindley,  (X 
HolloDd,  R. 
Howard,  P.  H. 
Howard,  Sir  R. 
Home,  J. 

"""'^•:.gle 
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t«mon.  Sir  C.  Ruisell,  Lord  E. 

LeveioD,  Lord  Seymour,  Jjird 

UaouUy,  rt.  bn.  T.6.  Sbeit,  ri.  hon.  R.  L. 

WcTaggirt,SirJ.  "'""^ 
Hiogtes,  R.  D. 


MarjoribaDii,  S. 
Mitcalfe,  H. 
Miiohell.T.  A. 
Moffalt,  G. 
Morris,  D. 
Hunti,  G.  F. 
Napier,  Sir  C. 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
O'Connell.M.J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
l-agei,  Col. 
Paget,  Laid  A. 
Paltnenton,  Viact. 
Plumrldge,  Capi 
Poofonby,  hn.  C.F.C. 
protheroe,  E. 
Piilsford,  R. 
Roebuck,  J.  A. 
Rot*,  D.  R. 
RuiMlI,  Lord  J. 


Shelbume,  Earl  of 
Smiih.J.  A. 
SomerTiUe,Sii  W.M. 
Stewwr,  P.  M. 
Sirickiand,  SirG. 
Tancred.H.W 
Tolleroache,  J. 
Tower,  C. 

Troubridge,  Sir  F..  T. 
Tufuell,  H. 
Turner,  C- 
Villien,  hon.  C. 
Wakley.T. 
Walker,  R. 
WarburtOD,  H. 
Ward,  H.G. 
Wewn.  J.  T. 
Wilde,  Sir  T. 
Williams,  W. 

TELLEBS. 

Ingestre,  Viscl. 
Buller,  C. 


Main  Question  put  and  agreed  to. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  tbe  Houk  to  m 
into  a  Cammitt««  of  Supply  read,  aod  the 
Committee  deferred. 

House  adjourned  at  a  qnarler  after  oae. 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Thursday,  July  34,  1845. 

UiHitTa*.]  Sai  ririt— Tb*  Lonl  ChurdiiU,  ttaet  the  Douti 

al  bli  FithB. 
BiLU.     PKMIt.— ]•'  samp  DuttB;  CcMl  Tnds.  Port  of 

LandDBi  F»,  CriMlaal  Ccunii  TtBumlUT  Dlipo- 


dnmni  HmhutSamiai  Liuutla  Aijhiai  <Inluilli 
rWitiiH  (iTdud)!  Di^ufe  (IrriudJi  UncUlnuid 
SUA  *Dd  DtTldndi  I  SpMB  (Inlud) )  YxOrn  DuUca 
en  Splilti  ICbMUHl  IdididiJ. 


lUUnr  (Gnawidl  Exusiiaal 
ibpoiBd.— IiWi  Gnu  WBtm  RiUmy  (Dublin  ti 
ni)i  Sttrnit*  BmMi  Yakft  RomI  (No.  1)  <  SI 


Ifs  iDd  Rowli.  pn^Bf  IhU  Um 
KumpfloQiniitadtoCvTi^oudHonci  emTvjbif  Iba 
MiUilntlHaaailTunnil^  A«t  luy  b*  rapea'  ' 

1.  bn  Iba  n-lniBtlea  of  a  Clmis  in  the 


GDlbDMMD     AND    ChICHUTER     RaiI^ 

WAT-l    The  Duke  of  Richmmd  presented . 
V0L.LXXX1I.    {SaS} 


petitions  from  the  promoters  of  the  Guild- 
ford, Chichester,  snd  Porismouth  Juno 
tion  Railwaf  Bill,  complsiniag  that  thef 
had  not  been  atlawed  a  heariog  by  the 
Select  Committee  of  their  Lordships' 
House,  DOW  sitting  on  the  Portimouth 
Railway  projects.  There  had  been  three 
Bills  referred  to  one  Committee ;  and  the 
petitioners  complained  that  they  were  not 
allowed  by  the  Committee  to  be  heard 
against  the  Atmospheric,  or  Direct  Ports- 
mouth Line.  He  begged  to  more  that  the 
petition  be  referred  to  the  Committee  foe 
consideratiou. 

The  Earl  of  Hardwkke  said,  ihe  Com- 
mittee were  anxious  to  discuss  the  case 
in  all  its  bearings,  and  with  ilie  most  ma- 
ture deliberation ;  but  haring  fouod  a 
clause  in  one  of  the  Bills  consenting  to  a 
junction  between  the  petitioners'  line  and 
another  line,  the  Committee  felt  ibat  thef 
had  no  alternative  but  to  act  bb  they  had 
done :  as  otherwise  tliey  would  be  permit- 
ting the  petitioners  to  oppose  what  might 
be  regarded  as  their  own  line. 

Lord  Brougham  said,  he  thought  the 
House  ought  to  feel  great  delicacy  in  in- 
terfering with  any  of  their  Comraittees, 
while  the  inquiries  which  those  Commit- 
tees were  delegated  to  make  were  still 
pending.  But  after  the  Report  of  a  Com- 
mittee was  presented,  it  would,  of  course, 
bequite  open  to  any  noble  Lord  to  briogfor- 
ward  a  Motion  on  the  subject  of  the  luanner 
in  which  that  Committee  had  discharged 
its  duties,  and  to  require  ihat  the  Report 
be  sent  back  for  reconsideration. 

The  Earl  of  EUenborougk  said,  he  had 
intended  to  express  the  precise  opinion 
which  bad  fallen  from  his  noble  and  learn- 
ed Friend.  He  did  not  think  any  discus- 
sion should  take  place  on  the  subject  of  the 
petition,  until  the  Committee  had  made 
their  Report. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  said,  he  had 
only  moved  that  the  petition  be  referred  to 
tbe  Committee.  He  felt  so  strongly  on 
the  oecessiiy  of  no  party  being  decided 
against  without  a  hearing,  thut  he  would 
be  under  the  necessity  of  moving  that  the 
Report  be  recommitted,  should  the  Com- 
mittee persevere  in  not  permitting  the  peti- 
tioners to  be  heard. 

Petitions  read,  and  referred  to  the  Se- 
lect Committee  on  the  Bills,  but  without 
leave  to  be  heard. 

Ibisb  Gsbat  Wbstskn  Railway  Bill 
— Pbivileob.]      Earl    Salkurit   brought 
forward  the  Report  of  the  Select  Commit* 
2L 
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tee  appointed  to  inquire  inlo  the  charges       "That  Ihe  ruith«t  consideralioD  of  the  Bill 
brought  against  the  Irish  Great  Western    be  postponed  for  three  monihs." 
(Dublin  and  Galway)  Railt^ay  Company.        Lo^j  Brougham:  I  hare  now  to  state  to 
The  Committee  reported   that  they  had        „,  Lordships  -  having  lately  brought 
net  and  considered  the  petitiona  whi<^had    (^^^  ^  ''^^  ;„  connexion  with  the 

been  referred  to  them,  and  had  heard  jvileges  of  this  House-that  I  have  wen 
counwl,  and  had  eumined  witneasoi  in  ,  ^  Btatement,  giving  an  explanation  on  the 
iupport  of  the  allegations  in  the  said  pe-  ,  ^  „f  ^^^  newjptper  in  question,  which 
titiODs  i  and  upon  a  perusal  of  the  minutes  ^„tai„iy  „„]„  l^^f^rms  me  in  my  opia- 
of  evidence,  and  a  consideration  of  the  j^^  that  your  Lordships  ought  not  to 
whole  case,  the  Committee  were  of  opm-  ^^^^^  ^„,^  j^^  editor  or  printer  of 
ion  that  most  systematic  frauds  had  been  \  fi.^t  newspaper ;  and  my  noble  F^end.  the 
used  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  the  ne-  , .  ^  \  ^  -.  ,  ' 
ceesaiy  number  of  signatures  to  the  sub- 
scription contract ;  that  no  attention  ap- 
peared iQ  have  been  paid  to  a  proper  dis- 
tribution of  the  letters  of  allotment ;  that 
unauthorized  names  had  been  inserted  in 
the  contract,  and  false  addresses  given ; 
and  that  packets  of  letters  were  proved  to 
have  been  sent  down  to  country  postmas- 
ters, being  applications  for  shares,  with  a 
request  that  they  might  be  returned 
to  London  through  the  Post  Office.  It 
also  appeared  that  a  petition  waa  present- 
ad  to  the  House  of  CommODs,  but  it  was 
not  prosecuted ;  a  mm  of  250/.  being  paid 
doivn  to  the  petitioners,  with  a  promise  of 
a  further  sum  of  500/.  on  the  Bill  passing 
the  Standing  Orders'  Committee.  Suffi- 
cient evidence  was  also  produced  to  aatisfy 
the  Committee,  that  the  subscription  con- 
tract was  not  entered  int»  bond  Jide,  and 
the  estimated  cost  of  the  undertaking  was 
A  Alse  one.  The  Report  concluded  by 
stating,  that  the  result  of  their  inquiry 
had  induced  the  Committee  to  express 
their  entire  concurrence  in  the  Report  of 
another  Select  Committee  of  their  Lord- 
ships' House,  that  the  decision  come  to  by 
the  House  of  Commons  last  Session,  redu- 
cing the  amount  of  deposit  money  required, 
had  ths  effect  of  facilitating  the  commis- 
sion of  fraud;  and  that  ihe  Committee 
bad,  under  tlieie  circumstances,  not 
thought  it  necessary  to  proceed  with  the 
consideration  of  all  the  allegations  con- 
tained in  the  petition  of  Jamea  Pim,  jun., 
or  to  inquire  into  the  merita  of  the  Bill, 
without    further    instructions    from    the 

HODK. 


The  Earl  of  Besbonugh  said,  the  Report 
was  a  very  peculiar  one  ;  and  he  thought 
it  better  to  give  Notice  respecting  it,  that 
be  would  move  to-morrow  (this  day)  that 
the  Bill  should  not  be  further  proceeded 
with. 

Report  ordered  to  be  considered  to- 
morrow ;  and  Nolict  of  Motion  given — 


ipape 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  Wicklow), 
will  forgive  me  for  saying,  that  there  waa 
a  misunderstanding  with  respect  to  my 
having  ever  intimated  the  propriety  of  thut 
course.  He  and  I  a(;ree  oo  ibe  question 
of  privilege  on  the  whole ;  and  lie  would 
also  agree  with  me  on  the  propriety  of 
rather  leaving  me,  as  the  aggrieved  party, 
to  proceed  at  law  by  criminal  information, 
if  I  might  so  choose.  It  is  quite  clear 
that  I  might  do  so,  the  paper  having  un- 
doubtedly published  a  libel :  and  eren  if 
that  which  the  paper  stated  to  have  pasted 
in  the  House  of  Commons  had  passed 
there,  that  would  be  no  justification  what- 
ever for  the  publication.  Therefore,  both 
my  noble  Frieud  and  myself  would  bare 
declined  calling  the  parties  to  the  bar  of 
this  House,  for  the  purpose  of  punishing 
them  for  a  breach  of  privilege.  But  I 
have  to  add,  that  it  now  appears  a  state- 
ment has  been  made  by  the  same  party,  in 
the  same  paper,  and  in  another  paper  also, 
against  which  it  would  have  been  myduty 
likewise  to  proceed,  if  I  bad  proceeded 
against  any  paper,  namely,  the  Morning 
Chronicle,  for  it  has  published  the  same 
speech,  or  pretended  speech,  verbatim,  in 
the  same  words.  I  should,  therefore,  bare 
proceeded  against  both  papers,  or  against 
neither.  But  1  have  since  seen  a  speech, 
or  statement,  in  both  these  papers,  pur- 


who  waa  represented  to'have  made  the 
unjuBti6able  speech  — a  speech  which  do 
person  endeavours  even  to  extenuate. 
That  Member  is  made  to  say,  in  the  ■ame 
paper — and  1  have  no  doubt  with  hit  en- 
tire concurrence  and  consent,  and  t  am 
therefore  hound  to  believe  it — that  what 
he  said,  or  rather,  I  should  say,  whst  he 
is  represented  to  have  said,  was  under  an 
entire  misapprehension  of  the  facta ;  that 
he  was  not  present  in  the  Select  Commit- 
tee of  your  Lordships'  House,  as,  of  cour««, 
be  could  not  be  ;  and  that  be  waa  misled 
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by  tbe  reports  nhich  had  reached  him,  and 
by  Dot  koowiiig  that  tbe  questions  put  to 
tbe  tritoessea  were  the  queationa  suggested 
by  the  petitioner.  But  the  questioD  of 
which  be  so  much  complained  was  a  per- 
fectly justifiable  question,  and  it  imputed 
DO  kind  of  impropriety  to  him,  but  merely 
referred  to  his  having  been  caoTaased  for 
on  some  other  orcaaion,  for  some  other  situ* 
atioD  or  appoiutment.  It  also  appears  io 
this  statement,  thatj  in  alludiog  to  the 
■uppression  of  evidence,  he  did  not  refer 
to  Mr.  Parkei  at  all,  but  to  some  other 
persons ;  though  that,  too,  must  bare 
been  under  a  total  miitake,  as  no  evidence 
had  been  suppressed,  every  word  giren  in 
eridenca  having  been  reported  and  printed, 
.except  what  bad  been  stated  by  Mr. 
Parkes,  and  which  was  not  eridence  at  all. 
The  same  individual  is  stated  to  aay— and 
1  believe  correctly  to  say — that  he  was 
exceedingly  sorry  he  had  given  any  pain 
to  any  indiridual,  alludiog  to  me;  but  I 
am  sure  the  only  pain  the  words  gave  me, 
wsa  the  pain  of  being  obliged  to  talk  be- 
fore your  Lordabipa  of  a  subject  connected 
with  myself;  for  never  could  there  be 
anything  so  absurd  as  the  charges  made. 
A)  it  would  appear  that  be  had  been 
under  a  total  misapprehentbn  oF  the  mat- 
ter, and  exceedingly  sorry  that  any  pain 
■huuld  have  been  given  to  me,  I  am  quite 
sure,  auch  being  the  case,  that  I  may  an- 
ticipate the  decision  to  which  your  Lord- 
ships are  likely  to  come;  and  I  would, 
therefore,  wish  to  auggest,  whether  it 
would  not  be  better  not  to  discuss  farther 
the  question  at  to  whether  this  be  a  breach 
of  pririlege  or  not,  but  rather  to  proceed 
no  farther  with  it.  My  opinion  it,  that 
you  ought  never  to  proceed  with  que»- 
tioDt  of  privilege  of  this  nature  ;  but  that 
even  tuch  of  your  Lordabipt  as  differ  from 
me  as  to  the  length  to  which  I  would  carry 
this  principle,  will,  I  believe,  under  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  and  allowing  for 
the  great  irritation  of  the  party,  concur  in 
the  course  which  I  now  recommend,  of 
not  proceeding  farther  in  it,  leaving  it,  of 
course,  ttill  open  to  me  to  prosecute  the 
parties  by  a  criminal  information  if  1 
pleaie— that  is,  the  parties  who  publiihed 
this  libellous  attack  ;  because  it  is  no  pro- 
tection to  them  to  tay  that  the  words  were 
apnken  in  Farliaratnt,  even  if  they  had 
been  spoken  there,  which  I  do  not  say  was 
the  case.  I'hc  Member  in  question  is 
stated  to  hare  said,  that  having  seen  a 
statement  in  a  newspaper,  of  his  having 
made  a  speech  somewhere,  he  admitted  the 
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eonractneis  of  tbe  report,  because  be  had 
himself  taken  a  note  of  what  he  had  said— 
which  note  he  must  have  taken  aner  the 
speech  was  made;  became  it  was  added 
that  he  had  stood  up  to  speak  wholly  un- 
prepared with  what  be  was  to  tay — and 
tiiat  be  bad  af^rwards  compared  this  note 
with  what  had  been  published  in  the  news- 
papers. He  found  bia  own  note  and  tbe 
neivspaper  account  fully  to  tally.  No 
doubt  he  did.  I  am  quite  sure  they  tal- 
lied. Unlesi  there  happened  to  be  an 
error  in  tbe  press,  they  were  sure  to  tally. 
And  I  will  tell  alto  of  another  tally.  The 
Timet  and  the  Morning  Chnmicle  have 
been  compared  in  tbia  matter ;  and  they, 
too,  have  tallied  precitely  in  words.  There 
is,  therefore,  I  think,  no  doubt  of  how  the 
speech  got  into  the  newspapers.  Now, 
one  word  more.  I  must  say  that  I  take 
for  granted  that  this  statementi  as  the 
newspapers  represented  it,  wai  not  at  all 
the  statement  made  elsewhere.  I  am 
bound  to  conceive  that  tuch  "privilege" 
authorities  as  the  House  of  Commons — 
holding,  as  they  appear  to  do,  the  doctrine 
of  privilege  ao  highly — could  narar  have 
allowed  anything  of  that  kind  to  hare 
been  uttered  in  ibeir  presence,  if  they  had 
heard  it.  But  still  leas  can  1  imagine  that 
that  House  could  have  allowed  hoars  to 
have  pasted  away  next  day,  after  having 
read,  oa  of  course  they  must,  what  bad 
been  printed  in  the  newspapers,  aa  having 
been  said  in  their  presence;  and,  there- 
fore,  I  cannot,  for  ths  life  of  me,  believe 
for  one  moment  that  the  newspaper  ac- 
count— pretending  to  be  an  account  of 
what  passed  in  the  other  House  last  night 
—it  true;  that  nobody  had  got  up  to 
complain  of  what  was  printed  aa  having 
been  spoken  in  their  presence,  and  which 
was  admitted  to  be  the  grossest  libel — 
until  rather  l&tiah  in  tbe  day,  when  the 
party  himself  stood  up,  and  made  hit  state- 
ment. I  take  it  for  granted,  the  House  of 
Commoni,  on  seeing  what  bad  been  pub. 
lished,  would,  for  its  own  protection,  and 
outofcommoQ  courtesy  to  your  Lordships, 
hare  at  once  taken  notice  of  it.  1  caonot 
conceive  the  House  of  Commons  to  have 
acted  otherwise ;  and  I  cannot  believe  tliat 
it  acted  io  the  way  in  which  it  was  this 
morning  represented  to  have  acted,  Uoe 
word  more,  and  1  dose  ray  speech.  One 
of  the  papers  which  published  the  libel, 
and  which  is  now  liable  to  prosecution  for 
having  done  so— the  Morning  ChronicU — 
it  pleated  to  say  this  morning,  by  way,  I 
suppose,  of  making  their  conduct  appear 
3  LS 
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better,  th&t  though  I  reodered  a  grnt 
•crrice  to  the  public,  niih  tbe  help  of  your 
Lordships — for  some  little  credit  ii  really 
attributed  to  your  Lordships — in  ifaroir- 
inf;  out  the  Dublin  and  Galway  Railway 
Bill,  which  they  suppose  I  hare  done,  yet 
that  I  was  greatly  to  be  reprobated  for  the 
manner  in  which  I  did  it ;  for  that,  being 
a  judge  in  the  case,  I  had  iirejudged  it, 
before  I  acted  upon  the  Committee  that 
reported  against  it,  and  threw  it  out.  It 
ii  a  gross  slander — a  gross  breach  of  privi- 
lege—  to  make  such  an  assertion.  1  do 
not  apply  Bgainat  the  newspaper  for  saying 
m.  I  leave  it  in  your  Lordships'  hands  to 
decide  whether  you  will  choose  to  enforce 
rour  Lordships'  pririieges  consistently  tn 
every  case,  to  use  it  now  and  then,  by  way 
Af  rrilaxation.  Now,  I  was  not  a  Member 
of  the  Commirtee  on  this  Bill ;  I  could  not. 
therefore,  have  prejudged  the  Bill.  I  had 
nothing  whatever  to  do  with  it.  1  never 
gave  an  opinion  one  way  or  another  upon 
it }  and,  for  all  these  slaoderers  knew,  I 
may  have  been  in  favour  of  it.  It  is  not 
only  not  true  that  I  got  the  Bill  thrown 
out ;  but  ihe  Report  was  not  even  made, 
and  the  Bill  is  actually  not  yet  thrown  out 
So  much  for  the  slander,  that  I  had  pre- 
judged the  Bill,  and  had  got  it  thrown  out 
of  your  Lordships'  House ;  and  w  much 
for  the  value  of  contemporary  history.  1 
hope  I  may  be  allowed  to  say  one  word  on 
these  railway  jobs.  Every  hour  I  live 
convinces  me  more  and  more,  that  Parlia- 
ment will  have  a  duty  imposed  upon  it 
next  Session  to  clear  and  protect  itself, 
and  to  protect  the  public  against  these 
railway  schemes.  Membersof  Parliament 
ought  to  know — in  this  House  tbey  do 
Vnow — but  all  Members  of  Parliament 
ought  to  know,  that  if  a  man  is  interesteil, 
directly  or  indirectly,  in  any  railway,  or  in 
any  other  Private  Bill,  he  is  the  last  man 
in  ParlianieDt  nho  ought  to  vote  upon  it, 
eiiher  in  the  Committee,  or  in  the  House. 
My  Orders,  as  they  are  called— or  the 
Orders  that  I  succeeded  in  inducing  your 
Lordships  to  adopt  in  1837,  respecting  the 
Committee  of  Fire— had  introduced  the 
greatest  practical  reform  and  improveroent 
in  this  department ;  and  it  was  one  of 
these  Orders  which  has  had  the  greatest 
practical  use,  viz.,  that  no  Peer  shall  have 
anything  to  do  with  any  Bill,  either  in 
Committee  or  in  the  House,  with  which 
he  baa  any  connexion  whatever.  I  hope 
the  same  rule  is  adopted  elsewhere;  and  1 
am  sure  it  is  only  a  rule  which 
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justice  would  suggest,  that  men  ought  not 
lo  be  judges  and  parties  at  the  same  time. 

The  Earl  of  Wiekioa  said,  now  that  the 
question  had  been  most  happily  set  at  rea^ 
he  felt  obliged  to  make  a,  remark  with 
respect  to  the  construction  that  had  been 
ipon  what  had  fullen  from  him  on  the 
evening  when  the  subject  had  been 
before  the  House.  His  abject  in  suggest- 
ing that  the  editor  and  printer  of  the  news- 
paper be  called  to  the  bar,  was  not  for  so 
unjust  and  u neons litutional  a  proceediug 
as  to  call  the  printer  or  reporter  to  the 
bar,  and  aik  them  about  the  accuracy  of 
the  report,  with  a  view  to  punish  them 
for  a  breach  of  privilege,  when  they  had 
been  made  to  criminate  themselves ;  but 
his  intention  was  to  give  his  noble  Friend 
an  opportunity  of  changing  the  whole 
proceedings  from  a  question  nf  privil^e 
into  one  ^r  the  decision  of  a  court  of  cri- 
minal jurisprudence ;  and  if  the  question 
had  not  been  settled  in  a  satisfactory  man- 
ner tliat  evening,  he  would  have  perwted 
in  moving  that  these  perties  be  ^led  up 
for  the  purpose  of  getting  such  evidence 
from  them  as  would  hare  enabled  his  ai>- 
ble  Friend  to  clear  his  own  character  else- 
where. He  begged  to  add,  with  re- 
spect to  the  leaponritnlity  of  editors  and 
reporters,  that  he  conndered  it  would  be 
the  grosaesi  injustice  and  the  most  unpro- 
voked  cruelty,  if,  after  aliening  these  par- 
ties to  take  and  publish  accurate  reports  of 
speeches  made  in  Parliament,  they  should 
afterwards  hold  them  aTneoable  for  a 
brescfa  of  privilege  for  doing  so.  He  begged 
to  assure  the  noble  Duka  (the  Duke  of 
Wellington),  that  in  requiring  the  parlies 
connected  with  the  newspaper  to  be 
brought  up,  it  was  with  no  intention  of 
requiring  them  to  criminate  themselves. 

Lord  >f  ois/»;/e  said,  he  could  not  but 
think  it  was  necessary  tn  come  to  some 
new  arrangement  with  regard  to  railway 
deposits.  There  was  also  a  practice  of 
examining  witnesses  before  they  were 
iwom,  and  swearing  them  on  the  follow- 
ing  day  in  the  lump  to  all  they  had  been 
examined  about  the  day  before.  He 
thought  this  system  was  very  objection- 
able; but  it  was  nevertbetess  a  course  of 
proceeding  which  prevailed  to  a  great  ex- 
tent in  tbe  Committees  of  that  House. 

The  Duke  of  Wdlingloit  thought  it  waa 
a  subject  which  deserved  conaidetation, 
and  it  should  be  represented  in  the  proper 
quarter. 

The  Earl  of  Dtwm  was  of  opinioo  that 
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tbe  Committees  should  have  the  poner  of 
admiDistering  tfae  oath. 

Lord  Campbell  sufrgested  that  such  an 
act  might  also  empower  the  House  of 
Commont  to  admiuiiter  an  oath,  and  might 
aboliih  the  absurd  rule  which  prevented 
m  many  Bills  from  origioating  in  the 
Upper  House. 


0  Her  Majesty— The  New 
HooSBs  OF  Parliaubnt.^  Lord  Broug- 
ham, pursuant  to  notice,  rose  to  move  that 
an  humhle  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Majesty,  praving  that  She  would  he  gra- 
ciously pleased  to  give  the  necessary  direc- 
tions for  having  the  New  House  of  Parlia- 
ment ready  for  the  reception  of  this  House 
at  the  beginning  of  the  next  Session. 
Nothing  could  exceed  the  suffering  they 
endured  in  the  morning  sittiDgg,  sometimes 
from  the  heat,  and  at  other  times  from  the 
cold.  Twi)  or  three  thousand  pounds  ex- 
pended in  temporary  fittings  would  enahle 
their  Lordships  to  occupy  their  new  House 
by  next  Session. 

Lord  fVhameliffe  said,  that  there  would 
be  great  inconvenience  in  acceding  to  the 
Motion  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend- 
It  was  impossible  that  the  ventilation  of 
the  new  House  could  be  completed  by  the 
next  Session ;  added  to  which  workmen 
would  be  employed  all  around  them,  and 
the  noise  from  the  chipping  of  (tones  and 
other  operalioQs  would  be  very  great.  He 
doubieo,  therefore,  whether  the  new 
House,  with  the  proposed  tempormry 
tings,  would  be  as  convenient  as  the 
present. 

Lord  Campbell  thought  if  they  watted 
the  convenience  of  Mr,  Barry,  he  would 
put  off  till  the  Greek  kalends  the  day  of 
their  assembling  in  the  new  chamber.  He 
had  suffered  severely  in  his  health  from 
the  unwholesomeness  of  the  present  house. 
He  would  beg  to  remind  their  Lordships 
of  what  they  suffered  during  the  three 
nights  of  the  Maynooth  debate.  It  was 
quite  unnecessary  that  they  should  suffer 
fo  much  Inconvenience,  as  it  appeared, 
Avm  the  evidence  given  before  the  Com- 
mittee, that  the  House  might  be  easily 
got  ready  by  next  Session. 

The  Duke  of  IVelliiigion  was  sorry  that 
the  noble  and  learned  Lords,  for  whose 
services  they  were  so  greatly  indebted, 
suffered  so  much  incanrenience  in  conse- 
quence of  the  new  House  not  being  com- 
pleted ;  hut  he  would  beg  their  Lordships 
to  recollect  that  the  House  of  Lords  was 
not  the  only  consideration,  but  it  was  the 


chamber  of  Parliament,  and  there  must  be 
easy  access  for  Her  Majesty,  and  conveni- 
ent communication  between  the  existing 
House  of  Commons  and  the  new  building. 

Lord  Campbell  said,  Mr.  Barry  bad 
told  him  that  there  would  be  no  difficulty 

getting  the  temporary  &ttings  ready  fur 
the  accommodation  of  Her  Majesty  by  the 
next  Sesdon. 

Lord  Svdeley  was  aware  of  the  inconve- 
nience experienced  In  the  morning  sit- 
tings; but  he  did  not  think  they  would  be 
better  off  if  they  were  placed  in  the  new 
building  before  it  was  sufficiently  finished 
warmed.  It  would  be  injurious,  in 
his  opinion,  to  press  the  matter  for  one 
year,  if  in  the  course  of  the  following  year 
they  could  get  in  with  comfort  for  a  per- 
manency. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklon  supported  the 
Motion.  He  thought  they  would  not  get 
into  the  new  House  for  the  next  five 
years  unless  it  was  adopted.  The  objec- 
tion as  to  the  noise  of  the  workmen  was 
of  little  moment,  as  they  must  leave  work 
in  the  winter  months  before  their  Lord- 
ships would  commence  their  sittings,  and 
in  the  summer  they  ceased  working  at  six 
o'clock. 

Lord  Brougham,  in   reply,   said  there 

u  no  probability  that  the  law  Lords  who 
had  occasion  to  sit  in  the  early  part  of  the 
day  would  attend  to  the  masons  when  they 
were  hearing  counsel ;  the  walls  of  the 
new  House  would,  in  fact,  be  so  thick 
that  they  would  not  hear  anything  which 
took  place  outside.  If  there  was  any 
question  about  the  accommodation  for  Her 
Majesty  being  complete,  he  had  no  doubt 
that  illustrious  lady  would  be  pleased  to 
open  and  prorogue  Parliament  by  Com- 
mission for  one  year.  He  could  not  un- 
derstand why  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
WhamdiSe)  objected  to  the  Motion,  un- 
less there  was  something  behind  which 
they  could  not  comprehend— unless  it  was 
contemplated  in  some  high  quarter  to 
make  the  Houses  of  Parliament  subser- 
vient, not  only  to  legislative,  but  pictorial 
Eurposes.  Now,  ornament  was  an  eicel- 
!nc  thing,  but  business  was  of  greater  im- 
portance. He  should  certainly  divide  the 
House  upon  his  Motion. 

On  Question,  House  divided  :— Con- 
tents 16;  Non-contents  40 :  Majority  24. 

Betolved  in  the  Negative. 

Lunatic  AavLtJUS  and  Pappeb  Lr- 
NATics  Bill.]  Lord  WhaTncUffe  moved 
that  this  Bill  be  now  read  S*.     His  Lord- 
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■Up  pused  rapidly  orer  the  cIbuki  of  the 
Bill ;  and  nid,  that  a«  to  the  objection 
that  the  countjr  would  have  to  paj  the  ez- 
peoK,  the  House  of  Commoni  represented 
the  ratepayers,  and  they  had  passed  the 
Bill ;  and  he  was  coaTinced  that  under 
thii  Bil!  tbe  expenses  would  he  reduced 
fully  one-half.  There  was  an  opinion 
arnoDgsC  some  of  their  Lordships  that  the 
Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Committee 
up-stain ;  but,  if  ihut  were  done,  whet 
hope  could  there  be  of  the  Bill  passing 
this  Session  ?  Several  counties  were  wait- 
ing for  the  passing  of  the  Bill,  and  the 
delay  would  be  very  injurious.  He  there- 
fore earnestly  recommended  (heir  Lord- 
ships to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

The  Dulce  of  Richmond  admitted  that  a 
Bill  of  tbe  sort  was  much  required,  but  he 
objected  to  the  preaenc,  because  it  was  a 
very  bad  measure.  He,  therefore,  wished 
to  refer  it  for  amendments,  in  the  first  in- 
stance, to  a  Select  Committee.  He  did 
not  Lnow  why  this  anxiety  for  legislation 
had  come  upon  the  Government  lo  sud- 
denly i  why  did  they  think  that  these 
pauper  lunatic  aaylums  were  necessary, 
when  they  themselves  sent  all  the  old  lu- 
natic sailors  from  Greeswicb  Hospital  to 
Warburton's,  at  Bethoal-green,  where  they 
were  well  taken  care  of.  He  also  re- 
sisted that  part  of  the  Bill  which  threw 
the  whole  expense  upon  the  couoty-ratet, 
by  which  they  would  be  greatly  augment- 
ed. He  should  have  been  glad  to  have 
seen  a  portion  charged  upon  the  ownen, 
and  not  entirely  upon  the  occupiers  of  the 
soil.  To  refer  it  to  a  Select  Committee 
would  rather  promote  the  passing  of  the 
meaaurc,  when  it  waa  fit  to  become  law. 
After  the  aecond  reading  he  should  move 
thai  it  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

On  Question,  Ruoleed  in  the  Affirma- 
tive.    Bill  read  3*. 

The  Lwd  Ckanctllor  suggested  that 
the  farther  proceeding  on  the  Bill  should 
be  deferred,  ai  a  message  was  wailing 
from  the  Commons,  in  ordo'  to  procure 
tbe  expunging  of  a  clause  which  had, 
accidentally  and  erroneously,  been  in- 
serted. 

After  a  remark  from  U^  Beaumont, 
on  the  dixadvBotage  of  Iiatty  legislation. 

The  Message  from  the  Commons  was 
brought  up,  requesting  their  Lordships  to 
expunge  a  clause  in  press  126,  which  bad 
been  erroneously  inserted  in  the  engross- 
ment  of  the  Bill,  the  same  not  forming 
part  of  the  Bill  as  passed  by  the  Commons. 

Messengers  informed   that    the  Lords 
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t  answer  by  Messengers  of 


{LORDS} 

would  send  t 
their  own. 

A  short  discussion  then  took  place  as  to 
tbe  regular  course  of  proceeding,  and  Lord 
CoUenham  suggested  that  the  Bill  oueht 
to  be  sent  back  to  tbe  Commons,  that  xnej 
tnight  make  their  own  Amendments. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  referred  to  a  case 
which  he  said  waa  precisely  in  point,  and 
occurred  in  1836,  when  the  Commons  re- 
quested theexpUDging  of  a  proviso  wrongly 
inserted  in  the  engrossment  of  the  Mar- 
riages Bill.  The  proviso  was  accordingly 
expunged  without  sending  the  Bill  back 
to  the  Commons,  and  then  the  Bill,  as 
amended,  went  through  its  various  stage*. 
The  Marriage  Bill  was  then  in  the  fame 
stage  as  the  Bill  now  before  the  House. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  said,  that  the  case  of 
1886  was  then  a  new  precedent,  different 
from  the  mode  of  proceeding  in  any  former 
instance. 

Tlie  Lord  Chancellor  added  a  reference 
to  a  ease  in  1803,  which  had  been  quoted 
and  relied  upon  by  Lord  Melbourne  in 
1636,  when  what  was  now  proposed  by 
the  Commons  had  been  done.  The  other 
course  would  be  attended  with  much  in- 
convenience. 

Lord  Collenham  still  recommended  that 
the  Bill  he  scut  back  to  the  Commons  as 
the  more  regular  course  of  proceeding. 

Lord  WAiirnciy?e  moved — 

"That  the  Proceedings  already  bad  in  (he 
said  Lunatic  Asylums  and  Pauper  Luoaiics 
Bill  be  vacated,  inasmDch  as  it  appean,  by 
the  Message  of  the  Commons  of  ibis  Day,  that 
the  Bill  as  sent  up  to  this  House  »ai  not  th« 
Bill  which  had  been  agiaed  to  by  the  Com- 


The  said  Motion  was  agreed  lo  ;  and  or- 
dered accordingly ;  and  the  aforesaid 
clauses  were  ordered  to  be  expunged; 
and  a  Message  was  sent  to  the  House  of 
Commons,  to  acquaint  them  therewith. 
Then  the  Bill  was  read  iK 

Cohuonb'  EifcLonrsB  Bill.^  Lord 
Stanky,  in  moving  tbe  Second  Reading  of 
this  Bill,  shortly  suted  its  objects,  and 
expressed  the  hope  thai  late  as  it  waa  in 
the  Sesuon,  looking  to  the  full  inrestigS'- 
tion  the  subject  had  andei^ne  elsewhere, 
and  to  the  difficulty  of  passing  a  Bill  of 
one  hundred  and  fifty  clauses  through  tbe 
other  House,  amidst  the  mass  of  other  bu> 
sineas,  their  Lordships  would  assent  to  tbe 
second  reading,  and  not  render  it  necessary 
to  renew  in  another  Sessioa  a  mmars 
which  had  bean  so  fully  disriiwad.     '  ,olp 
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Earl  FUxkardinge  expressed  hU  regret 
that  the  Bill  should  have  been  introduced 
M  lale  in  the  Session.  He  did  not  say 
that  the  Bill  was  without  ^alue;  but 
there  were  defecis  and  objections  in  its 
details  which  ought  lo  receive  the  consid- 
eration of  the  House,  and  he  wished  par- 
ticularly to  direct  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion to  the  151st  Clause,  giving  retrospec- 
tivii  powers  to  the  CotnmiMioners  to  re- 
open any  former  award,  and  alter  any  al- 
lotment, the  lapse  of  time  being  no  bar  to 
iheir  proceedings.  A  great  deal  of  in- 
justice might  result  from  such  a  power, 
and  he  hoped  the  subject  would  receive 
special  attention  in  Committee.  He 
thought,  moreover,  that  the  Bill  ought  lo 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

Lord  StanUg  explained  that,  although 
the  Commissioners  were  to  be  clothed  with 
the  power  the  noble  Earl  had  pointed  out, 
yet,  as  provided  by  the  I53rd  Clause,  it 
could  not  be  eserdsed  without  the  consent 
of  three-fourths  in  number  or  value 
parties  interested. 

Earl  Fitzhardinge  inquired  if  the  Bill 
could  not  be  referred   to  a  Select  Com. 

Lord  Stanley  feared  that  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session  he  could  not  consent 
to  the  wish  of  the  noble  Earl,  hut  he 
would  be  happy  to  confer  with  the  Dflble 
Earl  privately,  when,  perhaps,  he  might 
be  able  to  remove  his  objections. 

The  Bill  was  then  read  a  second  time. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OP    COMMONS. 
Thurtday,  July  24,  1845. 

MlMOIS*.]     Bill*      PuMe,— 


I  Hualdpil  DiftiicU, 
IB  I    Caal  Tnds  (Poit  of 


fHvali.—S'-  udpwud: — CrimiliT  Dock) i  Soulh  E 
en  RiUwiT  (Bruch  to  Dal  and  EiUniiDn  or  tl»  So 
EhIrii,  CulerbnrT,  lUm^ue,  md  Hargitfl  Rillvi 
BoItoB  ud  Ldfh,  Kmyon  ind  L«gh  Ji  "- 


(iRlnd)  BUl^-^T  Mr.  M.  J.  CComril,  (nun  RWi»M 
Sale)  GwunU  late  m  OBlm  in  lln  Mj^cM/t  CuXoou. 
London,  tst  Inquiij  into  bii  C»«.— By  Sir  Tliomu 
Wilde,  from  Wikliim  Menij  noehfort,  fur  AltamUon  of 
L»  iditbv  U  luolTenl  EtlMB-— By  Sir  C.  Lnnon, 


n  SL  Miwcfc  ud  Falnoulb,  lot  Pi 


iqcnU  Act.— Bt  Mr-  M.  >!■  O'ConneU.  from  Mcmbfn  of 
Loyal  Repeal  AieocUtJao  of  Iraland.  agaiiul  Remoiil  of 
l>aupen  (Scotlaod  and  Irflud)  BilL— By  Ur,  T.  S<Mtt, 

Rnda.  (giaut  Tiunp[ke  Road!  <Sci>tland|  BilL— By 
Mr.  U,  J.  CConnell,  flam  Mmlieri  of  tba  Lcial 
Naliaiial  Anoctatioo  of  Ireland,  for  F    '  '     ' 


The  Houie  met  at  twelve  o'clocli. 

Co*i.  Tbade  (Port  of  Lohdoii).^  On 
the  Motion  of  the  Earl  of  Lincoln,  the 
Coal  Trade  (Port  of  London)  Bill  was  read 

third  time. 

On  the  Question  that  the  Bill  do  pass. 

Sit  James  Duke  moved  the  introduction 
of  the  following  clause : — 

"Be  it  enacted,  That,  from  and  after  the  31st 
day  of  December  next,  there  shall  be  allowed 
upon  the  exportation  from  the  Port  of  Londoo, 
mcstnard  of  the  Cily  boundary  on  the  Rim 
Thames  ■!  Staines,  of  coals  exceeding  in  quao* 
ttty  in  one  barj^e,  lighter,  or  other  vtisel, 
twenty  tans,  nhich  shall  not  have  been  landed, 
a  Drawback  of  the  full  amount  of  all  the  Raits 
or  Duties  which  shall  have  been  paid  in  reipect 
of  such  Coals,  subject  however  lo  lucb  rules 
and  regulations  as  may  from  lime  to  time  be 
made  by  the  Mayor,  Aldermen,  andCommODi 
of  the  City  of  London,  in  Common  Uouucil 
aisembled,  to  prevent  fraud  in  respect  of  such 
Drawback,  such  rules  and  regulations  lo  be 
approved  of  by  the  Committee  of  Her  Majes- 
ty's Privy  Council  formanaging  the  Affairs  of 
Trade;  and  if  the  master  of  any  vessel,  or  any 
coal  weigher,  shall,  in  any  certificate  or  other- 
wise, stale  any  circumstance  which  is  not  true, 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  owner  of  such 
Coals  or  his  agent,  to  obtain  a  uy  such  Drawback 
as  aforesaid,  or  if  any  lighterman  or  other 
person  employed  to  carry  such  Coals  to  thelt 
deilination  westward  of  the  City  boundary  on 
the  River  Thames  at  Staines,  shall  not  deliver 
the  whole  quantity  of  such  Coals  at  some  place 
to  the  westward  of  the  said  boundary,  eiery 
such  master  ot  coal  weigher,  lighterman,  or 
oihet  person,  so  offending,  shall  for  every  such 
offence  forfeit  and  pay  any  sum  not  exceeding 
one  hundred  pounds. 

He  thought  that  the  great  expense  lo  which 
the  inhabitants  residing  to  the  westward 
of  the  city  boundaries  were  sut^ected  for 
the  conveyance  of  coals  from  the  port  of 
London,  amounted  to  as  much  as  the  whole 
freight  from  Newcastle  to  London.  He 
would  be  one  of  the  lust  persons  to  hinder 
or  lessen  the  revenues  of  the  country ;  but 
in  this  instance  he  was  sure  that  (he  intro- 
duction of  this  clause  would  increase  com- 
merce, and  promote  the  prosperity  of  the 
cityofLondon.  Under  these  drcumataacesy 
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he  trusted  the  ooble  Lord  would  ^ve  tbe 
claase  hu  faTourable  conaideratioD. 

Clause  brought  up  and  read  a  6ret  time. 

On  the  Motion  that  it  be  read  a  second 
time, 

Mr.  Htime  aeconded  the  Motion  with 

?leaiure.  Coals  that  were  unloaded  in  tbe 
'ore  and  transmitted  to  the  eastward  of 
London,  were  allowed  a  drawback  on  tbe 
duly,  and  all  they  wanted  was  to  put  the 
inhabitants  of  the  west  end  on  the  same 
footing  as  those  at  the  east,  and  being  such, 
he  did  not  think  the  GoTemmeot  could 
offer  any  opposition  to  it.  In  bis  opinion, 
it  was  of  the  greatest  importance  to  give 
all  possible  fadhtj  to  the  coal  consumption, 
which  trade  was  the  great  nursery  of  Brit- 
ish seamen,  and  every  restriction  that  was 
removed  from  the  trade  would  tend  greatly 
to  encourage  It.  The  Government  had 
admitted  the  necessity  for  tbe  removal  of 
all  possible  restrictions  from  that  trade,  and 
he  hoped  that  when  the  Government  saw 
the  great  danger  that  trade  was  in  of  en- 
tire annihilation  from  the  competition  of 
railways,  the  Government  would  see  tbe 
necessity  of  conceding  this  slight  boon, 
Sir  G.  Clerk  could  not  consent  to 
introduction  of  the  clause.  Although  he 
was  perfectly  aware  that  some  decrease  had 
taken  place  in  the  Greenland,  South  Sea, 
and  coasting  trades  in  the  last  few  years, 
■till  the  prosperity  of  tbe  general  trade  bad 
increased  so  much  that  he  was  sure  there 
w«a  not  the  slightest  diminution  in  the 
amount  of  tonnage,  or  in  tbe  number  of 
seamen  employed  during  the  past  year.  If 
tbey  admitted  the  princijite  of  allowing  the 
drawback  on  coals  carried  to  Staines,  it 
would  be  necessary  to  allow  it  also  on  coals 
carried  by  canal,  and  they  had  no  legal 
means  of  preventing  those  coals  from  being 
afterwards  carried  back  into  tbe  dty  boun- 

Mr.  Foriltr  supported  tbe  second  read- 
ing of  the  clause.  He  thought  that  every 
encouragement  should  be  given  to  the  ex- 
tendon  of  our  coal  trade  by  sea,  instead  of 
hampering   it  by  a  continued  increase  of 

Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  maintained  that  the 
allowance  of  the  drawback  would  not  pre- 
sent any  difficulty  that  could  not  easily  be 
surmounted. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  resisted  the  clause, 
on  the  principle  that  the  creditors  of  the 
coal-duiy  fund  would  suffer  materially  by 
permitting  the  drawback,  and  that  it  would 
be  a  breach  of  faith  to  ihem  to  do  so  witb-  GMkcll,  J.  Milnei 
out  their  concurrence.    If  the  hon.  Member   Goulburn.ri,  hn.  iJ. 


were  to  carry  this  clause,  the  Governmeni 
ought  lo  permit  the  like  drawback  on  coals 
carried  hj  the  Paddington  Canal,  the 
Grand  Junction  Canal,  and  the  river  Lee, 
and  as  that  would  be  a  serious  inteiference 
witb  the  revenues  of  the  city  of  London, 
he  should  feel  it  bis  duty  to  object  to  the 
clause.  He  would  advise  tbe  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  withdraw  the  clause,  and  bring  in 
a  separate  Bill  nest  Session. 

Mr.  Wakley  hoped  the  present  discosnon 
would  be  a  lesson  to  the  House  how  they 
again  imposed  taxes  upon  the  necessaries 
of  life  on  a  promise  that  they  should  soon 
be  got  rid  of  again.  Fuel  was  as  great  a 
necessary  of  life  as  food,  and  the  increue 
in  the  price  of  tbiit  article,  after  leaving 
the  hands  of  tbe  wholesale  dealer,  and  be- 
fore it  reached  the  cellars  of  the  poorer 
classes,  was  not  to  be  believed. 

Mr.  Mttnlz  thought  it  extremely  absurd 
that  tbe  duty  should  nut  be  imposed  on  the 
continental  consumer,  and  yet  impose  it  on 
the  consumer  at  home. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question,  that 
the  clause  he  read  a  second  time : — Ayes 
24;  Noes  37:  Majority  13. 


Litt  of  the  Atss. 


Baine,W. 
Bowes,  J. 
Brotherloo,  J. 
Duncan,  G. 
Egerion,  W.  T. 
Escoti,  B. 
EasioDde,  SirT. 
Ferguson,  Sir  R. 
Fiumaurice,  hon-  W. 
Fu rater,  M. 
Grosvenor,  Locd  R. 
Hutt,  W. 

Liddell,  hon.  H.  T. 
Mitcalfe,  U. 


lAtl  of  the  Noes. 

Baird,  W.  Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 

BsTiDg,  rt.  hoo.  W.  B.    Greene,  T. 


Muntx,  G.  F. 
NorreysSirD.  J. 
Ogle,  S.  C.  H. 
Palmer.  R. 
Rous,  lion.  Capt. 
Somemlle,  Sir  W.  M. 
Tufnell,  H. 
Wakley,T. 
Wawn,J.T. 
Wortley,  hon.  J.  S. 


Bentiiick,  Lord  G. 
Blackburne.J.  1. 
Bowies,  Adm. 
Broadley,  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  B. 
Buller,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Card  well,  £. 
Clerk,  rt.  hoo.  Sir  G. 
Cripps.W. 
FiUroy,  hon.  K. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
Fremantle,  rr.hn.SiiT. 
A.  E. 


HamiltOD,  C.  J.  B. 
Hamilton,  G.  A. 
Herbert,  rt.  hoo.  S. 
liussey,  A. 
Jermyn,  Earl 
Jones,  Capt. 
Kamblc.  H. 
Liocoln,  Earl  of 
Lowther,  Sir  J.  H. 
Mackenzie,  W.  P. 
Masiernan,  J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Paiteo,  J.  W. 
Peel,  J. 
Polhill,  F. 
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Snilh,  rt.  hn,  T.  B.  C  tellbbs. 

SpooDer,  R.  Yonng)  J- 

W«Ueiley,  Lord  C.        Lennox,  L«nl  A. 

Mr.  Htmu  then  inored,  that  the  clause 
impming  ihe  Id.  tax  be  stiuck  out,  a»  the 
faith  of  Parliament  ma  not  pledged  to 
that. 

The  Earl  of  Lincoln  opposed  the  Amend- 
nent. 

The  Udum  agun  divided  on  the  Ques- 
tion, that  the  worda  propoied  to  be  left 
out  (land  paTt  of  the  Bill :— A^es  41 
94 :  Hajoritf  17. 

Lilt  of  the  Ayes. 


:Noes 


Bain],  W. 

Baring,  n.  hn.  W.  B. 
Bantinck,  Lord  ti. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Blake,  Sir  V. 
Broadlev,  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
CardweU,  E. 
Clerk,  rt.  bon  Sir  G. 
Cripp),  W. 
DeniioD,  E.  8. 
Dooglaa,  SirH. 
Duck  worth,  SirJ.T.B. 
Egenon,  W.  T. 
Eimonde,  SirT. 
Fjtirojr,  bon.  H. 


Fl( 


irJ. 


Tremantle,  rt.bn .  SirT. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Gaskell,  J.  Miloet 
Goulborn,  rt.  boo.  U. 
t,  tt.  bo.  Sir  J. 


Ureene,  T. 
Hamilioo,  C.  J.B. 
HamiitOD,  G.  A. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.S. 
HDHey,  A, 
JermjQ,  Earl 
Joceljn,  VisGt. 
Kamble,  H. 
Lennox,  Lord  A. 
Liocoln,  Earl  of 
Lo*riber,SirJ,H. 
Mackeoiie.  W.  F. 
Patten,  J.  W. 
Peel,  J. 
PolhiU,  F. 
Rous,  hon.  Capt. 
Smitb,  rt.  bn.  T.  B.  C. 
Spooner,  R. 
Wellaaley,  Lord  C. 

TBLLEKS. 

Young,  J. 
Baring,  H. 


lAst  of  tke  Nou. 


Aldam,  W. 
Baine,  W. 
Bowet,  J. 
Brotherion,  J, 
Cmfbrd,  W.  S. 
Ihike,SirJ. 
Dnncao,  G. 
Bicou,  B. 
FerguMD,  Sir  R.  A. 
Fonter,  M. 
GnwTetior,  Lord  R. 
Hawei,  6. 


Billp 


Masterman,  S. 
Miicalfe,  H. 
Muoti,  G.  F. 
0'Conae)I.M.  J. 
Palmer,  R. 
Soaerrille,  SirW,  M. 
Strickland,  Sir  0. 
Tuffnell,  H. 
Waklej.T. 
Wawn,  J.  T. 

Hune,  J. 
Wortlejr,  hon.  J.  S. 
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to  hon.  Members  a  very  imperfect  idea  of 
its  olijecU.  He  asked  the  attention  of  the 
House  for  a  short  time  to  a  statement  of 
the  subject  now  under  consideration.  For 
five  or  sis  years  the  Bill  had  been  annually 
renewed,  which  was  making  the  law  per- 
manent, yet  avoiding  any  discussion  upon 
the  subject  in  that  House.  If  it  were 
thought  desirable  that  the  law  should  be 
altered,  let  a  Bill  be  introduced — let  it  be 
fully  discussed,  and  let  the  law  be  settled 
upon  a  fair  basis,  and  so  avoid  the  great 
evil  of  suspending  the  operation  of  the  law 
by  more  renewal  Bills.  The  present  alate 
of  the  law  pressed  very  heavily  upon  a  cIbm 
of  men  who  were  entitled  to  the  kindest 
consideration  of  the  House.  It  took  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  income  from 
those,  than  whom  no  body  of  men  were 
more  charitable  in  their  several  parishes; 
he  meant  the  parochial  clergy.  Year  after 
year  he  had  allowed  the  annual  Bills  lo 
pass  without  observation,  upon  the  under- 
standing that  the  subject  should  receive 
the  consideration  of  the  House.  He  had 
expected  that  some  attempt  would  be  made 
in  the  present  Session  to  settle  the 
question  of  rating  of  all  kinds  of  pro- 
perty— H  question  which  be  admitted  to 
be  full  of  d i file ulties— and  he  had  wailed 
until  last  week,  when  the  present  Bill 
was  introduced ;  he  then  uw  there  was 
no  hope  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
would  take  the  matter  into  their  own 
hands ;  and,  therefore,  he  had  determined 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  it. 
He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Baronet  would 
not  allow  the  Session  to  terminate  without 
giving  an  assurance  that  the  subject  should 
receive  the  attention  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment during  the  recen,  and  that  early 
next  Session  they  would  be  prepared  to 
introduce  a  Bill  to  define  and  settle  the 


Stock  in  Tbidb.]  On  the  Motion  of 
Sir  James  Graham,  that  the  Stock  in  Trade 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time. 

Sir  R.  Inelis  presented  two  petitions 
uainst  the  B2] ;  one  from  the  deanery  of 
Exeter,  and  the  other  from  the  clergy  of 
Sussex.  The  hon.  Baronet  then  proceeded 
to  sUte,  that  the  title  of  the  Bill  conveyed 


It  the  continuance  of  a  great 


law,  and  p  _ 

and  pressing  grievance.  Having  performed 
a  duty  he  felt  incumbent  upon  him,  he 
would  not  oppose  the  second  reading  of 
the  present  renewal  Bill ;  but  he  sincerely 
trusted  it  would  be  the  last  of  its  kind 
upon  that  subject. 

Sir  J.  Graham  agreed  with  the  hon. 
Baronet  that  the  subject  was  one  of  very 
considerable  difficulty,  and  one  of  deep  in- 
terest to  that  respectable  class  of  men  to 
whom  he  had  more  particularly  alluded. 
The  claim  of  the  clergy  to  exemption  from 
rating  waa  founded  upon  two  grounds,  and 
there  had  been  two  different  decisions 
upon  the  question  in  courts  of  law.  The 
first  case  was  that  of  "The  King  v.  Jod- 
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dr«11,"  wherein  the  decision  of  the  Queen's  that  of  the  Brazils  had  been  laid  upoe  the 
Bench  was  in  favour  of  the  claim.  That  '  Table  of  the  House ;  but  it  appeared  to 
was  in  the  jear  1835  ;  and  about  the  same  ,  him  that  there  yet  remained  impartsot 
time,  the  Tithe  Commutation  Bill  and  the  raatterg  which  should  be  made  known. 
Rating  of  Property  Bill  were  under  con-  |  before  the  House  could  be  in  a  condition  to 
sicleratian,  and  clauses  were  introduced  ;  Judge  whether  it  were  right  and  proper 
int  o  those  Bills  giving  the  clergy  the  bene-  i  to  share  in  the  responsibility  of  commenc- 
fit  of  ihat  decision;  but  it  was  taken  from  j  ing,  as  it  were,  a  series  of  hostilities,  for 
them  by  a  subsequent  decision  of  another  '_  that  was,  perhaps,  not  too  i^ttone  an  ex- 
clause.  The  clergj',  in  his  opinion,  sus-  i  preasion  to  use,  against  the  Bracilian  Em- 
tained  no  injury  from  the  present  state  of  pire.  Hon.  Gentlemen  might  have  ima- 
the  law,  not  did  they  possess  any  claim  ;  gined  that  this  was  a  measure  in  accordance 
other  than  that  which  belonged  to  them  .  with  other  Acts  which  had  passed  through 
under  the  ancient  law,  when  fanners  were  J  Parliament,  namely,  acta  enablin;  the 
rateable  only  in  proportion  to  their  rents,  Government  to  execute  Conventions  with 
and  not  in  reference  to  their  profits ;  and  <  Foreign  Powers  in  reference  to  the  Slave 
so  far  from  the  clergy  being  placed  in  a  '  Trade.  But  on  looting  into  the  proviuons 
disadvantageous  position  in  comparison  with  '  of  this  present  Bill,  they  would  find  that 


other  ratepayers,  they  stood  in  exactly  thi 
name  position  as  they  did  when  the  Tithi 
Commutation  Act  passed.  He  had  said 
before  that  he  thotight  the  whole  question 
of  rating  well  worthy  the  attention  of  the 
Legislature.  It  appeared  to  him  very  doubt' 
ful  whether  the  present  parochial  system  of 
imposing  the  rale  was  the  best  that  could 
be  devised  ;  and  he  thought  it  worthy  of 
consideration  whether  some  system  not 
confined  to  such  narrow  limits,  could  not 
be  adopted  after  mature  deliheratioiL  He 
thought,  also,  that  it  was  desirable  that 
there  should  be  a  better  appeal  against  any 
inequality  of  rating.  For  aoy  such  ine- 
quality which  might  at  present  exist,  there 
must  he  a  general  remedy ;  but  he  should 
deceive  his  hon.  Friend  if  be  held  out  to 
him  any  expectation  of  a  spedal  remedy  in 
favour  of  the  clergy. 
Bill  read  a  second  time. 

Slave  Trade  (The  Brazils.)]  On 
the  Order  of  the  Day  that  the  House  go 
into  Committee  upon  the  Slave  Trade 
(Brazils)  Bill  beini;  read, 

Mr.  Milner  Gibson,  feeling  that  thb 
was  a  measure  in  the  nature  of  a  Penal  .Act 
against  a  friendly  Power,  and  that  it  in- 
volved considerations  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance,  bearing  upon  the  peace  and  safety 
of  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  the  Brazils 
and  other  parts  of  the  world,  had  felt  it 
his  duty,  before  he  should  consent  to  the 
House  going  into  Committee,  to  request 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Robert  Peel) 
to  supply  the  House  with  such  information 
relating  to  the  subject  as  he  had  in  his 
power,  in  order  to  justify  them  in  givin;i, 
as  ihey  were  called  upon  to  do,  their  as- 
■eni  10  this  Bill.  The  correspondence 
between  Her  Majesty's  OofemmenI  and 


it  called  upon  Parliament  to  give 
Executive  Government  a  power  to  exerd»e 
acts  of  hostility  towards  the  subjects  of  the 
Brazils,  which  acts  must  be  viewed  by  that 
country  in  a  light  calculated  to  lead  to  re- 
sentment and  retaliation  on  the  part  of  the 
Brazilians,  and  perhaps  superinduce  a  series 
of  difficulties  greatly  impeding  the  trade  at 
present  carried  on  between  this  country  and 
the  Brazils.  This  measure  would  author- 
ize our  ci-uisers  to  seize  and  stop  all  vessels 
on  the  high  seas  suspected  of  being  en< 
gaged  in  the  Slave  Trade,  and  which  they 
supposed  to  belong  to  the  Brazils.  It 
would  authorize  the  Ministers  to  empower 
such  person  or  persons  as  they  choae  to  stop 
any  vessel  on  the  high  seas,  if  to  such  persoD 
or  persons  it  appeared  that  the  vessel  in  ques- 
tion was  engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade.  This 
would  lead  to  the  detention  of  vessels,  the 
examination  of  their  papers,  and  to  other 
circumstances  which  might  very  soon  in- 
volve us  in  difficulties  with  Foreign  Pow- 
ers. We  had  a  Slave  Trade  Convention 
with  the  Brazilian  Empire.  A  portion  of 
Ihat  Convention  had  lately  expired.  In 
the  portion  which  had  thus  expired,  there 
were  provisions  giving  to  the  respective 
Powers — England  and  the  Braails — aright 
of  mutual  search  and  visit  of  the  ships  of 
the  two  countries,  and  aUo  provisions  estab- 
lishing Mixed  Commission  Courts,  for  the 
purpose  of  adjudicating  upon  vessels  seized 
under  the  provisions  of  the  Treaty.  But 
oil  these  stipulations  had  now  expired,  and 
the  Brazilian  Empire  was  no  more  bound 
by  them  than  was  the  Government  of 
England.  But  it  was  said  Ihat  there  ex- 
isted, beyond  these  special  pro*isi<M>R,  a 
general  obligation  on  the  part  of  the  Bra- 
zilian Government  to  abolish  the  SIbtc 
Trade ;  an  obligation  which  was  to  be  found 
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in  the  First  Clause  of  the  Treaty  of  1826, 
wliereby  the  Braiilian  GoTeranient  bound 
itself  Id  declare  that  the  carrying  on  of  the 
Sla^e  Trade  by  any  of  the  subjects  of  the 
Brasila  should  be  treated  as  piracy.  But  the 
questiini  here  arose,  whether,  although  ihe 
BraziliBU  Goveniment  bound  itself  hy  such 
an  obligation,  that  could  form  a  justifica- 
tion, on  the  part  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, for  giving  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment the  power  of  carrying  out  the  obliga- 
tion in  that  clause?  It  was  ui^ed  that 
the  time  bad  now  come  for  us  to  step  for- 
ward and  interfere — for  US  to  exercise  the 
power  speciGed  in  the  Fint  Clause ;  and  if 
the  Brasilians  would  not  abolish  (he  Slave 
Trade,  that  we  should  abolish  it  for  them. 
But  this  involved  an  important  considera- 
tion as  regarded  the  law  of  nations.  He 
had  the  highest  authority  to  quote,  to  the 
effect  that  the  granting  of  such  powers,  on 
the  part  of  Parliament,  to  the  Executive 
Government,  would  not  be  eanijistent  with 
the  usual  custom  which  obtained  in  cases 
of  this  kind  between  Foreign  Powers. 
When  a  Bill  similar  to  this  was  intro- 
duced into  Parliament  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Tiverton  (Lord  Palmer- 
stnn),  the  Duke  of  Wellington  and  the 
Lord  Chancellor  protested  against  it  on 
this  ground,  amongst  other  grounds,  that 
the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to  authorize  offi- 
cers of  the  Crown  to  exercise  acta  which 
might  be  construed  into  acts  of  hostility 
against  Portugal.  There  was  a  second 
protest  to  the  same  effect;  and  he  was  in- 
formed, on  the  highest  authority,  that  the 
Bill  in  reference  to  Portugal  was  simitar 
in  all  its  enactments  to  tlie  present  mea- 
sure. When  this  country  made  the  Slave 
Trade  piracy,  there  was  an  express  proviso 
in  the  Act  of  Parliament  to  the  effect,  that 
British  subjects  and  British  ships,  if  cap- 
tured in  following  the  Slave  Trade,  should 
be  tried  by  British  tribunals ;  and  the  Act 
gave  DO  power  to  a  foreigner  or  to  a  Foreign 
tribunal  to  adjudicate  on  the  life  or  liberty 
of  any  of  Her  Majesty's  subjects.  That 
was  sufficient  to  show  that  it  was  under- 
stood, when  the  Treaty  was  entered  into, 
that  it  was  to  be  pven  effect  to  by  the  laws 
of  the  respective  countries.  He  admitted 
that  there  was  a  feeling  in  the  breast  of 
every  man  in  this  country,  that  when  a 
foreign  country  entered  into  a  Treaty  with 
us,  if  there  afterwards  appeared  a  deter- 
mination on  the  part  of  such  foreign  coun- 
try to  avoid  the  carrying  out  of  such  Treaty, 
or  a  dispontion  to  practise  upon  England, 
and  to  mislead  us  as  to  the  course  taEen  in 


the  accomplishment  of  the  objects  of  the 
Treaty,  we  had  then  a  tight  to  take  some 
means  to  enforce  the  obligations  created 
by  the  Treaty,  But  the  Government  were 
bound  to  consider,  in  the  care  of  the  Bra- 
zils, that  the  Executive  Govemtnent  of 
that  country  could  no  more  do  what  they 
pleased,  in  reference  to  such  a  question  as 
the  Slave  Trade,  than  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, who  was  the  chief  adviser  of  the 
Executive  in  this  country,  had  it  in  hu 
power  to  act  as  he  pleased  in  reference  to 
such  a  question  as  the  Corn  Laws,  or  any 
other  question  which  had  a  powerful  and 
interested  party  banded  together  for  its  sup- 
port. The  Brazilians  would  feel  that,  in  car- 
rying out  this  Act,  we  were  interfering  with 
their  independence,  and  would  alio  feel 
themselves  humiliated  if  they  permitted  us 
to  do  50.  In  addition  to  this  consideration 
there  were  many  powers,  passions,  and 
influences  warring  against  the  Government 
of  the  Brazils;  and  he  would  ask  the 
House,  before  they  consented  to  commit  an 
act  of  hostility  towards  that  Power,  to  con- 
sider well  the  difficulties  which  that  Go- 
vernment had  to  encounter  in  any  attempt 
which  it  might  make  for  putting  down  the 
Slave  Trade.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
policy  which  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
Iry  were  now  pursuing,  was  at  all  calcu- 
lated to  influence  aright  the  only  power 
that  could  put  down  the  Slave  Trade- 
public  opinion,  which  might  be  rendered 
unfavourable  to  its  continuance.  Besides, 
had  the  Brarilians  done  nothing  to  put 
down  this  odious  traffic,  in  accordance  with 
the  Treaty  of  1S2C?  Had  they  made  no 
sacrifices,  had  they  made  no  concessions  % 
They  had  done  as  much  in  this  respect  as 
other  countries  similarly  circumstanced. 
Could  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  show  the 
House,  from  the  Papers  now  on  the  Table, 
that  the  Brazils  had  expressed  a  determi- 
nation, from  this  time  henceforth,  to  do 
nothing  to  put  down  the  Slave  Trade? 
He  (Mr.  M.  Gibson)  knew  of  no  such 
determination  on  the  part  of  the  Brazils. 
When  negotiations  were  pending  in  August, 
1841,  the  British  Government  submitted  a 
distinct  proposal  to  put  down  the  Slave 
Trade.  Negotiations  progressed ;  but  on  a. 
sudden,  in  1842,  a  note  was  received  from 
the  Brazilian  Minister,  conveying  a  per- 
emptory refusal  to  proceed  any  further  in 
the  negotiation  with  respect  to  the  Slave 
Trade.  He  would  beg  the  House  to 
recall  to  their  recollection  at  what  period 
this  took  place.  It  was  when  the  Go- 
vernment of  this  country  had  first  an- 
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nounced  theii  in  ten  lion  to  thai  of 
the  Brazils  of  carrying  on  theDceforth 
againgt  that  coimtrj  a  hostile  cummerciBl 
policy,  and  of  placing  its  produce  in  our 
ports  under  a  apeeies  of  ban  and  exclusion ; 
and  it  was  when  Mr.  Ellis  wm  sent  out  to 
Rio  Janeiro  with  inatructiona,  which  had 
never  jet  been  produced  to  the  House ;  and 
he  was  confident  that  these  instructions, 
to  studiously  withheld,  were  an  essential 
element  for  them  to  be  in  possession  of,  in 
order  to  be  able  to  form  a  correct  judg- 
ment upon  the  merits  of  ihe  Bill  now  pre- 
sented to  the  House.  Mr.  Ellis*!  negotia- 
tion had  now  come  to  a  conclu&ion.  No 
public  intetests  could  therefore  now  be 
affected  by  the  production  of  the  corre- 
spondence and  instructions;  and  before  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  called  upon  them  to 
■hare  in  the  responsibility  of  the  contera- 

Elated  acta  of  hostility  against  the  Brazils, 
e  was  bound  to  show  them  that  his  own 
policy  was  not  the  policy  which  created 
the  necessity  for  now  resorting  to  such  a 
measure—a  measure  which  be  regarded  as 
nothing  short  of  a  declaration  of  war,  end 
that  such  necessity,  JF  it  existed,  would 
not  be  done  away  with  by  resorting  to  a 
different  course  of  policy.  They  must  hare 
the  whole  case  before  them,  or  tbey  were 
not  in  a  condition  to  give  to  the  Bill  the 
■upport  which  was  demanded  of  them.  He 
found  in  the  papers  before  the  House,  that 
Lord  Aberdeen  admitted  that  this  was  an 
extreme  measure— that  he  adopted  it  with 
regret— and  that  If  the  Brazilian  Govern- 
ment entered  into  terms  with  reference  to 
the  Slave  Trade  the  Act  would  be  r^waled. 
The  noble  Lord  dearly  intimated,  by  this 
correspondence,  that  he  was  entering  upon 
a  harsh  and  hostile  policy.  Let  the  Go- 
vernment keep  the  Ten)onsibUity  of  that 
Silicy  to  themselves,  and  not  rail  upon  the 
Duse  to  share  it  with  them.  If  they 
thought  that  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
required  such  measures,  let  them  make  war 
openly  upon  their  own  responsibility,  and 
come  next  year  to  Parliament  for  a  Bill  of 
Indemnity,  which,  if  a  sufficient  case  were 
shown,  Fkrliament  would  no  doubt  grant. 
The  Executive  was  shrinking  from  its  real 
duty  on  this  question.  The  Bill  itself 
afaowed  that  the  Executive  Govemment  of 
this  country  was  doubtful  of  the  rights 
which  it  possessed  by  the  clause  in  the 
Treaty  of  1826.  If  the  clause  gare  them 
■uch  rights  as  they  stated,  he  said  the  Go- 
vernment had  shrunk  from  carrying  those 
rights  into  execution.  This  Bill  gare  no 
power  to  deal  with  Brazilian  sulijectB,  but 


merely  to  wise  and  con6scate  Brazitiau 
ships.  It  appeared,  then,  that  our  righta 
□nder  thislreaty  were  questionable,  and 
that  the  Govemment  scarcely  dared  to 
exerdse  them.  It  seemed  to  him,  also,  that 
if  the  clause  of  the  Treaty  did  not  give 
the  right  to  interfere  with  subjects,  it 
would  not  give  the  right  to  interfere 
with  ships.  Again,  he  would  put  it 
to  the  Uovemment,  was  it  proper  to 
press  on  a  Bill  of  such  importance,  and 
involving  such  important  consequences, 
with  so  much  hasted  An  important 
amendment  had  already  been  introduced 
by  the  Government  into  the  Bill  since 
it  was  first  brought  forward.  They 
had  provided  that  the  parties  who  seized 
these  Brazilian  ships  should  be  entitled  to 
the  bounties  and  tonnage  dues  usually 
allowed  in  such  cases.  Kaw,  let  it  he  re- 
collected, that  Parliament  had  voted,  out 
of  the  Consolidated  Fund,  30,0001.  or 
30,000/.  to  the  officers  and  crews  of  our 
cruisers  for  seizing  Brwrilian  slave  ships. 
He  would  call  upon  the  Government  to 
consider  the  prubaUe  result  of  the  course 
they  were  now  adopting  on  the  minds  of 
foreign  nations.  Already  suspicions  as  to 
our  motives  were  entertained;  and  it  was 
said,  in  reference  to  the  practice  of  sending 
the  negroes  found  in  the  captured  slave 
vessels  to  our  own  Colonies,  that  England 
required  labourers  for  her  own  Colonies, 
and  was  taking  the  shortest  course  to  pro- 
cure them  by  sending  those  negroes  which 
her  vessels  of  war  found  in  the  captured 
Brazilian  ships  into  her  own  Colonies. 
Then  the  mortality  amongst  the  negroes 
during  their  passage  to  our  Coloniea  was 
aa  great  almost  as  in  the  middle  passage, 
and  that  improper  crowding  of  vessds, 
which  was  so  properly  complained  of  as 
a  feature  of  the  Slave  Trade,  we  ourselves 
were  actually  guilty  of.  A  lettw  written 
by  Mr.  MacLeod,  dated  Trinidad,  Feb- 
ruary, 1844,  mentioned  that  286  negroca 
were  brought  in  there  in  a  vessel  from  Rio 
Janeiro,  several  having  died  on  the  passage. 
It  was  too  generally  the  impression  in  the 
Braails  that  it  was  our  own  advantage  we 
sought  in  our  efiorts  to  suppress  the  Slave 
Trade,  and  it  was  thought,  too,  by  many 
that  the  reason  why  the  officera  in  com- 
mand of  our  cruisers  were  so  active  off  tht 
coast  of  the  Brazils  was  the  bounties  and 
pecuniary  advantages  which  resulted  to 
themselves  from  the  seizure  of  slave  ves- 
sels. He  considered  that  the  eonne  w« 
were  adopting  was  calculated  to  ezdte  the 
flings   and  punons  of  the  Braailiana 
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Bgaintt  ui.  What  vould  have  been  our  ; 
own  feeling!  were  lome  foreign  nation  to 
attempt  to  interfere  with  uk  in  the  ume 
way  as  it  was  proposed  now  to  interfere 
with  the  firosiU?  When  England  was  a 
■lare-trading  country  itself,  it  would  have 
repelled  <*iui  indignation  such  an  interfe- 
rence on  the  part  of  any  foreign  country. 
He  (Mr.  M.  Gibson)  traa  almost  inclined 
to  agree  with  the  *ie<*  expressed  the  other 
night  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Gateshead  (Mr.  Hutt) ;  he  was  almoit  in- 
clined to  go  with  hU  hon.  Friend  in  saying 
thai  it  was  doubtful  whether  the  exertion* 
of  our  croiaen  on  the  coast  of  Africa  and 
on  the  coast  of  Brazil,  for  luppreaiiog  the 
Slave  Trade,  had  nut  tended  to  incrrase 
the  evil  it  was  our  object  to  put  an  end  to. 
At  all  events  he  wan  inclined  to  thinlc  our 
policy  in  this  reipect  was  questionable; 
and  should  his  hon.  Friend  in  the  course 
of  the  ensuing  Sesiion  feel  it  his  duty  to 
move  for  the  appointment  of  a  Committee 
lo  inquire  into  ihe  subject,  he  would 
support  him.  What  at  this  moment 
was  tha  poution  of  the  great  interests 
of  this  country — of  our  maniifuturea — in 
reference  lo  the  Braiils  ?  The  Brasilian 
Government  said,  we  will  put  a  discrimin- 
ating duty  on  your  manufactures  of  20  or 
30  per  cent  Bscompsred  with  the  duty  we 
impose  upon  the  manufactures  of  other 
countries ;  and  we  will  continue  that  dis- 
criminating duty  until  you  give  up  your 
exclusive  policy  In  reference  to  our  sugar, 
and  until  you  receive  that  sugar  on  the 
same  terms  as  you  admit  the  sugara  of  the 
moat  favoured  nations.  He  called  upon 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  to  show  to  the 
HouKe  that  it  wa*  not  his  own  policy  that 
had  brought  Lord  Aberdeen  into  that  dig- 
agreeable  necessity  in  which  he  hail  ad- 
mitted he  was  plbied  io  proposing  to  carry 
out  the  clause  of  the  Treaty  of  1826  in 
this  hostile  spirit — and  he  would  call  upon 
the  Government  tosayt  supposing  that  the 
result  of  this  measure  should  be  the  confis- 
cation of  the  property  and  the  endangering 
the  lives  of  British  subjects  in  the  Brasils 
—  whether  they  had  contemplated  such  a 
contingency — whether  they  had  considered 
all  these  things?  Some  time  ago  Lord 
Aberdeen  intimated,  in  reply  to  a  question 
put  to  him,  that  a  Treaty  was  about  to  be 
concluded  with  the  Braailian  Government, 
and  he  had  no  doubt  that  British  property 
and  British  subjects  in  the  Brasils  would 
be  respected.  But  the  late  mail  contained 
nothing  conSrmatory  of  that  statement,  and 
•very  reuon  to  luppoK  that  no  such  Treaty 


as  that  to  which  the  noble  Lord  alluded  had 
been  concluded  with  the  Brazils.  Recalled 
upon  the  Government  to  say  how  long 
were  the  great  manufacturing  interests  of 
this  country  to  be  jeopardised — how  long 
were  the  property  and  the  lives  of  British 
fubjects  to  be  endangered,  in  order  to  carry 
out  the  peculiar  views  of  a  small  section  of 
the  anti-slavery  party  in  this  country? 
He  said  a  small  section,  for  he  was  justified 
in  saying  that  the  anti-slavery  party,  as  a 
body,  disapproved  of  the  policy  of  Ministers 
— and  the  Memorial  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Government  from  that  body, 
distinctly  deprecated  armed  interference. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  by  saying  that 
he  should  take  the  tense  of  the  House 
againiit  the  Bill. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said  :  [  will,  aa  shortly  at 
1  ciin,  stale  lo  the  House  the  objecis  of 
(he  Bill  which  has  been  sent  down  by  the 
House  or  Lords,  and  which  I  now  move 
shall  be  considered  in  a  Commiltee  of  this 
House.  The  international  engagemenli 
between  Brazil  and  this  country  in  respect 
of  ihe  Slave  Trade  rest  on  a  Convention 
concluded  between  the  two  couniriet  in 
1826.  Bj  the  First  Article  of  that  Con- 
feniion,  It  was  provided  that  it  should 
not,  from  a  time  therein  named,  be  lawful 
for  a  subject  of  the  empire  of  Brazil  to  be 
concerned  in  carrying  on  the  African 
Slave  Trade  under  any  pretext  or  in  any 
manner  whatever,  and  (hat  the  carrying 
on  of  such  trade  after  that  period  hy  any 
[lerson  or  subject  of  His  Imperial  Majesty 
should  be  deemed  and  treated  »s  piracy. 
There  was,  therefore,  an  iniernaiional  en- 
gngement  between  this  country  and  Brssil, 
that  from  a  certain  time  the  subjects  of 
(he  Brazilian  empire,  engaged  on  any  pre- 
text or  in  any  manner  in  carrying  on  the 
Slave  Trade,  should  he  guilty  ofthe  oHence 
of  piracy.  The  Brazilian  subjeci  was  not 
merely  by  the  municipal  laws  of  bis  own 
couniry  liable  to  (he  penally  for  piracy; 
but  there  was  a  solemn  engagement  en- 
tered into  between  the  Brazilian  Govern- 
ment and  this  country  by  which  the 
offence  was  made  piracy.  Shortly  after 
that  Convention  there  was  another  entered 
I  into  by  the  Brazil*,  adopted  from  one  that 
j  was  existing  between  Portugal  and  this 
country,  concluded  in  1817,  which  had  for 
its  object  the  delermioinf;,  by  mutual  ar- 
rangement between  the  two  countries,  in 
,  what  mode  effect  should  be  given  lo  that 
I  engagement.  A  mutual  Right  of  Search 
was  gifco  in  the  casa  of  maalisD  sbipa 
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and  English  ships,  and  Courts  of  Mixed 
Commitiion  neie  appointed  for  detetmin- 
iag  offences  at  variance  with  the  eiisiing 
engagements.  Eitlier  Government  had 
the  power  in  its  own  discretion  to  termi- 
nate that  Convention  in  the  month  of 
March,  1842,  a  period  of  fifteen  years 
from  the  time  it  was  entered  into.  Brazil 
thought  fit  to  give  notice  of  her  intention 
to  terminate  that  subsidiary  Convention, 
and  this  Governroeat  thought  lit  lo  accede 
to  such  desiie  on  the  part  of  the  Brazilian 
Government.  But  there  remained  in  force 
the  original  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  1826, 
and  the  object  of  this  measure  is  to  give 
effect  to  the  stipulations  of  that  Treaty. 
A  great  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
speech  appeared  to  be  in  favour  of  the 
abandonment  of  all  policy  on  our  part  for 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  lays,  imputations  are 
(hrown  out  on  the  faith  and  integrity  of 
this  nation,  and  that  on  that  account  we 
ought  to  be  particularly  careful  how  we 
interfere  with  the  rights  of  other  countries. 
No  doubt  such  imputations  are  thrown 
out,  and  thrown  out  from  interested  mo. 
tives.  There  is  no  doubt  a  desire  to  de- 
preciate the  character  and  paralyse  the 
exerlioni  of  this  country  in  the  suppression 
of  the  Slave  Trade  ;  but  I  think  the  sacri- 
fices this  country  has  made  for  the  miti- 
gation of  the  evils  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and 
for  the  termination  of  the  ttalus  of  the 
Slave  Trade,  may  enable  her  safely  to 
defy  all  such  unjust  suspicions.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says,  there  was  a  time  when 
this  country  herself  carried  on  the  Slave 
Trade,  and'the  bishops  in  the  House  of 
Lords  made  speeches  in  its  favour.  The 
fact  may  be  so;  I>ut  does  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman think  that  that  constitutes  an  ar- 
gument why  we  should  relax  in  the  efforis 
ne  have  made  for  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Traded  The  Government  proposes 
this  measure  with  regret.  It  would  have 
been  infinitely  more  antisfactory  to  ihem 
that  the  Brazils  should  have  consented  to 
enter  into  a  new  engagement  in  aubslitu- 
lion  of  the  engegemeni  of  1817,  and 
should  have  acted  in  ready  concert  with 
us  in  the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade. 
I  have  laid  on  the  Table  the  correspon- 
dence that  has  passed  on  this  subject,  and 
1  leave  it  to  the  House  to  judge  whether 
any  effort  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  the  last  ten  years  bas 
been  omitted  in  order  to  induce  the  Bra- 
siliao  Govetnment  of  its  onn  good  will  to 


enter  into  that  friendly  concert.  The 
House  will  see  what  have  been  the  pro- 
posals that  have  been  made  from  time  to 
time;  not  recently,  but  during  the  period 
my  noble  Friend  Lord  Aberdeen  has  been 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  and 
during  the  period  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
held  the  aame  office.  The  House  will 
find  that  repeated  exhortations  weie  ad- 
dressed to  the  Braxilian  Government,  for 
the  purpose  of  inducing  them  to  enter 
into  amicabia  concert  with  us,  and  to 
enable  us  to  search  Brazilian  vessels,  sod 
to  punish  those  who  were  engaged  in  the 
Slave  Trade  under  that  Act  which  had 
been  agreed  to  by  the  Braiilian  Govern- 
ment of  its  own  free  will.  Bui  those 
efforts  have  failed.  The  Braxilian  Go- 
vernment have  from  lime  to  lime  distinctly 
staled  to  us,  that  her  views  on  this  subject 
are  entirely  at  variance  from  ours,  and 
from  the  Brazilian  Government  we  can 
expect  no  axsialence  or  co-operation  in 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  by  ber 
own  subjects.  Shall  wre  then  altogether 
abandon  our  efforts?  Shall  we  hold  the 
Convention  of  1826  to  be  of  no  effect; 
and,  notwithstanding  that  international 
engagement  between  the  Braxils  and  this 
country,  shall  we  permit  Brazilian  sub- 
jects and  ships  to  carry  on  the  Afncan 
Slave  Trade  without  any  independent 
effort  on  our  own  part  to  suppress  it? 
First,  I  say,  that  the  Brazils  themselves 
have  admitted  that  this  country,  under  the 
Convention  of  1SV6,  hasa  right  of  its  own 
auihoriiy,  failing  other  engagements  en- 
tered into  with  the  Brazils,  to  supprr^s 
(he  Slave  Trade  carried  on  by  Brazili&n 
subjects.  The  hon.  Gentleman  will  ob- 
serve in  the  correspondence  that  hai  taken 
place.  In  a  note  presented  by  the  Brazilian 
Government,  that  at  an  early  period  sub- 
sequent to  the  last  Convention,  Btaiil 
expressly  considered  that  under  the  Coa- 
veuiion  of  1826,  this  country  had  a  right 
to  interfere  for  the  suppression  of  the 
Slave  Trade.  He  will  find  in  page  7 
of  the  P(inled  Papers,  that  in  a  document 
issued  by  the  Brazilian  Government,  it 
was  Slated  that  the  Government  had  re- 
ceived from  the  British  Minister  an  as- 
surance that  certain  Brazilian  vessels 
which  had  been  employed  in  traffickiog  in 
slavei,  but  which  could  prove  thai  on  or 
before  the  30th  day  of  March,  1830.  they 
were  not  so  employed,  should  ba  allowed 
to  proceed  and  finish  their  hwAfide  vayag« 
without  incurring  the  liabiliiir  of  being 
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lieaied  ai  pirates,  sccoTdiag  lo  the  Coii' 
veniion  of  1826.  The  hon.  Gentlemaa 
again,  nill  (ind  thai  ihe  Braiillaa  Secretary 
of  Slate  relied  on  (he  Article  b  the  Coi 
ventioQ  of  1826,  as  a  proof  that  Ihe  Slave 
Trade  was  totally  forbidden  la  Brazilian 
Kubjecti.  No  law  nas  paased  in  the 
Btazilt  at  that  iim«,  mailing  the  Slave 
Trade  piracy;  for  the  Brazilian  Secretary 
of  Slate  laid,  thai  the  Slave  Trade  was 
aboliihed,  and  that  the  offence  was  con- 
iiiluted  piracy:  and,  \a  saying  that,  he 
was  not  speaking  of  the  municipal  laws 
passed  by  the  Brazils,  but  of  the  efiect  of 
that  Convenlion  which  had  been  signed 
betitecn  this  country  and  the  Brazils. 
But  eHbrts  were  maile  lo  put  an  end  to 
the  Mixed  CommUsioo.  Objections  were 
made  to  it  by  the  Brazilian  Government ; 
but  in  makiDft  those  objeclions,  the  Mi. 
niiier  of  the  Brazils  urged  that  the  con- 
Itnuance  of  the  Mixed  Commission  was 
unnecessary;  because,  undertheConven- 
lion  with  England,  there  wits  a  power  on 
the  part  of  the  two  Governmenti  to  sup- 
press the  Slave  Trade,  by  making  it  an 
ofleace  cognizable  by  their  own  respective 
legal  irihunals.  There  was,  then,  a  dis- 
tioct  admission  that  we  had  a  right  lo 
treat  Ihe  offence  as  piracy,  virtually  by  the 
law  of  Brazil.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says, 
he  will  not  share  in  the  responsibility  of 
the  Government  in  bringing  forward  this 
measure.  What  U  the  efi'ect  of  it?  We 
coDsider  that  (he  Crown  is  empowered  to 
direct  (be  detention  of  Brazilian  vessels. 
We  have  not  acled  without  ihc  fullest  de. 
liberalioQ.  It  was  the  impressioTi  of  ihe 
noble  Lord  opposite,  than  whom  none  has 
paid  more  attention  lo  this  subject,  thai  on 
the  tu^pensioa  of  the  lail  Convenlion  an 
Act  of  I'arliameni  would  be  absolutely 
necessary  to  give  effect  to  llie  Convenlion 
of  1836  ;  and  (he  noble  Lord  inquired  of 
me  whether  it  were  my  intention  to  pro- 
pose a  Bill  for  (hat  purpose.  It  is  true  (hat 
we  did  not  proceed  without  maiure  deli- 
beration. We  approached  the  subject  wiih 
great  caudun  and  reluctance,  for  we  were 
most  anxious  that  the  Brazils  should  take 
the  course  which  Spain  look  ia  I83S,  and 
Portugal  in  1842,  and  by  mutual  stipula- 
(ions  should  have  enabled  us  to  effect  ibis 
object.  But  all  we  do  by  this  Act  ii  noi 
10  give  the  Crown  the  power  (o  issue  ihese 
ordera.for  ne  ihiok  (hat  the  Grown  has 
the  power  to  direct  the  detention  of  Bra- 
zilian vessels,  in  virtue  of  Ihe  Convention, 
and  we  are  prepatcd  to  take  «n  ourselves 
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the  responsibility  of  issuing  those  orders. 
But  ai  present  the  Vice- Admiral  I  y  Court* 
of  this  coonlry  are  prohibited  from  taking 
cognizance  of  these  offences.  At  present, 
without  the  intervention  of  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, I  apprehend  that  (he  Vice-Ad- 
mirali;  Courts  could  not  proceed  to  (he 
adjudication  and  condemnaiion  of  Bra- 
zilian vessels;  and  it  is  necessary  to  pro- 
vide  in  this  case,  as  you  did  in  the  case  of 
Por(ugal,  that  the  Vice-Admiraliy  Couro 
should  have  that  jurisdiction  of  adjudica- 
lion  and  condemoalion,  with  respect  to 
vessels  seized  on  suspicion  of  carrying  on 
the  Slave  Trade,  which  they  would  not 
have  without  i(.  The  hon.  Genileman 
tells  us  to  issue  ihe  orders  on  our  own  re- 
sponsibility, and  trust  hereafter  to  an  Act 
of  Indemnity.  It  is  infinitely  better  to 
ask  from  Parliament  ihe  power  of  adjudi- 
cation upon  vessels  (hat  are  seized,  rather 
than  to  issue  orders  and  leave  it  in  doubt 
whether  there  be  any  jurisdiction  com- 
petent to  decide  upon  (hose  points.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  refers  to  a  speech  made, 
and  a  protest  entered  into,  by  my  noble 
Friend  in  1839,  with  reference  to  (he  Bill 
proposed  by  the  noble  Lord,  enabling  the 
British  Government  to  detain  Portuguese 
vessels  concerned  in  the  Slave  Trade. 
I,  for  one,  seeing  there  was  an  indisposi- 
tion on  the  part  of  Portugal  to  fulGI  the 
obligations  of  her  Treaty  with  (bis  coun. 
try  with  respect  to  the  Slave  Trade,  felt 
that  (he  noble  Lord  was  justified  in  the 
measure  he  proposed.  1  saw  the  un- 
availing aitempis  he  had  made  to  prevail 
on  Portugal  10  fulfil  those  atipulaiions 
into  which  she  had  entered  wiib  this 
country,  and  that  after  bene6tt  received 
from  (his  coun(ry,  and  every  diplomaiic 
effort  having  failed,  I  thought  that  the 
noble  Lord  was  fully  justified  in  calling 
00  Parliament  for  their  assistance.  Both 
Houses  have,  from  time  to  lime,  presented 
addresses  to  the  Crown  for  the  suppres- 
lion  of  (he  Slave  Trade,  and  have  assured 
the  Crown  of  iheir  willing  co-operalion 
in  case  legislative  in(errerenGe  was  neces- 
sary. Those  addresses  were  unanimously 
carried,  and  therefore  on  the  par(  of  the 
Crown,  I  think,  after  the  Convention  of 
1817,  1  should  be  abandooin;;  ray  duly  if 
after  (bose  addresses  I  perraided  that  siaie 
of  things  to  arise  whici)  would  arise  unless 
you  ;ive  lo  the  Vice- Admiralty  Gourd  the 
jurisdiction  which  this  Bill  proposes.  But 
the  noble  Lord  proposed  in  the  case  of 
Portugal  an  Act  of  Parliament  ezpresily 
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giving  (o  ibe  Crown  the  power  of  iHuing 
orden,  and  enabline:  the  Vice-Admiralty 
Courts  to  eserciie  those  powers.  At  a 
fubieqjent  period,  after  lomedifHcultiei  in 
reipect  to  the  fint  Bill,  the  Hauie  or  Lords 
acquiesced  in  what  was  propoied  by  the 
noble  Lord  ;  biit  the  case  or  (he  Brniils  is 
very  different  from  the  case  of  Poriugal. 
In  the  case  of  Portugal  there  was  no  such 
Treaty  M  in  thecateonhe  Braxils.  There 
was  an  engagement  on  the  part  of  Portug  il 
(hat  ihe  would  co-operste  wiih  you  ge- 
nerally in  the  supprcisiou  of  the  Slave 
Trade— that  she  would  past  q  law  prohi- 
biting lUe  Slave  Trsde^-lhaishe  would  give 
you  a  Right  of  Search  ;  snd  slie  eneaged 
to  do  various  (hingi  which  she  did  not 
do,  and  entered  into  various  stipulations 
which  ahe  did  not  perform,  and  Ihe  noble 
Lord  asked  for  Ihe  interference  of  Pai 


fflunication  with  the  Queen's  AdraeUe,  be 
and  the  other  highest  auihoritiet  in  thia 
country,  gave  usdeliberaiely  their  opinion, 
that,  under  that  Convention,  failing  the 
aftreemeot  and  consent  of  the  Braiila 
to  oiher  meaiures  for  the  suppression  of 
Ihe  Slave  Trade,  we  were  enlirely  au. 
thorized  in  continuing  to  exercise  the 
Right  of  Search  over  BrHKilisn  vessels. 
The  right  now  reverts  to  the  Crown  of 
acting  under  the  Convenlion  of  1826; 
and,  supported  by  the  adviue  to  which  I 
have  referred,  we  feel  il  to  be  our  duty  to 
abide  by  it,  in  to  far  as  to  give  to  tbe 
Admiralty  Courts  the  power  of  exercising 
the  rights  conferred  by  that  Convention. 
[  think  the  hon,  Gentleniiin  cannot  com- 
plain that  1  have  thrown  any  difEculiy  in 
the  way  of  the  production  of  all  the  Papers 
which,  contiilently  with  my  sense  of  pub- 


ment  lo  compel  Porlugal  to  do  that  which  |  lie  duty,  1  could  by  before  the  I 
the  British  Crown  had  required  of  her,  '  He  will  see  that,  in  (he  last  cora- 
but  which  she  refused  lo  da.  But  that  munication  we  mftde  to  the  Braailian 
•hm  K  tatut  MU.    Tbe  noble  Lord  ihoughl    Government,    there    is  an  expression    of 


Ihe  conduct  of  Portugal  justified  theCri 
first  in    making    the    most  urgent  diplo- 
';  remonitrancrs,  and,   those   failing. 


deep  regret  that  considerations  of  public 

ipel  us  to  propose  this  measure, 

irance  ihat  we  shall  have  the 


then    to   call   on    Parliament    to   compel    utmost  satisfaction  in  proposing  to  Parlia- 

Portugal  to  enter  into  her  engagement!.  '  ment  its  repeal,  if — influeneed  by  the  Act 

If  the  hon.  Gentleman   refera  to  the  pro- j  of  the   noble  Lord  in   1839— the  BratiU 

lest  of  my  noble  Friend,  he  will  see  that  :  shall  ruler  into  a  Treaty  with  ui.  not  for 

it  proceeded  upon  those  grounds  :  because  !  the  suppression  of  slavery,  not  for  inter. 

ihc  Constitution  of  this  country  and   tbe  t  ference  with  any  instiiutioos  in  the  BrairU, 

usual  practice  hsd  been   to  leave  it  to  the  |  but  for  the  purpose  of  giving  effect  to  the 

Sotereign,  acling  on   the  advice   of   H  '  '     '  "     '  ■"""       '"     " 

Ministers,  to  come  to  a   decision  up' 

qiiesiions  of  peace  and  war;  and  to 

into  execution  such  measures  and  lo  order 

such  operations  as  Her  Miniiters  proposed. 

My   noble  Friend  contended   that  in   the 

case  of  Portugal  it  was  a  ca»iM/i— that 

the  Crown  ought  to  have  proceeded  upon 

its  own  imperial   auihorily,  and   declared 

war   agnintl   Portugal   to   compel  her  to 

perform  her  engagements.     But  this  is  nut 

a  caws  belli,  it  is  a  catui  ftederu.    There 

are  alipulations   by  the   Brazil*  with  this 

country  expressly  declaring   that  currying  |  aubject.  The  hi 

on  theSleve  Trade  by  Brazilian  subjects    '^'  *■■'■ 

should  be  piracy  ;  we  thererore  do  not  ask 
Parliament  to  enable  us  to  declare  war 
against  the  Brazils.  We  are  content  under 
the  Convenlion,  after  taking  tlie  advice  of 
tbe  highest  authorities  in  thia  country, 
including  my  lamenred  Friend  Sir  W. 
Folleit,  whose  name  I  shall  never  mention 
without  a  feeling  of  respect  for  his  memory 
as  thatofamostdistinguiBlied  msn.  After 
tbe  beat  ranstdwttion,   ud   after  con> 


gagemenl  of  1826.  We  have 
upon  all  \  wailed  to  the  last ;  for  a  series  of  years  we 
'  have  implored  the  Brazils  to  substitute 
something  efficacious  in  lieu  of  this  tem- 
porary measure;  at  length  we  feel  driven 
to  the  necessity  of  interfering  ourselvea, 
to  enforce  the  exercise  of  our  right.  But, 
at  the  same  time,  while  we  intend  toexer- 
ciie  that  right  for  ourselves,  we  accom- 
pany (he  inttmaiiou  of  our  intention  with 
an  earnest  ezhoriarion  to  the  Brazils  to 
relieve  us  from  this  necessity,  by  entering 
iota  amicable  engagements  with  us  on  ihe 
n.  Member  for  Manchester 
that  this  measure  is  imperfect,  be 
cause  some  alterations  were  proposed  by 
me  in  Committee,  into  which  the  House 
went  pro  Jbrmd  the  other  night.  But 
what  was  the  alteration  that  was  then 
made?  It  was  simply  this :  —As  the  Mizet) 
Commission,  with  the  consent  of  the  two 
parties,  are  to  continue  their  operations 
for  six  moalhg,  in  order  to  preclude  any 
doubt  as  to  the  validity  of  their  decisions, 
a  claate  irat  inKried  giving  to  the  decl- 
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*ion>  of  that  Commisiion  alt  Ihe  force 
which  iheir  decreei  had  under  lh«  farmer 
ConveDlion.  Aa  the  period  for  which 
thai  Commiasioo  i«  to  tit,  is  continued  be- 
yoDd  the  term  tpecified  in  the  original 
Convention,  the  object  of  Ihatclause  was 
iiiertiv  to  solve  a  doubt  tvliich  might  have 
arisen  as  lo  the  validity  of  their  aubie- 
qiient  decrees.  I  alio  introduced  into 
Ibis  Bill  the  usual  clauses — similar  to  those 
contained  in  the  Portuguese  Act,  and  in 
every  other  meaiure  of  the  same  nature — 
enabling  the  Lords  of  the  Treasury  to 
award  to  vessels  which  succeed  in  cap- 
luring  slave-ships  a  proportion  of  prize- 
money.  These  clauses,  being  regarded  as 
money  clauses,  were  omitted  in  the  other 
House  of  Parliament:  and  it  became  my 
duty  lo  propose  their  insertion  in  the 
Committee  in  this  House.  I  think,  there- 
fore, that  the  hoo.  Gentleman's  charge, 
that  this  Bill  has  been  {;ot  up  with  such 
haste  as  to  render  considerable  alteration 
necessary,  is,  so  far  as  it  regards  the 
alterations  lo  which  I  have  referred,  alio- 
geiher  unfounded.  I  am  not  aware  that 
there  is  any  other  point  (o  which  it  is  ne- 
cc!^sary  for  me  to  refer.  The  coiteapon- 
dence  1  have  already  laid  on  Ihe  Table 
will  probably  uiford  aufiicient  explanation 
of  the  circumstances  under  which  the  Bill 
was  prepared.  I  ugain  repeat,  that  it  is 
with  reluctance  I  propose  ibis  Bill  ;  and  I 
Irunt  that  the  necessity  rif  continuing  it 
will  be  removed  by  the  voluntary  act  oT 
the  Brazils,  in  entering  into  a  Treaty  with 
us  simiUr  to  the  Treaties  we  have  con- 
cluded with  Spain  and  Portugal.  I  can 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  I  shall  bave 
much  greater  pteanure  in  recommending 
the  repeal  of  this  Bill,  than  I  now  have  in 
proposing  it  to  the  House.  The  negotia- 
tion ivith  the  Brazils — not  for  a  tariff,  btit 
for  a  commercial  treaty,  is  still  making 
progress  :  and  if  I  felt  that  any  good  ob- 
ject could  be  promoted,  or  the  success  of 
the  pending  negotiation  advanced,  by  Ihe 
further  production  of  Papers  and  instruc- 
tions, I  would  readily  consent  to  lay  Ihem 
before  the  House.  The  instructions  I  have 
alre.-.dy  produced  will,  I  thinti,  afford 
proof  that  I  have  been  desirous  to  lay 
upon  the  Table  such  inTormalion,  bearing, 
in  my  opinion,  immediately  upon  the  sub- 
ject, aa  I  could  do  consistently  with  my 
public  duly:  but  I  regret  that  I  cannoi 
consent  to  produce  the  instructions  issued 
to  Mr.  Ellis  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman dpposite. 

VOL.  LXXXIl.    {iX} 


Mr.  Hull  believed  that  if  this  Bill  were 
pasaed  its  effect  would  be,  in  the  course  of 
two  years,  to  destroy  all  commercial  inter- 
course between  this  country  and  the 
Brazils.  Although  this  measure  might,  to 
some  extent,  prevent  the  Brazilian  fl.ig 
from  affording  protection  to  the  Slave 
Trade,  he  believed  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
mistaken  if  they  lupposed  it  would  have 
the  effect  of  preventing  that  trade  from 
being  carried  on  to  the  same  extent  as  at 
present.  His  conviclion  was,  that  this 
measure  would  not  diminish  the  Slave 
Trade  ;  and  in  a  fruiileis  attempt  to  effect 
that  object  the  Government  were  sacri- 
Gcing  some  oT  the  best  interests  of  this 
country,  and  bringing  us  lo  the  very  verge 
of  war,  or,  at  least,  placing  us  in  circum- 
stances which  it  would  be  the  highest 
wisdom  to  avoid.  He  therefore  felf  it  hii 
daij  to  oppose  this  Bill. 

Viscount  Pabnertlon  :  As  I  cannot  con- 
cur  iu  the  views  of  many  hon.  Gentlemen 
near  me,  I  am  quite  prepared  to  give  Go- 
vernment my  support  as  to  the  Bill  now 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House; 
indeed,  I  have  no  other  course  to  pursue, 
having,  as  the  right  hon.  Baronet  hat  re- 
minded roe,  been  the  first  lo  suggest  that 
this  course  should  be  pursued.  Let  ua  see 
how  we  stand.  There  exists  a  Treaty,  con- 
cluded in  1826.  Now,  the  question  for  the 
House  to  consider  U,  ivliether  that  Treaty 
is  to  he  allowed  to  remain  a  dead  letter ;  and 
whether  all  that  was  to  be  accomplished 
under  it,  and  hy  it,  is  to  be  iiermiited  to 
remain  unfulfilled  ?  or  whether  thia  House 
is  to  take  such  measures  as  it  can,  in  order 
to  carry  it  into  practical  eiecntion  ?  Par- 
liament has  repeatedly  addressed  the  Ex- 
ecutive since  the  year  1814,  urging  the 
Crown  to  conclude  Treaties  with  Foreign 
Powers— poiu ting  out  the  object  of  these 
Treaties  to  be  the  suppresaioo  of  the  Slave 
Trade— and,  in  some  cases,  suggesting  the 
means  by  which  they  were  to  accomplish 
the  purposes  iu  view.  Now,  it  would  be 
utterly  diegraceful  to  the  country  if  Trea- 
ties so  concluded  were  allowed  to  be  vio- 
lated by  the  bud  faith  of  the  Governments 
with  whom  they  were  contracted.  I  am 
sorry.  Sir,  to  say,  that  it  is  impossible  to 
state  in  exaggerated  terms  the  Just  accu- 
sation against  the  Draiils,  of  bad  faith  as  to 
the  Conventions  agreed  to  by  it,  respect- 
ing the  Slave  Trade.  It  is  true,  that  the 
Government  of  which  I  was  a  Member  did, 
during  the  ten  years  we  vrere  in  office, 
■■fgC)  f^B^  "■^^f  f^ar,  by  every  possible 
argument,  the  CoverDment  of  tbeBnuils  to 
2H 
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fulfil  the  engagements  by  which  tbey  were 
bound.  But  ^1  our  iDducemeDta — all  our 
arguments — all  our  persuasions,  were  ut- 
terly fruitlesa;  and  whenever  the  subject 
of  the  Slave  Trade  has  been  discussed 
here,  the  notoriously  bad  faith  of  the  Bra- 
zilian GoTernmeDt  has  been  on  all  hands 
admitted  and  deplored.  Therefore,  the 
question  is,  are  they  to  be  permitted  to 
carry  on  their  Slave  Trade  with  perfect 
impunity  ?  or  are  you  to  take,  in  order  to 
prevent  them,  the  only  means  which  the 
Treatiei  you  have  passed,  place  within 
your  power?  Considering  the  matter  in 
this  light,  I  am  prepared  to  share  in  any 
responaibility  which,  as  an  individual 
Member  of  Parliament,  may  accrue  lo  me, 
in  giving  my  support  to  this  measure. 
At  the  same  time,  1  must  admit  that  there 
is  some  force  in  the  observations  of  my 
bon.  Friend  (Mr.  M.  Gibson),  that  if  the 
Government  had  not  token  that  injudicious 
course  which  they  have  thought  it  right  to 
pursue,  with  respect  to  the  Government  of 
the  Brazils,  as  to  the  Sugar  Duties,  I 
think  it  is  very  posiible  that  we  should  not 
be  placed  in  the  situation  in  which  we  now 
find  ourselves ;  because.  Sir,  it  is  certainly 
true,  that  that  course  was  calculated  to 
produce  a  greet  deal  of  unnecessary  irrita- 
tion in  the  Brazils — irritation  which  may 
have  led  the  Government  of  that  country 
to  put  an  end  to  the  Treaty  of  1817.  The 
argument  of  my  lion.  Friend  the  Meniber 
for  Manchester,  however,  that  you  cannot 
expect  Brazil  to  submit  to  what  we  now 
propose  to  do,  because  England  would  not 
submit,  were  any  Foreign  Power  to  as- 
sume the  right  of  exercising  on  our  coasts 
that  sort  of  inspection  and  police,  which 
we  propose  to  establish  on  those  of  Brazil 
' — I  say.  Sir,  this  argument  does  not  ap- 
pear to  have  much  weight;  and  for  this 
reason — the  Government  of  the  Brazils  Is 
bound  by  Treaty  to  submit ;  and  I  hope 
and  trust,  that  were  we  so  bound,  we 
should  also  submit.  Indeed,  1  am  con- 
vinced we  should;  for  I  have  such  an 
opinion  of  the  honour  of  this  country,  that 
I  know  we  should  submit  to  any  incon- 
venience, however  galling  to  the  national 
pride,  were  we  bound  by  stipulation  to  do 
so.  Therefore,  in  asking  Brazil  to  fulfil 
her  engagements,  we  are  ouly  urging  what 
we  ourselves  would  consent  to  do,  under 
converge  circumstances.  I  fear,  however, 
at  ihe  same  time,  that  what  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oateshend  anticipates,  in  re- 
gard to  the  effect  of  the  Treaty,  may,  in  a 
great  degree,  tnke  plncei     I  ani  very  much 
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ve  shall  find  the  result  of  this  will 
to  put  an  end  to  the  Slave  Trade 
of  the  Brazils,  but  to  drive  it  to  lake  shel- 
ter under  some  other  flag.  It  is  quite 
clear,  that  if  the  Right  of  Search  be  given 
up  with  France,  and  If  it  do  not  exist  with 
America,  that  the  Slave  Trade  to  Brazil 
will  be  carried  on  under  the  flags  of 
Prnnce  and  of  the  United  Slates.  Never- 
theless, it  is,  perhaps,  a  point  gained  to 
drive  it  out  from  under  the  flag  of  Brazil, 
if  such  should  he  the  effect  of  the  Treaty. 
It  seems  to  me,  however,  that  a  remark  of 
the  bon.  Member  for  Manchester  was  not 
understood  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  as 
it  was  not  adverted  to  by  him,  while  be 
answered  an  observation  which  my  hon. 
Friend  did  not  make.  I  understood  niy 
hon.  Friend  to  have  put  a  particular  ques- 
tion ;  and  if  be  did  not,  I  beg  to  put  it 
myself.  The  Treaty  with  the  Brazils 
says,  that  the  subjects  of  Brazil  who  may, 
directly  or  indirectly,  be  concerned  in  car- 
rying on  the  Slave  Trade,  shall  he  deemed 
as  pirates  ;  while  the  Bill  before  us  merely 
applies  to  ships,  not  to  subjects:  and,  if 
I  understood  my  hon.  Friend,  he  alluded 
to  this  discrepancy,  and  expressed  a  wish 
to  know  what  were  the  grounds  on  which 
Government,  proposing  as  it  does  to  carry 
out  the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty,  intro- 
duced  a  measure  different  from  that  which 
these  stipulations  would  allow  them  to 
propose.  It  appears  to  me,  that  the  Bill 
falls  short  of  what  the  Treaty  would  Jus- 
tify. Government,  in  acting  under  the 
Treaty,  mi;^ht  deal  with  the  subjects  of 
Brazil,  whilst  the  Bill  is  limited  to  deal- 
ing with  ships  and  cargoes;  and  it  may 
be  remarked,  that  the  confiscation  of  ves- 
sels and  goods  must  be  incidental  to  (he 
crime  of  piracy  committed  by  the  owners 
of  the  one,  and  the  navigatorsof  theother ; 
and,  therefore,  surely  you  are  as  much 
justified  in  punishing  the  latter,  as  in  ex- 
tending the  consequence  of  their  crimet  o 
matters  contingent  on  the  offence.  Sir,  I 
with  to  lake  this  opportunity  of  recalling 
to  the  attention  of  Government  one  or  two 
points  which  I  more  than  once  endeavoured 
to  impress  upon  their  notice,  and  which  I 
hope  will  receive  their  attention  during 
the  recess.  I  would  advert  for  a  moment 
to  the  Slave  Trade  carried  on  upon  the 
coast  of  Muscat.  I  adverted  some  few  days 
ago  to  a  Treaty  signed  by  an  officer  of  the 
trench  Government,  which  seems  to  me 
calculated  to  lead  to  a  renewal  of  the  SUve 
Trade  from  Zanzibar  lo  the  Isle  of  Bourbon. 
Since  then.  1  sec  that  the  Due  de  Broglie, 
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in  the  Franch  Chamber,  has  stated  that 
the  Tmly  did  appear  b>  contaia  some 
■tipuIatioDs  liahle  to  that  accuaation;  and 
OD  that  ground,  some  (if  these  clauses 
were  not  ratified,  fiut  if  anybody  will 
look  to  the  Treaty  which  has  be«n  publish- 
ed to-day  in  the  Anti-Slavery  Reporter, 
it  will  be  erident  that  it  ie  hardly  possible 
to  ratify  any  portion  of  the  Treaty  with- 
out  teadioff  to  the  encouragement  of  the 
Slave  iTttSe,  and  particularly  of  the  iaod 
Slave  Trade,  on  theeastern  coast  of  Africa. 
For  if  you  engage  or  hire  i>er«ons  who  are 
in  a  state  of  slavery  such  asexiiitB  in  Zan- 
zibar—  if  you  hire  and  carry  them  to 
another  country,  their  places  must  be  sup- 
plied, and  will  be  supplied,  by  means  of 
the  internal  Slave  Trade  of  the  country ; 
and,  therefore,  I  do  hope  that  tbe  Go. 
vernment  will  make  those  friendly  repre- 
sentations to  the  Government  of  France 
which  they  are  undoubtedly  entitled  to 
make,  in  order  to  urge  the  latter  Cabinet 
to  consider  whether  this  Treaty,  if  acted 
upon,  will  not  bare  the  efiect  of  encou- 
raging those  abominatioDs  of  tbe  Slave 
Trade  which  France — in  common  with 
erery  other  civilized  nation— must  wish 
to  eee  abolished.  J  think,  however,  that 
our  GoTernroeot  ought  to  come  to  the 
coDgideratioD  of  tbe  matter  with  clean 
bands ;  and  I  should  recommend  them  to 
reconsider  tbe  orders  issued  by  the  Go- 
rernor  of  the  Mauritius,  giving  sanction 
to  similar  proceediogs  for  tbe  supply  of 
labuureri  in  that  Colony.  There  is  cer- 
tainly this  distinction  between  the  two 
cas«s — slavery  does  not  exist  in  the  Mau- 
ritius,  and,  therefore,  you  can  take  care 
that  the  negroes  brought  thither  shall  be 
secured  in  the  condition  of  free  men;  while 
ilavery  docs  exist  in  Bourbon,  and  labour- 
ers imported  there,necessaTily  sink  into  ihe 
condition  of  slaves.  But  if  the  supply  of 
labourers  to  Bourbon,  give  encouragement 
to  the  trade  in  Africa — a  trade  attended 
with  so  much  cruelty — might  not  Govern- 
ment urge  upon  the  Imaum  of  Muscat 
somcnrrangeoient  to  mitigate  those  hor- 
rors, of  which  the  other  night  I  read  a  de- 
scription, taken  from  that  part  of  Sir 
Powell  Buxton's  work  on  the  transport  of 
negroes  from  San  Sebastian  to  Zanzibar  ? 
I  am  sure  that  if  Government  were  to  ex- 
press a  strong  feeling  to  the  Imaum,  much 
good  might  be  done.  Sir,  I  do  trust  that 
Government  will  not  agree  to  permit  the 
Governors  of  Cuba  and  Surinam  losend  to 
Coventry  our  Consuls  and  Slave  Trade 
Conmisaioners  in  ihoM  countries.     I  maf 


{JuLT  24}  (rfte  Brazih).  1069 

ask,  too,  whether  the  Governors  of  Cuba 
and  of  Surinam  have  been  compelled  by  our 
nent  to  receive  the  communications 
which  our  Consuls  and  Commissioners  are 
ordered  by  those  who  have  sent  them  out, 
to  make? 

Sir  R.  Peel :  We  have  made  repreaen- 
tatioDs  to  Spain  upon  the  subject,  insisting 
upon  tbe  right  of  our  Consuls  and  Com- 
missioners to  be  heard. 

Viscount  PalmtTitOA:  I  am  only  put- 
ting the  right  hon.  Baronet  in  mind  of  the 
matter,  as,  amid  the  multiplicity  of  affairs 
to  be  attended  to  by  a  Government,  it 
might  be  left  to  pass  unnoticed.  I  know 
that  tbe  Governor  of  Surinam  did  not  go 
so  far  as  the  Governor  of  Cuba.  He  look 
no  notice  of  the  representations  of  our 
agents,  and  in  the  whole  year  1844  no 
answer  has  been  received  from  him  to  any 
of  their  application!.  I  am  sure,  then, 
that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  will  feel  that 
our  officers  are,  both  in  Cuba  and  Surinam, 
in  a  position  ^uite  inconsistent  with  due 
respect  for  the  Government  which  they 
represent.  There  is  another  point  I  wish 
to  mention,  relative  to  those  negroes  con- 
veyed into  Surinam.  Those  negroes  have 
been  so  carried  away  against  tbe  law  of 
England.  The  consequence  was  that 
they  became  forfeited  to  the  Crown,  and 
the  result  of  that  forfeiture  was  their  free- 
dom. Such  being  the  case,  then,  I  say 
that  no  Foreign  Power  can  have  a  right  to 
retain  British  subjects  in  a  ttiite  of  slavery, 
unless  they  have  some  legal  right  on  which 
to  ground  that  act  of  theirs.  But  in  this 
case,  the  subjects  of  Spain  and  of  Holland, 
who  purchased  those  slaves,  purchased 
them  illegally ;  and  I  do  hold  that  these 
British  subjects  are  entitled  to  be  rescued 
from  the  state  of  bondage  in  which  they 
are  now  held,  by  the  interference  of  the 
British  Government.  I  hope  the  subject 
may  receive  the  fullest  and  most  liberal 
conaidcratiou  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown,  and  if  they  feel  that  the  Dutch  and 
Spanish  Oovernmenis  have  not  an  unques- 
tionable right  to  retain  these  negroes  in 
bondage,  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  feel  that,  not  undnr  any  particular 
law,  but  under  the  general  international 
rights  of  countries,  they  will  be  enabled 
to  demand  that  these  British  subjects 
aball  be  set  at  liberty.  Then  there  are 
the  Emancipados.  No  progress  has  been 
made  in  givin:;  them  that  freedom  which 
by  Treaty,  and  tbe  decree  of  the  Mixed 
Commission,  they  aic  entitled  to.  VVIien 
General  Valdei  was  in  Cuba,  from  l.aOQ 
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to  1,400  were  set  free.  There  remaiaed 
slavee.  some  2,000  or  3,000.  It  was  then 
stated,  iliat  to  liberate  them  all  would  be 
productive  of  jnconrenieDee  to  the  Colony. 
Tlie  excuse  was  quite  futile ;  but  so  long 
88  the  Cuba  authorities  went  on  increasiiig 
the  number  of  those  to  whom  were  granted 
certificates  of  freedom,  tbereappeared  little 
reason  why  the  GoTernmcDt  of  this  coun- 
try should  press  the  matter.  This  progress 
has,  now,  hoiverer,  been  stayed.  General 
O'Donnell  has  ceased  to  grant  these  certi- 
ficates of  freedom  ;  and  seeing  that  such  is 
the  case,  I  hope  that  the  Governmetit  will 
insist  upon  the  virtual  freedom  of  these 
nominally  emancipated  slaves.  There  is 
another  point  on  which  I  am  anxious, to: 
touch— namely,  the  case  of  those  negrpeS' 
introduced  into  Cuba  in  violation  of  Span- 
isb  law.  It  was  on  that  question  that  the 
late  Government  proposed  to  that  of  Spain 
a  ConrentioD,  giving  a  Mixed  Commission 
Court  power  to  inquire  into  the  matter. 
The  Spanish  Government  objected, .  and 
OUT  Government  acquiesced  in  the  objec- 
tion. I  think  that  their  doing  so  was  un- 
fortunate. We  have,  by  Treaty,  the  right 
to  demand  that  these  negroes  should  be 
admitted  to  the  freedom  to  which  they 
are  entitled.  At  all  events,  we  are  bound 
to  press  the  point,  that  all  negroes  hence- 
forward imported  into  Cuba  should  be 
free;  and  I  am  sure  that  if. the  point 
were  pressed  on  Spain,  it  would  go  fur- 
ther than  anything  else  to  bring  it  to  a 
faithful  execution  of  the  Treaty  as  it 
stands.  I  repeat,  that  lu  my  opinion,  some 
such  arrangement  might  be  made.  Sir, 
I  hope  that  the  Slave-Trade  Papers  of 
next  year  may  justify,  more  than  the 
Papers  of  (his  year,  the  expectations  held 
out  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head 
of  the  Government  that  we  should  find 
satisfactory  proof  of  the  activity  and  en- 
ergy of  the  Ministry  upon  the  subject. 
When  they  talk  of  the  Slave  Trade,  they 
say  everything  which  a  nian  can  desire ; 
but  when  we  look  to  what  they  hare  done, 
I  am  sorry  to  say  that  tfaejr  acts  fall  very 
far  short  of  their  promises.  And  as  people 
liave  nometimes  the  habit  of  judging  men 
by  what  they  do  rather  then  by  what  they 
say,  I  am  afraid,  as  the  matter  now  stands, 
that  it  is  imjiossihle  to  give  them  much 
credit  for  any  active  zeal  in  furthering  an 
object  so  dear  to  every  good  and  every  rea- 
sonable man,  I  hope,  however,  that  the 
points  which  I  have  urged,  will  not  escape 
their  attention  ;  and  I  may  be  also  per- 
mitted to  express  a  hope  that  next  year 
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we  shall  have  the  Returnwhich  last  year  1 
moved  for ;  so  that  we  may  have  some  bet- 
ter grounds  to  go  upoji,  as  we  shall  have 
when  we  know  how  many  negroes  are  im- 
ported from  time  to  time  into  America. 
May  I  hope  that  the  industry  of  the  Fo- 
reign Office  shall  be  put  in  motion,  and 
that  a  Return  moved  for  in  July,  1844, 
may  be  presented  in  February,  1846? 

Sir  Robert  Peel  was  understood  to  say, 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  could  point  out  tfae 
way  in  which  the  Returns  could  be  made 
up,  he  would  request  Mr.  Mandeville  (at 
we  understood)  to  use  every  exertion  to 
supply  the  informalion.  He'coold  assure 
the  noble  Lord  that  he  hoped  it  would  be 
forthcoming,  and  he  thought  that  Mr. 
;Mandeville,  whose  diligence  and  ability 
the  noble-Lord  was  well  acquainted  with, 
would  he  able  to  satisfy  him  that  it  was 
not  from  inadvertency  or  negligence  th^t 
the  delay  in  ibe  prnduction  of  the  Returns 
had  arisen. 

Mr.  Gibion  wished  to  explain.  What 
he  meant  to  have  said,  and  which  seemed 
to  be  understood,  was,  that  the  Executive 
in  Brazil  having  declared  traffic  in  slavei 
piracy,  but  there  being  no  law  there  to 
that  effect,  it  was  questionable  whether 
we  could  carry  into  effect  in  English 
courts  such  a  law  against  Brazilian  sub- 
jects. 

House  resolved  itself  into  Conmiltee 
00  the  Bill. 

On  the  1st  Clause, 

Captain  Peckell  said,  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  be  unmindful  of 
the  officers  who  had  done  such  important 
services  in  the  Slave  Trade.  Lieutenant 
Wilson,  of  the  Wasp,  had  been  on  a  raft 
for  twenty-one  days,  and  he  endured  such 
suiTerings,  that  he  (Captain  Pechell)  coa- 
sidered  him  worthy  of  the  highest  reward. 
Six  only  out  of  thirteen  escaped. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  lliere  really  must  be 
a  limit  to  the  recommendations  of  promo- 
tions in  that  House.  He  had  undertaken 
that  in  ihe  case  of  the  very  gallant  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Robertson,  a  promotion 
should  take  place.  Bui  he  should  re- 
commend that,  as  a  rule,  the  question  of 
promotion  should  be  left  lo  the  deciiioo 
of  the  Crown. 

Sir  G.  Cockburn  said,  there  was  a  clear 
distinction  between  the  two  cases  cited. 
The  promotion  ofone  was  for  an  act  of 
extreme  valour,  which,  if  it  had  been 
imitated,  the  disasters  which  had  leken 
place  might   not    have   occurred.     The 
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other  wai  the  case  of  an  officer  wbo,  by 
ao  accideat  of  the  elements,  was  placed 
in  great  peril.  No  doubt  he  deserved 
credit,  and  his  case  in  all  its  bearings 
would  be  considered  by  the  Admirali;  ; 
but  it  wa«  quiie  distinct  from  the  former. 

Mr.  Hawes  was  anxious  to  know  nhe- 
ther  the  Government  had  any  objection 
10  produce  the  ioatructions  given  to  Mr. 
Ellii.  The  right  hon.  Oentleman  was 
justilied  in  proposing  this  Bill ;  but  it 
was  in  coosequence  of  the  failure  of  the 
oegotiations  it  became  necessary.  It  was 
iroporlRDt  to  know,  then,  what  the  in- 
stiucttons  were  which  led  to  the  first  rup- 
ture. Those  who  were  better  informed 
than  he  was,  anticipated  a  Mill  greater 
alienation  of  the  Brazilian  Ooveroment, 
in  consequence  of  the  present  proposal. 
Parliament  had,  therefore,  a  right  to  know 
the  origin  of  the  evil. 

Sir  B,  Peel  said,  the  House  had  always 
that  degree  of  confidence  in  the  Minister, 
as  not  to  press  for  ihe  production  of  doc- 
uments which  he  pledged  himself  could 
not  be  given  without  detriment  to  the 
public  service.  He  did  not  think  these 
iustnictions  had  any  immediate  bearing 
on  the  present  policy  of  this  country, 
and  he  assured  the  hon.  Gentleman  their 
production  would  not  increase  the  pros- 
pect of  a  successful  termination  of  the 
tiegotialioDs  for  a  commercial  Treaty. 
If  the  ban.  Member  looked  to  the  Papers 
before  the  House,  he  would  aee,  that  long 
before  the  mission  of  Mr.  Ellis,  every  ef- 
fort was  exhausted  to  bring  about  an 
amicable  negotiation  on  the  subject  of  the 
Right  of  Search.  So  far  back  as  1835, 
an  application  with  this  view  was  refused. 
In  1840,  a  new  proposition  was  made, 
but  with  a  similar  result.  In  1841,  also, 
when  the  Slave  Trade  was  extensively 
carried  on,  Brazil  refused  to  take  any 
steps  in  conjunction  with  this  country  for 
putting  a  stop  to  it, 

Mr.  G^son  said,  that  in  1841,  when 
the  negotiatJona  were  pending,  they  were 
brought  to  a  sudden  termination  by  the 
passing  of  the  Resolution  of  the  noble 
Member  for  Liverpool,  which  displaced 
the  late  Government.  The  House  had 
B  right  to  know  whet  were  the  instruc- 
tions which  led  to  the  alienation  of  Bra- 
itl.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  asked  the 
House  to  put  confidence  in  him.  He 
did  place  confidence  in  the  right  hon. 
Oeotlemaa,  but  not  so  far  as  to  couent 
to  legislate  in  the  dark. 


Viscount  Palmertton:  The  memory  of 
ly  lioQ.  Friend  must  be  shorter  than  I 
could  have  supposed,  for  the  substance  of 
the  instructions  to  Mr.  Ellis  were  staled 
at  the  lime.  I  think,  what  was  stated 
was,  thst  it  was  intended  to  propose  to 
the  Brazils,  some  law  which,  by  internal 
operation,  should  modify  the  condition 
of  slavery.  There  was  proposed  by  Mr. 
Ellis  as  a  sine  qua  non,  some  law  ap- 
plicable to  the  condilion  of  slavery,  and 
the  Brazils  began  by  a  condition  tine 
qua  Ron,  inadmissible  by  any  negoci- 
ator  for  this  country ;  and,  therefore, 
Mr.  Ellis  never  found  himself  in  a  sit- 
uation which  wobid  enable  him  to  stale 
ofiiciallyihe  condition  which  we  wished  to 
impose.  Moat  unquestionably  1  always 
considered  such  a  condition  a  very  inju- 
dicious slep  on  the  part  of  our  Govern- 
ment. We  were  perfectly  entitled  to 
press  measures  which  would  cause  ihem 
to  fulfil  their  engagements  to  put  an  end 
to  ihe  Slave  Trade;  but  we  hid  no  Treaty 
rights  to  stand  on  which  would  justify  us 
in  calling  for  internal  regulations  as  to 
the  condition  of  slavery.  It  must  be 
obvious  to  every  one  that  we  were  taking 
the  bull  by  the  horns — that  ive  were  ask- 
ing what  it  was  not  in  the  least  likely  we 
could, byany  possibility,  obtain — and  that 
when  we  made  the  passing  of  a  law  as  to 
slavery,  the  condition  of  our  admission  of 
their  sugar,  we  were  opposing  an  obsta- 
cle which  it  was  impossible  to  overcome. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  Claused,  which  provides  that  vessels 
engaged  in  the  SlaveTrade,  contrary  to 
Convention,  should  be  tried  by  Courts  of 
Admiralty, 

Sir  Thomat  Wilde  said,  it  must  be  borne 
in  mind  thatihisclausesubjectedlhosewho 
belonged  to  another  State  to  trial  by  our 
law.  Now,  in  the  first  place  it  must  be 
observed  that  the  mere  agreement  between 
Ihe  Brazils  and  this  country  to  pass  a 
Treaty  declaring  ibe- Slave  trade  piracy, 
could  not  be  brought  into  operation 
against  the  subjects  of  the  Brazils,  unless 
a  law  was  passed  there  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  it  efiect,  no  more  than  the  mere  de- 
clsration  of  the  Minister  could  apply  to 
onr  subjects,  unless  the  Legislature  carried 
it  into  operation  by  a  special  Act.  When 
that  Treaty  was  made,  a  particular  juris- 
diction, called  the  Mixed  Commission, 
was  created,  to  try  the  question  as  lo  the 
forfeiture  of  vessels  aciiag  in  contraven- 
tioD  of  it;    and  the   British   Legislature 
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patted  an  Act  reairicling  the  juriidiclion 
of  the  Courli  of  Admirally,  wilh  tetpect 
to  luch  caaet  as  were  likely  to  come  before 
the  Mixed  Commitiion,  Whether  the 
Count  of  Admiralty  would  or  would  ooi 
hate  had  Juriadiclion  he  should  not  stop 
to  inquire;  but  it  teemed  to  be  assumed 
that  ihey  would  havu  had  such  juritdic- 
tioD,  by  the  restraint  imposed  by  the  Act. 
The  present  Act,  however,  gave  them  es- 
prcsi  Juriadiction.  The  First  Cliuie  de- 
clares that  the  subjects  of  the  Emperor 
of  the  Brazilt,  if  found  engaged  in  the 
Slave  Trade,  should  be  deemed  guilty  of 
piracy;  and  then  by  ihisclause  it  was  de- 
clared that  the  CourlB  of  Admiralty  should 
have  jurisdiction  over  any  vessels  engaged 
in  the  Slave  Trade  in  contraveuiion  of  the 
Convention  of  1826.  Now,  he  could  very 
well  understand  that  as  a  general  principle 
both  countries  should  agree  that  the  sub- 
jects of  each  engaged  in  the  Slave  Tiade 
should  be  guilty  of  piracy;  but  the  ques- 
tion was,  could  ihey  go  so  far  as  this  Bill 
aitempled,  and  declare  that  foreign  sub- 
jects- 

"  Shall  be  tried  by  ilie  like  tales  and  regu- 
lations sa  are  contained  in  any  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment now  in  force  in  relation  to  the  suppres- 
sion of  ihe  Stave  Trade  by  British  owned 

Would  it  not  be  better  to  say  that  they 
should  be  proceeded  against  at  pirates? 
With  respect  to  ihe  negroes  alluded  to  by 
his  noble  Friend  (Viscount  Palmerston), 
perhaps  he  might  be  allowed  lo  suggest 
a  difficulty  as  to  their  position,  which 
struck  him  forcibly.  At  the  lime  these 
negroei  were  transported  there  was  a  pro- 
perty in  them  recognised  by  the  law  of 
England.  Now,  tup  posing  they  were 
goods,  and  that  you  prohibited  their  ex- 
portation, would  you,  becauie  their  trans- 
fer was  a  forfeiture  in  your  own  subjects, 
be  juttified  in  saying  to  a  foreigner  who  had 
fairly  purchated  them,  "  We  demand 
these  goodt  because  a  British  subject  i|. 
legally  exported  them?"  The  Crown 
could  acquire  do  title  to  them  eicept  by 
record;  but  the  judgment  once  obtained, 
it  referred  back  lo  the  Act  of  Forfeiture. 
If  the  goods  could  be  seized  before  the 
new  title  of  the  foreigner  intervened,  we 
might  claim  them ;  but,  as  it  was,  the 
question  required  great  contideration. 

The  Attorney  General  was  sure  the 
House  must  feel  ereatly  indebted  to  his 
hoo.  and  learned  Friend  for  the  valuable 
>USS^''<(>'>B  which  he  bad  thrown  out.  As 


he  was  particularly  aniious  that  bis  hon. 
and  learned  Friend's  opinions  should  not 
be  misrepresented,  he  begged  to  ask  him 
whether  he  correctly  understood  the  pro- 
position which  his  hon.  Friend  hod  laid 
down?  If  he  understood  him  correcdv, 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  denied  the 
power  of  the  Btaiilisn  Government  lo 
enter  into  a  Treaty  wilh  this  counliy,  by 
which  the  dealing  in  slaves  should  be  de- 
clared piracy.  [Sir  T.  Wilde:  No,  no!] 
His  hon,  and  learned  Friend  then  ad- 
milted  that  the  Brazilians  had  the  right 
to  enter  into  such  a  Treaty.  In  llj26,  the 
Brazilians  adopted  all  the  slipulaiioos  of 
the  Treaty  with  Portugal  of  1817,  which 
embodied  all  the  stipulations  respecting 
the  Mixed  Commission,  and  in  which  it 
was  declared  that  dealing  in  slaves  on  the 
part  of  the  subjects  of  either  State,  wiihio 
three  years  of  the  ratification  of  the  Trea- 
ty, should  be  piracy.  In  consequence  of 
the  adoption  of  the  Treaty,  the  Mixed 
Commission  Court  was  a  necessary  part  of 
the  stipulations,  and  the  7th  and  8th  of 
George  IV.  was  passed,  lo  March,  1845, 
the  stipulslions  of  the  Treaties  with  the 
Brazils,  with  reipect  to  the  Mixed  Com- 
missioo  and  other  matters,  ended.  It  was 
admitted  that  the  Brazilians  passed  no  law 
for  the  abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade  :  but 
he  contended  that  the  whole  of  the  Trea- 
ty, declaring  it  lo  be  piracy,  was  equi- 
valent lo  the  abolition  of  the  Stave  Trade 
by  that  country.  The  question  was,  whe- 
ther, in  consequence  of  this  Article  in  th« 
Convention,  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Admi- 
ralty and  Admiralty  Courts  still  existed. 
He  had  no  doubt  on  the  subject ;  hut  it 
appeared  that  doubli  were  entertained 
The  question,  Iben,  wai  as  to  the  mode 
this  matter  should  be  dealt  wilh.  Ha 
knew  no  other  mode  in  which  they  could 
treat  the  subject  than  to  regard  it  as 
piracy,  and  then,  inasmuch  as  parties 
guilty  of  piracy  were  liable,  by  the  law  of 
nations,  at  enemies  of  mankind,  to  the 
most  severe  punishraeol,  they  should  be 
dealt  with  accordingly.  As  the  Miisd 
Commission  would  expire,  it  became  ne- 
cessary lo  retire  .the  jurisdiction  of  Ihe 
Courts  of  Admiralty,  and  powers  mutt  be 
given  to  them  accordingly ;  therefore,  he 
considered  that  the  Hnt  part  of  tba  clause 
was  essential  and  oecetsary.  The  lirsl 
part  of  the  clause  enacted— 

Tl)al  it  shall  be  lawful  for  Her  Majesty's 
High  Court  of  Admiralty,  and  any  Conn  of 
Vice- Admiralty,  within  Uer  Majesty's  dontin- 
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ioni,  to  lake  cogDiiaDC«  of  and  adjudicate  inj 
vessel  carryiogOD  the  Ardcaii  Slave  Trade  in 
conlraveotion  of  the  said  Conventioo  of  the 
23rd  day  of  November,  1826,  and  detained 
and  seited  on  thai  account  subsequently  to  Ihe 
said  i:)tli  da;  of  March,  by  any  person  or 
persons  in  the  service  of  Her  Majesty,  under 
any  order  or  authority  of  the  liord  High  Ad- 
miral, or  of  lbs  Commissioners  for  executing 
the  office  of  Lord  High  Admiral,  or  of  one  of 
Her  Majeily's  Secretaries  of  Staie,  and  Ihe 
slaves  and  cargo  found  tbeicia." 
He  thought,  with  aubniission  to  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend,  that  it  would  be  better 
to  give  this  potver  under  tiie  Article  of  the 
Convention,  instead  of  saying  that  engag- 
ing in  the  Slave  Trade  must  be  treated  as 
piracy.  It  would  be  better  to  refer  to 
the  Article  of  the  Convention,  than  to  a 
course  which  might  imply  an  erroneous  in- 
terpretation of  it.  The  clause  then  went 
on — 

"In  like  manner,  and  Dnder  the  like  rules 
and  retfulalions  as  are  contained  in  any  Act 
of  Pailiameni  now  in  force,  in  relation  to  ihe 
suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  by  British 
owned  ships,  as  fully,  to  all  intents  and  pur- 
poses, as  if  such  Acts  were  re-enacted  in  ihis 
Act,  as  to  such  TesseL,  and  to  such  High 
Court  of  Admiralty,  or  Courts  of  Vice-Admi- 
rally," 

He  admitted,  thmt  he  thought  that  thii  part 
of  the  clause  deserved  very  serious  consid- 
eration, as  to  how  far  they  might  carry  out 
the  provision  by  this  stipulation.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  he  could  not  justify 
it;  on  the  contrary,  he  believed  that  he 
could  ;  and  he  certainly  could  not  abandon 
the  latter  part  of  the  clause  without  serious 
consideration.  He  had  heard  the  objec- 
tions of  bis  hon.  and  learned  Friend  for 
the  first  time;  and  be  admitted  that  ihey 
involved  matters  worthy  of  consideration. 
Did  he  understand  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  meant  to  say,  that  there  was  great 
danger  in  adopting  the  clause  as  it  stood  ? 
He  thought  that  it  would  be  better  to 
leave  the  Direction  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  for  further  consideration  at  afuture 
stage  of  the  Bill;  but  he  was  not  at  once 
prepared  to  adopt  his  views. 

Sir  T.  Wilde  wished  shortly  to  explain. 
Suppose  that  this  country  made  a  Treaty 
with  the  Executive  Government  of  a 
foreign  nation,  and  in  which  there  was  an 
Article  declaring  that  to  be  piracy  which 
was  not  so  by  the  law  of  nations — for  some 
civilized  nations  had  regarded  the  Slave 
Trade  as  legitimate  commerce  —  suppose 
that  Executive  Government  had  no  powers 
from  its  Legislature  to  punish  such  act  as 
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piracy,  could  that  Government  enforce  the 
stipulation  in  the  Treaty  ?  If  the  Execu- 
tive Government  pois^sed  the  power  of 
making  criminal  laws,  there  the  case  ended. 
The  Minister  who  made  the  Treaty  must 
be  assured  that  he  could  get  the  Legislature 
to  mate  a  law  to  carry  out  this  stipulation, 
or  in  other  respects  it  was  a  dead  letter.  ' 
If  a  country  could  not  maintain  the  pro- 
visions of  such  a  Treaty  against  its  own 
subjects,  how  could  it  do  so  against  the 
subjects  of  another  Powers  Was  it  meant 
to  say  that  this  country  had  greater  power 
and  authority  over  Brazilian  subjects,  than 
over  British  subjects?  There  might  be 
countries  where  the  executive  and  legisla- 
tive powers  were  united  in  the  same  body  ; 
but  this  was  not  the  case  with  respect 
either  to  the  Brazils  or  this  country.  He 
apprehended  that  two  Executive  Govern- 
ments had  no  power  to  make  that  a  crime 
which  was  not  acknowledged  to  be  so,  fay 
the  respective  LecisUtures  of  those  two 
countries.  There^re,  any  agreement  be- 
tween two  nations  did  not  constitute  an 
offence  piracy,  without  the  legislative  au- 
thority of  each.  Were  there  any  other 
Btipulations  in  the  Treaties  than  the  Con- 
vention alluded  to,  to  give  this  power  of 
confiscating  slave  ships,  and  prosecuting  the 
parties  aa  having  been  guilty  of  piracy  ? 
He  understood,  that  because  the  Brazilian 
Government  had  put  an  end  to  the  Mixed 
Commission,  that  this  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced ;  but  he  would  say,  take  care  that  its 
provisions  were  confined  within  the  bounds 
of  the  existing  Treaties.  He  would  sug- 
gest, if  there  were  other  powers  or  atipuu- 
tions  on  this  subject,  that  they  should  be 
looked  to  most  attentively,  as  the  subject 
was  of  great  imporUnce.  RecoUeet  that 
this  clause  applied  an  interpretation  and  a 
law  to  piracy,  which  was  not  applicaUe  by 
the  law  of  nations.  They  might  punish 
their  own  autrjects  as  pirates  br  any  offence 
they  pleased ;  but  could  they  pass  a  law  to 
punish  as  jnrates  the  subject  of  another 
natioQ,  for  committing  such  an  act  against 
the  subjects  of  a  third  natioD  i  They  had 
no  more  right  to  make  a  law  binding  on 
the  subjects  of  Brazil,  than  they  had  on  the 
subjects  of  China,  or  any  other  nation; 
and  they  had  no  right  to  punish  them  for 
an  alleged  act  of  piracy,  which  was  not 
piracy  by  the  law  of  that  country.  If 
powers  did  exist  in  the  Treaties,  they  must 
take  care  that  they  strictly  adhered  to 
them,  or  the  worst  consequences  might 
ensue;  but  the  probability  was,  that  they 
could  not  do  aoythiDg.  All  that  he  wished 
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to  suggest  nas,  that  before  tbey  attempted 
la  act  as  they  proposed,  that  thej  should 
exercise  the  utmost  caution. 

Sic  if.  Peel  was  satisfied,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  no  other  ob- 
ject in  view  than  the  promotion  of  the 
public  iaterest,  in  the  suggestions  which 
he  had  just  made.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman's  objections  were  mainlj  di- 
rected to  the  latter  part  of  the  clause.  He 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  preparation  of 
this  Bill  was  committed  to  the  most  able 
hands  ;  and  if  he  mentioned  the  names  of 
those  gentlemen  it  would  be  sufficient  to 
make  the  Committee  assured  that  it  had 
receired  the  most  mature  cmisideration. 
There  were  two  subjects  to  be  considered 
in  this  matter — the  situation  in  which  the 
Brazilian  persons  engaged  iu  the  Slave 
Trade  would  be  placed  by  the  clause,  and 
the  utuation  of  Brazilian  slave  vessels  cap- 
tured. The  Bill  did  not  authorize  more  to 
be  done  against  Brazilian  persons  or  Bra- 
zilian property  so  engaged,  than  could  be 
done  under  the  present  Convention.  Under 
the  Article  of  the  Treaty  of  1826,  it  was, 
periuips,  doubtful  whether  authority  was 
not  given  to  each  Power  to  judge  as  to 
whether  any  case  of  slave  trading  was 
piracy  or  not.  Since  the  Treaty  was 
sign^  in  1826,  which  was  subsidiary  to 
that  with  Portugal  in  1817,  thb  country 
had  only  dealt  with  property,  and  imt  with 
persons  engaged  iu  the  Slave  Trade.  The 
object  of  this  measure  waa  also  only  to  deal 
with  property.  He  admitted  that  it  would 
be  difficult  to  deal  with  Brazilian  subjects 
engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade  as  pirates ;  for 
by  their  own  municipal  law  it  was  not 
piracy ;  and  even  if  it  were,  the  punish- 
ment in  the  two  countries  far  that  crime 
waa  not  similar.  Brituh  subjects  for  that 
offence  were  liable  to  transportation  for 
life;  but  this  was  not  the  case  with  Bra- 
zilian subjects.  With  respect  to  the  en- 
gagement with  the  Brazils,  in  the  First 
Article  of  the  Convention  there  were  ttvo 
provisions,  the  one  having  respect  to  the 
period  of  the  abolition  of  the  Slave  Trade, 
and  the  other  to  its  absolute  abolition.  The 
Article  was — 

"At  the  expiration  of  three  years,  to  be 
reckoned  from  the  exchange  of  tbe  raiifica- 
tioni  of  the  present  Treaty,  it  ihall  not  be 
Inwfnl  for  the  subjects  of  the  Emperor  of  the 
Brazils  to  he  concerned  in  the  carrjring  on  af 
the  African  Slave  Trade,  under  any  pretext, 
or  in  any  manner  whatever,  and  the  carrying 
on  of  such  trade  a'ter  that  period,  by  any 
perion,  siiliject  of  His  Imperial  M.ijeaiy,  shall 
be  deemed  and  ireaicd  ai  piracy." 
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It  was  thought  to  be  compatible  with  this 


Article  of  the  Treaty  to  proceed  against 
the  parlies  so  engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade 
before  the  Admiralty  or  Vice- Admiralty 
Courts,  fur  penalties  nut  exceeding  those 
imposed  for  piracy.  With  regard  to  Bra- 
zilian vessels  so  engaged,  the  law  was  the 
same  as  with  respect  to  British  vessels.  It 
was  thought  by  the  high  authorities  who 
framed  this  Bill,  that  there  was  nothing 
inconsistent  with  the  Treaty  in  enforcing 
the  penalty  as  that  proposed.  He  would, 
however,  refer  the  subject  to  those  persons, 
and  would  take  it  into  his  consideration 
before  the  third  reading.  Before  that 
period,  he  could  assure  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  that  the  Bill  should  undergo 
further  consideration ;  and  for  this  pur- 
pose there  should  be  no  delay  in  communi- 
cating with  the  gentlemen  who  framed  it. 
If  the  case  should  be  as  stated  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen,  he  would  see  what 
alterations  could  be  made. 

Mr.  M.  Oi6uM  observed  that  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  had  stated  that  it  was  not  m- 
tended  to  provide  against  the  persons  of 
BraEilian'  subjects  who  were  taken  while 
engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade;  but  Lord 
Aberdeen,  in  his  despatch  just  laid  on  the 
Table,  slated  that  under  the  Treaty'  he 
could  deal  with  Brazilian  subjects  engsged 
in  the  Slave  Trade  as  pirates.  This  was 
very  different  from  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Sir  Robert  Peel  stated,  that  the  Con- 
vention enabled  them  to  deal  with  both 
persona  and  property  engaged  in  the  Slave 
Trade ;  but  for  the  last  thirty  years,  tbey 
had  not  carried  the  Convention  into  effect 
against  persons.  Practically  the  treatment 
under  the  Treaty  was  not  the  same  be- 
tween the  two  countries,  as  there  were  no 
British  vessels  engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade  ; ' 
but  many  Brazilian  vessels  had  been  and 
were  now  engaged  in  it ;  but  in  do  case 
had  a  Brazilian  subject  been  proceeded 
with  for  piracy  for  being  taken  iu  a  slave 
ship,  although  many  Brazilian  vessels  had 
been  confiscated  for  having  been  to  em- 
ployed. All  that  they  asked  for,  waa  - 
sufficient  powers  to  suppress  the  Slave 
Trade,  in  conformity  with  the  stipulations  ' 
of  the  Treaty.  Although  an  abstract  right 
existed  as  to  dealing  with  persons  eng^ed 

the   Slave  Trade,  there  would  be  the 

le  abstinence  as  for  the  last  thirty  years 
from  exercising  the  extreme  fight!  and  al- 
though they  might,  under  the  Treaty,  deal 
with  Brazilian  subjects  engaged  in  the 
Slave  Trade  as  pirates,  yet  they,  under 
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iraporUDce  that  it  ihould  pasi  without 
delay.  He  argued  that  the  subject  required 
the  ni(ist  Kiious  consideration,  and  it  cer- 
tainly should  receive  it;  but  he  trusted  that' 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  then  press  his 
opposition. 

Mr.  Muntz  said,  that  under  the  circum- 
Btances,  he  would  not  press  his  ohjection 
at  the  present  stage  of  the  Bill,  although 
he  still  objected  tu  its  beinghurried  through 
the  House.  He  felt  after  what  had  been 
stated  bj  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Worcester,  that  the  attempt  to  act  in 
such  a  manner  would  lead  us  into  such  a 
contest  with  one  nation  that  it  would  pro- 
duce a  general  war. 

Clause  agreed  to,  as  were  the  remaining 
clauses.     House  resumed. 

TtRHPiKs  Roads  (Scotland).]  On 
the  Motion  that  the  House  go  inio  Com- 
mittee on  the  Turnpike  Roads  (Scotland) 
Bill,  ' 

Mr.  Scott  moved  that  the  House  resolve 
itself  into  a  Committee  this  day  three 
months. 

Mr.  P.  M.  Stewart  defended  the  Bill, 
It  had  been  fully  discussed  in  the  other 
House,  and  it  had  received  the  saocCion 
and  support  of  the  principal  Scotch  autho- 
rities. 

Mr.  Forber  Mackemie  was  of  opinion 
that  toll-houses  ought  to  have  the  privilege 
of  supplying  refreshments,  as  had  hitherto 
been  the  custom,  otherwise  great  injury 
would  be  inflicted  on  the  toll  trusts. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  lei^  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question;— Ayes  16; 
Noes  42 :  Majority  26. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Bill  put  oS'for  three  months. 


that  Bill,  only  really  asked  for  powen  to 
confiscate  the  sbipa  of  Branlian  subjects 
employed  in  the  SUve  Trade. 

Captain  Pechell  said,  that  under  this  Uill 
they  proposed  to  deal  with  captured  Bra- 
nlian slHve  ships  in  a  different  manner 
before  the  Admiralty  Courts  than  hefon 
Court  of  Mixed  Commission.  He  doubted 
whether  they  could  do  this  under 
Treaty.  In  this  Bill  they  look  the  power 
of  destroying  ships  so  taken,  whereas  under 
the  old  Treaty  ihey  were  sold  entire,  which 
made  a  great  difference  to  the  captors.  He 
believed  that  they  had  not  legal  authority 
to  break  up  these  ships.  This  country  nevei 
had  a  power  under  the  Convention  to  de- 
tain a  Brazilian  ship  et]uipped  for  the 
Slave  Trade.  He  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  now  intended  to  detain  Brasilian 
vessels  equipped  for  the  Slave  Trade  m 
Mune  way  as  they  did  ships  under  the 
Spanish  Treaty  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel  replied,  that  the  equipment 
was  admitted  as  a  proof  of  a  ship  being 
engaged  in  the  Slave  Trade. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

On  the4ih  Clause  being  put, 

Mr.  MvHtz  suggested  that  they  should 
report  progress  alter  the  statement  of  the 
learned  and  hon.  Member  for  Worcester, 
IB  which  he  so  ably  showed  the  difficulties 
which  would  attend  this  measure. 

Sir  Btibtrt  Peel  would  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  he  would  take  no  unfair  ad. 
vantaxe,  if-  they  went  on  with  the  Bill 
then.  If  it  was  necessary,  be  would  in- 
troduce the  proposed  alterations  in  the  third 
teadiog. 

Mr.  M.  Gihton  did  not  believe  that  they 
would  carry  oui  the  objects  of  the  Bill  by 
means  of  it ;  he  therefore  trusted  that  bis 
hon.  Friend  would  persist  in  his  opposition 
to  ita  progress  then.  .  The  whole  power  of 
tbe  Bill  was  involved  in  the  3rd  Clause,  and 
this  was  open  to  tbe  most  serious  objections. 
Because  they  were  then  in  July  or  August, 
he  did  not  see  why  they  should  not  do  their 
business  properly.  If  they  could  not  do 
80,  let  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  prorogue 
Parliament,  hut  do  not  force  measures 
through  the  House  in  July,  without  that 
consideration  which  tbey  would  have  r^ 
ceived  in  March. 

Sir  R.  Peel  was  willing  to  recommit  the 
Bill  if  necessary,  provided  it  was  allowed  to 
go  through  its  present  state.  The  Bill  could 
Dot  have  been  brought  in  at  an  earlier  pe- 
riod of  the  Session,  in  consequence  of  the 
requisite  information  not  having  been  ob- 
tained   from  the  Brazils,   and    it  was  of 
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Pe£S  (Cbimimal  CousTE)  Bill.]  On 
the  Order  of  the  day  being  read  that  the 
House  go  into  Committee  on  this  Bill, 

Mr.  B.  EkoII  mi,  that  all  that  was 
sought  bjr  thi«  Bill  was  to  prevent  an  ac- 
cused party  from  being  put  to  the  necessity 
of  buying  the  right  of  pleading,  and  the 
right  of  trial,  by  the  payment  of  exorbi- 
tant fees.  He  believed  that  the  lav,  as  it 
at  present  stood,  was  mfficient  to  protect 
parties  accused,  if  they  were  only  aware  of 
their  right.  But  it  waa  the  practice  in 
many  quarters  to  refuse  the  plea  of  not 
guilty  to  an  individual  charged  with  a  mis- 
demeanor, unless  be  paid  the feedenunded, 
and  to  send  him  back  again  and  bring  him 
up  at  a  aubaequeot  Sesiions,  until  at  last 
the  fee  was  extorted,  or  the  iodividual  was 
allowed  to  take  his  trial  because  he  was 
utterly  unable  to  pay.  In  thirtf'two  coun- 
ties of  England  and  Wales  this  practice 
had  already  been  abolished,  and  it  appeared 
that  it  was  only  in  twenty  counties  that  it 
was  still  permitted  to  exist.  He  wanted 
thfti  to  be  declared  by  the  House  to  be  the 
law,  and  that,  throughout  the  whole  coun- 
try, the  some  practice  should  be  carried 
into  operation,  as  was  already  carried  out 
in  the  majority  of  the  counties.  They 
never  could  get  justice  done  to  this  matter 
until  they  decided  that  no  payment  was 
to  be  demanded  from  any  perwn  charged 
with  a  crimei  but  the  penalty  which  the 
court  which  tried  him  had  a  right  to  im- 
pose as  a  punishment  for  the  ofienoe,  or  as 
damages  to  the  party  aggrieved.  Why,  he 
would  ask,  should  this  Bill  he  opposed  ? 
It  was  simply  a  meaiure  of  common  justice 
to  a  person  charged  with  crime.  Money 
nas  at  the  root  of  much  of  the  oppodtion 
which  this  Bill  met  with  in  the  country. 
Under  the  present  system,  the  fees  formed 
a  convenient  mode,  except  to  the  party  that 


pud  them,  of  paying  certain  officers  of  cer< 
tain  courts.  He  trusted  that  after  the  large 
majority  by  which  the  Bill  passed  its  second 
reading,  it  would  be  allowed  to  proceed  in 
Committee,  when,  if  any  suggestions  were 
made  which  would  facilitate  its  practical 
working,  he  would  be  happy  to  give  them 
every  consideration.  The  course  of  criminal 
justice  should  be  free  from  so  foul  a  stain 

that  which  now  disgraced  it ;  and  until 

were  free  from  such  stain,  ndther  would 
the  laws  nor  their  administraton  be,  astbey 
should  be,  respected. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  referred  to  the  majority  by 
which  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  was 
carried.  He  had  voted  with  that  majority  j 
but  so  voted  in  order  that  the  Bill  might 
go  into  Committee,  without  pledging  him- 
self to  its  support  in  its  present  ^ape.  His 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  went  into  Cont- 
ee,  resolved  to  maintain  the  Bill  in  itn 
present  form,  including  exemption  from 
fees  on  conviction  as  well  as  on  acquittal, 
was  apposed  to  all  useless  legislation, 
and  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  had  stated 
that  the  exaction  of  the  fees  was  at  present 
illegal.  He  doubted  the  .loundness  of  this 
law,  especially  as  regarded  persons  charged 
with  misdemeanors  out  on  bail;  these 
were  obliged  to  pay  fees,  and,  ao  far,  he 
was  willing  to  amend  the  law.  To  that 
limited  extent  he  was  prepared  to  go,  but 
not  as  far  as  the  Bill  went.  In  bis  view, 
every  person  convicted  ought  to  be  com- 
pelled to  pay  at  least  part  of  the  expenses. 

Lord  J.  Manmert  was  in  favour  of  go- 

g  into  the  Committee,  in  order  to  mohs 
the  Bill  as  unobjectionable  and  useful  as 
possible. 

Mr,  Palmer  expressed  his  concurrence 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Winchester,  as 
regarded  fees  on  acquittal,  but  several 
charges  ought  not  to  be  locked  upon  as 
fees. 

Dr.  BoTvring  agreed  with  the  bon.  Mem- 
ber for  Winchester,  inasmuch  as  no  fees 
ought  to  be  chafed  either  upou  conviction 
or  acquittal. 

Mr.  Darby  was  disposed  to  get  rid  of 
the  Bill  alu^ther,  rather  than  include  in 
it  all  the  proviuonsit  now  contained.  All 
the  costs  allowed  by  7  and  8  George  IV. 
were  injudidously  abolished  by  this  mea- 
sure. He  moved  that  the  House  should 
resolve  itself  into  a  Committee  on  this  day 
three  months. 

Sir  J.  GratuoH  gave  notice  that  be 
would  to  morrow  (this  day)  move  for  leave 
to  briag  in  a  Bill  to  aboUsh  fees  od  pleid- 
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ing  and  aoqiuttal  in  criminal  canes,  if  thii 
measure  were  rejected. 

Mr.  B.  Etcott  agreed  to  the  proposition 
of  the  Home  Secretary. 

Amendment  withdrawn. 

Order  for  Committee  discharged.  Bill 
withdrawn. 

Hbalth  of  T0WM8.3  The  Earl  of 
Lincoln  said,  he  had  had  a  Notice  on  ihe 
fiook^  of  the  Houae  for  some  weeka  past, 
to  move  for  leave  to  introduce  a  measure 
with  reference  to  the  health  of  towns, 
founded  on  the  Report  of  the  CommissioM 
appointed  two  years  ago,  which  Report 
was  laid  on  the  Table  in  February  last. 
Hehad  been  mnst anxious  to  gireageneral 
outline  of  the  measure;  but  at  this  late 
hour  of  the  night,  and  at  this  advanced 
period  of  the  Session,  he  thought  it  would 
be  better  to  ask  leave  to  introduce  the  Bill 
without  any  comment.  Had  time  allowed, 
he  would  have  taken  the  opportunity,  on 
introducing  ihe  Bill,  of  giving  an  ample 
statement  uf  its  deuils.  Such  a  statement 
would,  however,  occupy  considenible  lime ; 
and  if  he  were  to  postpone  the  Bill  to  a 
future  day  he  could  not  expect,  at  tliis 
period  of  the  Session,  to  gain  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  dry  details  of  a  measure 
of  this  description.  He  would,  therefore, 
merely  move  that  the  Bill  be  read  a  first 
time  and  printed,  in  order  that  it  might  be 
considered  during  the  recess,  and  brought 
forward  at  an  early  period  of  the  nest  Ses- 
sion. He  hoped  the  public  would  examine 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  and  that  its  de~ 
tails  would  be  fully  canvassed.  He  trusted 
also  (bat  faon.  Members  of  that  House  who 
represented  large  constituencies  would  de- 
vote lome  attention  to  the  measure,  and 
make  such  sunestions  to  the  Government 
as  they  might  deem  advisable.  The  noble 
Lord  then  moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  "  for  the  improvement  of  the  sewerage 
and  drainage  of  towns  and  populous  dis- 
tricts, and  for  making  provision  for  an  am- 
ple supply  of  water,  and  for  otherwise  pro- 
moting the  health  and  coDvenience  of  the 
inhabitants." 

Leave  given. 

Bill  brought  in  and  read  a  first  time- 

Ordered  to  be  printed. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  two 
o'clock. 


Prieikge.  1078 

m  AnwHlDunt  (SoUbad);    nfbmjii 

ind  SividtDdii  SpiriU 
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ar Coib  in  BiUi;  G«olo- 
gksl  Surveji  I  Wuu  Luidi  (Aiutnlll). 
lYfuitr.— 1--  South  EBUfn  RiJIm)  (D«l  BiibiI«)i 
BoItcK  ud  Lagh.  KoiTnn  mi  L<l|h  JimcOta,  Nonh 

UtliOQ,    LttOpOoL  Hid  *i        ■  ,-.--- 


dngi,  Rje.  and  Alt 
dusta  RiUmy:    Sculb  EHtira  RiJInr  <Oi 
E:itEiiiioD|  1   Oiford,    Womun,   ud  ~'  ' 
Riilny :     Oiford     ind     Rugby     Riili 


Ih  Wiia),  roc  Ih>  Adoptkn  of  kl< 
)liliict  of  Von  Phillip,  u  cnliR  Stpa- 
imeDt  ol  the  Cokmy.— By  Lotd 


HUUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Friday,  July  25,  1S45. 

HiKorn.]   8aijlrit^TlKLanlFosftnl,*R([thiItaUli 

of  liit  OnndaUHT. 
BiLU.     PuMlt.— P-  Luubc  Aiyluin  SDl  PupM  Liuu 


Privilege.!  Lord  Bnughatu  pre- 
sented a  petition  from  James  Thomas 
Russell,  of  No.  37,  Percy-street,  Bedford- 
square,  solicitor,  compluining  that  two  wit- 
nesses who  had  been  examined  before  the 
Committee  of  their  Lordships'  Hoase  on 
Gaming,  had  given  false  and  slanderovs 
evidence  against  him,  10  (he  great  detri- 
ment of  his  character,  and  of  the  characten 
of  all  those  connected  with  him  ;  and 
praying  that,  as  he  found  it  would  be  a 
breach  of  the  privileges  of  their  Lordships' 
House  to  bring  an  action  at  law  against 
those  parties,  some  opportunity  might  be 
aiforded  him  of  vindicating  his  character. 
As  the  SessioD  was  now  ao  near  its  close, 
ho  would  move  that  the  petition  do  lie  on 
the  Table,  with  the  intention  of  moving 
early  in  the  ensnin^  Seasioo  that  it  be 
referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  he  shonld  be 
very  ready  to  assist  liis  noble  aod  learned 
Friend  in  iovesti^ting  this  subject;  but 
be  wished  to  remind  their  Lordships  that 
the  Committee  alluded  to  in  the  petition 
had  aat  last  Session,  and  the  petitioner 
had  allowed  the  matter  to  lie  over  without 
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taking:  any  ootice  o(  it  for  a  whole  year, 
and  Dotil  afler  itiii  House  had  decided 
that  it  would  cot  allow  him  to  go  to  law. 
He  thought  their  Lordsliipa  could  draw  a 
natural  and  almost  neceuary  concluiion 
from  rhat  circumstaDce. 

Lord  Brovgham  said,  ihe  petition  italed 
that  it  waa  only  on  Saturday  kit  that 
the  petitioner  first  saw  a  copy  of  the  evi- 
dence of  which  be  complained. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  But  he  does  not 
state  that  lie  did  not  previously  know  of 
the  evidence  liaving  been  given. 

Ix)rd  Brougkam  said,  ihe  law  allowed 
a  parly  four  yean  to  bring  hii  action,  and 
he  would  humbly  submit  that  iheir  Lord- 
abips  were  not  justified  in  not  merely 
sbntting  oat  an  aggrieved  party  from  re- 
dren  in  a  court  of  law,  but  also  in  refuslDg 
htm  any  other  relief. 

Lord  Campbell  said,  he  was  inclined  to 
think  that  Russell  was  the  name  of  a  per- 
Bon  who  had  been  subjected  to  a  very  rig- 
OTOui  cross-examination  at  the  bar  of  their 
I^rdahips'  House  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  (Lord  Brougham)  on  the  very  sub- 
ject alluded  to  in  the  petition.  He  would, 
however,  strongly  support  the  Morion  of 
bis  noble  and  learned  Friend  for  inquiry. 

After  a  Tew  words  Trom  Lords  BroHj/Aant 
and  Stradbroii, 

The  Earl  of  Widdrnn  said,  he  thought, 
no  matter  what  the  character  of  an  indi- 
vidual might  be,  the  House  had  a  right  to 
give  him  an  opportunity  of  clearing  his 
Gharacler.  In  reply  to  what  had  fallen 
from  his  noble  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  he 
wished  to  remark,  that  any  delay  to  which 
the  petitioner  might  have  been  a  party 
abouid  be  calculated,  not  from  |the  time 
that  the  Committee  had  made  their  Re- 
pott,  but  from  the  period  when,  their 
Lordships  having  consented  lo  give  a  copy 
of  the  Report  to  the  Commons,  the  tatter 
House  had  thought  proper  lo  sell  and 
promulgate  the  libel  which  it  contained. 

The  Lord  Ckancellor  said,  he  had  no 
desire  lo  oppose  the  Motioo  for  ioquiry, 
but  he  had  merely  wished  lo  draw  their 
Lordships'  attention  to  a  point  of  date. 

Petition  read,  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the 
Table. 


Irish  Great  Wbstzrh  Railway 
Bill.]  The  Earl  of  Hardwicke  presented 
a  petition  from  John  Frederick  Stanford, 
of  Langbaro- place,  esquire,  staling  that 
he  was  a  holder  of  sbarea  in  the  Dublin 
and  Galway  Railway,  which  he  had  been 
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indnced  to  purchase  in  consequence  of 
(he  Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade  beiog  in 
its  favour,  and  prayini;  to  be  heard  at  the 
bar  of  their  Lordships'  House  on  his  own 
behalf,  and  on  behalf  of  other  abare- 
holderi. 

Lord  £rou^Aant  said,  the  petitioner  was 
a  member  nf  his  own  profesaion,  and  a 
most  respectable  gentleman,  and  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  was  exceedingly  sorry  that  he 
had  not  invested  his  money  in  some  other 
funds.  But  perhaps  the  Board  of  Trade 
would  think  it  their  duly  lo  grant  him 
some  relief. 

The  Earl  of  Dalkoutie  said,  llie  Report 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  in  favour  of  the 
line  was  a  perfectly  good  Report.  Wiib 
respect  to  the  funds  under  the  control  of 
the  Board,  he  regretted  lo  say  they  were 
very  limited  indeed,  but  he  should  be 
happy  lo  have  the  advice  of  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  as  lo  their  disposal. 

The  Earl  of  Besbonugh  said,  in  moving 
on  a  former  occasion  the  second  reading 
of  this  Bill,  he  did  so  for  the  purpose  of 
giving  an  opportunity  of  having  it  referred 
to  a  Select  Committee,  who  would  report 
on  all  the  remaining  allegations  against 
it.  Before  making  the  Motion,  of  which 
he  had  given  notice  on  the  preceding  day, 
it  waa  necessary  that  be  should  call  theit 
Lordships' attention  to  the  farther  Report 
which  had  been  presented  from  the  Com- 
mittee by  the  noble  Lord  opposite  (Earl 
Balburst).  Af^er  reading  some  passages 
from  the  Report,  describing  the  coarse  of 
ayslematic  fraud  that  in  the  opinioo  of- 
the  Committee  had  been  practised  in  gel- 
ting  up  the  subscription  contract  deed,, 
the  noble  Earl  proceeded  to  say  that  he 
knew  it  would  be  maintained  that  ihe 
same  system  bad  been  adopted  in  respect 
to  many  other  railways,  indeed  in  most 
other  railways.  He  did  not,  however, 
think,  that  that  should  induce  (heir  Lord- 
ships to  pass  over  a  case  of  this  kind, 
which  had  been  substantiated  by  two 
Committees  of  their  Lordships'  House, 
even  if  all  (he  railway  projects  which  had 
passed  through  Parliament  had  been  got 
up  in  the  same  manner.  It  was  true  that 
(he  promoters  of  this  railway  now  state 
their  readiness  to  put  in  so  maoy  solvent 
names  in  their  deed  as  would  make  up  the 
number  required  by  ParliamenL  But 
even  that  circumstance  could  not,  he 
tbonght,  alter  the  decision  to  which  their 
Lordships  should  come,  as,  if  the  Standing 
Order  respecting  the  contract  deed  wii  m 
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any  value,  it  ought  to  be  adhered  to  regu- 
larly and  in  all  cases.  He  was  quite 
anare  that  there  were  many  upright  per- 
sona who  were  ready  to  take  shares  in  this 
Company, under  the  idea  that  they  would 
be  prODioiing  a  Bill  which  was  calculated 
to  forward  a  great  public  work  in  Ireland, 
and  open  a  line  at  railway  through  a  part 
of  the  country  where  it  would  prove  most 
beneGcial;  and  it  was  also  an  imporiant 
consideration  that  it  would  be  the  means 
of  giving  employment  to  a  vast  number 
of  persons,  who,  at  this  season  of  ihe 
year,  would  be  otherwise  unable  to  pro- 
cure worL.  He  was  aware  that  much  evil 
would  arise  from  a  rejection  of  the  Itill, 
on  these  grounds;  but  still  he  believed 
that  a  much  greater  evil  would  result — 
considering  the  circumstances  oF  Ireland, 
now  just  commencing  great  public  works 
of  this  kind,  if  the  Parliament  were  to  de- 
part in  their  favour  from  the  rules  which 
it  had  laid  down,  and  which  were  neces- 
aary  to  be  followed  in  the  proper  con- 
struction of  all  railways.  Under  these 
circumstances,  he  felt  obliged  to  move 
that  the  further  consideration  of  the  Bill 
of  Ihe  Irish  Gieat  Western  Railway  Com- 
pany for  the  construction  of  a  railway 
from  Dublin  to  (>alway  be  put  off  to  this 
day  three  months. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanrkarde  said,  he 
had  10  oppose  the  Motion  of  his  noble 
Friend  i  and  if  he  had  no  other  ground 
for  doing  so,  be  felt  that  a  paragraph  in 
the  last  Report  of  the  Committee  would 
justify  him  in  requiring  an  adjournment  o( 
this  debate.  He  was  informed  that  the 
sentence  to  which  he  alluded  was  wrillen 
by  a  noble  Lord,  under  a  total  misappre- 
hension of  the  facts  ;  and  that  there  was 
no  evidence  whatever  ro  support  it,  be- 
cause no  such  could  have  been  given,  as 
nothing  of  the  kind  had,  he  was  given  to 
understand,  ever  taken  place.  The  sen- 
tence of  ihc  Report  to  which  be  alluded 
was  in  these  words: — "  That  systematic 
fraud  has  been  used  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  the  necessary  number  of  signa- 
tures to  the  subscription  contract."  He 
could  stale,  wilhout  hesitarion,  that  that 
was  a  total  misapprehension  of  the  facts. 
There  was  no  doubt  but  that  gross  frauds 
had  been  exercised  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
taining scrip  and  allotments  of  shares  in 
the  Company  ;  but  as  the  sentence  in  the 
Report  read,  it  would  appear  that  these 
frauds  had  been  perpetrated  by  the  pro. 
motera  and  directors  of  the  Company,  in- 
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stead  of  by  totally  distinct  individuals.  If 
it  tnrned  out  that  he  had  been  misin- 
formed, he  would  at  Once  give  up  the  Bill 
and  the  Company;  but  he  thought  so 
serious  an  allegation  was  one  that  should 
not  be  allowed  to  pass  without  inquiry. 
He  would  suy  nothing  more  at  present, 
except  to  move  that  the  debate  be  ad> 
Jnurned,  with  a  view  to  have  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee  printed.  He 
might  be  permiitcd  to  add,  that  with  this 
Company  he  had  no  personal  conoenion 
vfhatever.  He  did  not  bold  one  shilling's 
worth  of  shares,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  in 
that  or  any  other  railway  company  ;  he 
had  no  railway  !ihares  whatever,  though 
he  wished  he  had  ;  but,  as  a  person  having 
propeity  in  the  west  of  Ireland,  he  fell 
extremely  interested  in  the  Dublin  and 
GaUay  Railway.  The  noble  Marquess 
concluded  by  moving  that  the  debate  be 
adjourned,  in  order  that  an  opportunity 
might  be  afforded  of  having  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee  printed. 

l.ord  Brougham  laid,  that  instead  of 
there  being  no  evidence  yet  before  the 
House,  there  were  upwards  of  a  hundred 
pages  of  evidence  already  printed  and 
before  the  House  upon  this  very  subject. 
Having  been  a  member  of  the  Com- 
mittee, he  would  state  exactly  how  the 
matter  stood.  There  was  no  doubt  but 
that  (here  were  two  different  kinds  of 
fraud  in  these  cases.  In  one,  the  fraud 
might  be  committed  against  the  Company, 
namely,  by  persons  forging  nanies,  and 
writing  fictitious  and  fabricated  letters,  in 
order  to  get  allotments  of  scrip;  and,  in 
ihe  other,  the  fraud  would  be  on  the 
House;  namely,  by  persons  connected 
with  the  Company — he  did  not  mean  re- 
spectable Gentlemen,  like  some  of  those 
at  the  head  of  this  Company  ;  but  agenti 
or  persons  employed  under  ihem,  getting 
up  contract  Hits  for  the  purpose  of  com- 
plying nominally  and  Hcliliously  and  frau- 
dulently with  the  Standing  Orders  of  Par- 
liameut.  But  he  would  show  their  Lord- 
ships in  whst  way  these  two  classes  of 
fraud  became  one  fraud  on  the  House. 
He  now  spoke  from  the  evidence.  It  was 
needless  to  say,  that  the  persons  promot- 
ing these  companies  were  not  those  whose 
names  appeared  at  the  head  of  them,  verv 
likely  for  patriotic  and  public  purposes; 
but  they  were  a  set  of  harpies  who  wished 
to  gamble  in  the  sbare  market,  and  a  set 
of  persons  whom  he  would  not  otherwise 
designate  but  as  profeisional  men— lucb 
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at  eogioeets  and  land  lurvejora.  who  ivere 
great  piomotera  of  railway  ichemei  for 
their  own  private  purpoiet,  in  order  to 
obleia  eniplovtnent ;  and  tbeao  parties  all 
iDierested  themseUeG  to  promote  the  Bill 
in  the  manner  which  he  would  »tate  to  the 
House.  They  might  get  up  fabricated 
liilB  by  directly  fabricating  names,  by 
forgiog  sigDntuTea,  by  putting  down  names 
of  persons  who  bad  no  exiBleoce,-or  whu 
resided  in  the  Weit  Indies,  or  who  were 
parish  paupers.  That  was  one  mode,  and 
a  most  clumsy  one,  of  commitling  fraud  ; 
but  there  was  also  anolher  mode  by  which 
fraud  could  be  practised  against  ibe  House. 
It  was  to  issue  a  prospectus  with  a  flourish- 
ing and  puffing  account  of  the  scheme 
that  was  about  to  be  brought  forward,  and 
to  declare  at  (he  same  time  that  whoerer 
applied  for  shares  would  have  allotments  ; 
and  if  the  promoters  after  this  took  no 
steps  to  ascertain  that  the  applications 
which  they  received  were  real  applications 
— if  they  wilfully  shut  tbeir  eyas  against 
attempts  at  fraud,  and  received  the  appli- 
cations, in  nine  cases  out  of  ten,  or  per- 
haps in  ninety-nine  cases  out  of  100, 
without  inquiry— was  it  doi  precisely  the 
same  thing  as  if  ibey  were  themselves 
guilty  of  the  fabrications,  and  were  in  a 
conspiracy  to  deceive  the  House?  Now, 
what  was  the  evidence  in  the  prasant 
case  ?  The  Committee  took  it  all  from  the 
agents  of  the  Company — from  the  parties 
themselves;  andyetthefactsstatedloihem 
were,  ttiat  970  persons  had  applied  for 
shares,  and  that  of  these  only  1 1 1  gave  any 
references  at  all  to  show  whether  they  were 
really  existent  or  solvent  persons  or  not. 
But  was  that  the  way  with  the  London  and 
York  Railway  Company  ?  No ;  for,  on 
the  contrary,  the  moment  they  got  any 
letters  without  references  they  threw  them 
into  the  fire.  Not  so,  however,  with  the 
Dublin  and  Galway  Company.  They 
received  all  applications,  though  only  111 
of  them  were  accompanied  with  any  re- 
ferences, and  of  these  they  instituted 
inquiries  into  only  twenty-nine,  out  of 
which  fourteen  were  found  to  be  totally 
unknovro.  They  thought  it  better,  there- 
fore, not  to  inquire  further,  and  actnally 
gave  abares  to  the  other  eighty  applic; 
without  making  a  single  inquiry  into 
rererencea  which  had  been  given.  What 
waa  the  consequence?  They  dlloied  thirty 
shares  to  Mr.  Henry  Fenton,  of  Crosby 
Hall  Chambers,  who  never  had  an  ex- 
uieoc«  in  the  world;  ten  lo  Mr.  William 
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Baldron,  a  silkthrowster  in  London  aome 
years  ago,  but  who  went  to  the  West 
Indies  seven  or  eight  yisrs  ago  ;  and 
shares  to  the  amount  of  3,fi00^  to  Mar- 
garet Meredith,  a  parish  pauper!  The 
letters  were  examined  in  four  hours — 
allowing  (en  seconds  for  each  letter.  They 
knew  that  if  they  wanted  to  carry  their 
Bill  they  moat  have  a  list  of  a  sufficient 
number;  for  which  reason  they  closed 
their  eyes.  Now,  ir  a  person  had  (he 
means  oT  inquiring,  and  did  not  choose  to 
inquire,  he  was  just  to  be  treated  as  if  he 
did.  He  had  every  reason  to  believe  that 
this  was  a  great  and  benelicial  public 
work,  that  it  was  wished  for  by  the  people 
of  Ireland,  and  that  it  waa  calculated  to 
confer  great  benefit  on  that  country  ;  but 
even  so,  the  House  was  bound  to  protect 
itselfwhere  deliberate  fraud  was  attempted 
lo  be  perpetrated  against  it.  He  would, 
therefore,  heartily  support  the  Motion  of 
his  noble  Friend. 

laid  MatUeagU  said,  he  had  been  a 
Member  of  the  Committee,  and  if  (heir 
Lordships  would  do  him  the  honour  of 
remembering  anything  that  bad  fallen 
from  one  so  unimportant  as  be  was,  (bey 
would  not  forget  that,  when  the  petition 
in  this  case  had  been  presented  by  the 
noble  Duke,  he  had  declared  that  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  that  all  the 
railroads  in  the  country  should  be  lost, 
than  that  the  House  should  refuse  to 
inquire  into  a  petition  tike  that,  involving 
an  accumulated  charge  of  forgery,  fraud, 
and  innumerable  other  offences.  That 
petition  had  been  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  and  the  evidence  taken  before 
that  Committee  had  been  reported  and 
laid  on  their  Lordships'  Table.  On  that 
evidence  he,  for  one,  would  have  been 
perfectly  prepared  to  support  a  Motion 
for  postponing  the  further  consideration 
of  the  Bill  for  six  months.  He  thought 
the  evidence  io  clear  and  conclusive,  that 
he  would  have  no  hesitation  in  coming  to 
that  vote  on  that  occasion.  But  he  wished 
to  call  their  Lordships'  attention  to  the 
course  which  the  House  had  taken  sub- 
sequent (o  that  time.  If  the  question  had 
rested  on  the  evidence,  he  would,  as  he 
had  before  stated,  have  been  prepared  to 
negative  it  ;  but  their  Lordships  did  not 
come  to  that  conclusion.  They  thought 
proper  to  refer  the  petition,  with  the 
Report  and  the  evidence,  to  the  Select 
Committee  appointed  to  consider  the  Bill 
itself— thus  showing  that  ibej  required 
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some  farlber  evideoce.  Tha  Motion  of 
(be  noble  Marqueu  was,  ihat  the  Houie 
should  be  put  in  poisessioD  of  thai  addi- 
tional evidence,  and  he  could  not  help 
(biokiog  lhat  it  was  consiiteot  with  the 
courie  lakea  by  the  House  itself  in  re- 
quiring additional  evidence  to  be  talccQ. 
He  could  Dot  apprehend  that  ibe  evidence 
when  produced  would  affect  the  final  vote 
to  which  they  should  come.  Still  the  fact 
of  the  House  requiring  further  evidence 
would  seem  to  imply  that  the  evidence 
already  bad  would  not  he  sufficient  lo 
Jusiify  the  rejection  of  the  Bill.  Ha  was 
inclined,  ihereFore,  to  support  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  fllarquess,  more  especially  as 
(here  was  criminatory  matter  contained  in 
the  Report. 

After  a  short  conversation,  in  which 
the  Earl  of  Besborough,  the  Marquess  of 
Cianricarde,  Lord  Stanley,  Lord  Redes- 
dale,  and  Earl  Balhurst  look  part,  debate 
adjourned  to  Monday  next ;  (he  evidence 
taken  before  the  said  Committee  ordered 
to  be  laid  before  the  House. 

Lunatic  AsvLtiHS  axd  Pacpeb  Lu- 
MATics  Bill.]  On  the  Motion  of  Lord 
fVharncliffe,  the  Pauper  Lunatics  and 
Lunatic  Aaylums  Bill  read  2'. 

On  the  Motion  lhat  it  be  coiniiiiUed  to 
a  Committee  of  the  whole  House, 

Lord  Beaumont  rose  lo  put  questions  to 
ihs  Doblo  Lord  (I>ord  Wbarncli0'e)  pre- 
paratory 10  B  Motion  lhat  the  Bill  be 
referred  lo  a  Select  Committee. 

Lord  Whamcliffe  said,  that  he  should 
be  prepared  to  answer  any  questions  after 
(he  Mouse  was  in  Committee  on  the  Bill. 

Lord  Beaumont  persevered  in  putiiug 
his  questions,  founded  on  certain  clauses 
in  (he  Bill,  under  tba  expectation  (hst  (he 
House  would  not  resolve  iiself  into  the 
Commi(tec  until  after  (he  meaiure  had 
been  examined  and  amended  by  a  Select 
CommiKec.  He  moved,  iherefore,  that 
the  Bill  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
for  Ibe  purpose. 

After  a  remark  from  Lord  fVharncliffe, 

The  House  divided  on  Question,  (hit 
the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  tiand 
part  of  the  Question:  —  Contents  27; 
Non-contents  II:  Majority  IB, 

Resolved  in  the  Affirmative. 

Criminal  Law]  The  Zortf  CAanceUor 
laid  upon  ihe  Table  the  Ki^hth  Report  of 
the  Commitsioners  on  the  Criminal  Law, 


and  in  doing  so,  observed  that  it  related  to 
the  most  d  ifficult  and  complicated  branch  of 
their  whole  inquiry,  viz.,  lo  procedure.  It 
concluded  thelabouTSof  ibe  Commissioners, 
who  weie  appoioted  while  bis  noble  and 
learned  Frieod  (Lord  Brougham)  held 
the  Great  Seal.  He  (the  Lord  Chancel- 
lor), therefore,  had  bad  nothing  lo  do 
with  the  original  choice  of  the  learned 
persons;  but  he  felt  it  his  duty  (o  bear 
willing  testimony  to  the  admirable  man- 
uer  iu  which  they  had  diicha^d  Ibe 
task  entrusted  to  them.  It  waa  impossi- 
ble (o  lead  (heir  Reports  without  being 
strongly  sensible  of  the  indnstry,  intelli- 
gence, accuracy,  and  aculeness  the  Com- 
missioners bad  displayed.  They  had 
■  reeled  every  part  of  ibe  subject  at  once 
in  the  most  comprehensive  and  in  (he 
most  detailed  manner;  and  if  it  should 
be  the  pleasure  of  the  House  to  legislate 
on  the  ciiminal  law  in  the  next  Session, 
or  oa  any  future  occasion,  it  would  be 
quite  unneceasarv  for  iheir  Lordships  lo 
apply  (0  any  other  sources  of  iarorma(ion; 
they  would  find  all  comprised  io  Ihe  ex- 
cellent volumes  of  the  Commissioners. 
He,  therefore,  felt  called  upon  to  express 
bis  gratitude  as  one  of  ihe  public  for  the 
eminent  services  they  had  rendered  lo 
iheir  country  :  and  his  admiration  of  Ihe 
learning,  industry,  and  ability  they  had 
displayed. 

Lord  Brougham  considered  it  unneces- 
sary, and  almost  impertinent  in  him,  after 
what  had  been  so  well  said  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  to  subjsio  a  word. 
It  was  true,  that  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  bad  not  appointed  the  Commis- 
sioners ;  but  he  had  added  some  impor- 
tant and  distinguished  Members  to  the 
body;  and  among  them  Sir  Edward  Ryan, 
late  Chief  Justice  of  Bengal,  Mr.  Amos, 
and  Mr.  Vaughan  Richards,  the  value  of 
whose  services  was  incalculable.  Much 
was  due  Id  Mr.  Star kie,  one  of  the  most 
emineni  criminal  lawyers  this  coiin(ry  had 
produced.  He  had  given  his  aid  roost 
constantly,  and  with  the  utmost  possible 
beneBt.  The  whole  of  the  Reports  were 
now  before  the  country ;  they  formed  a 
complete  crimioal  code,  and  from  (hem 
might  be  formed,  without  much  difficulty, 
a  digest  of  the  criminal  law.  Little  now 
remained  but  for  the  Legislature  to  re- 
duce these  invaluable  volumes  into  tbe 
form  of  a  Statute.  Last  year  he  (Lord 
Brougham)  had  introduced  a  Bill  founded 
upon  one  of  the  Raporta  of  tbe  Commia* 


1087      Corporate  PrimUgts        {COMMONS}  (Scollandi.  108B 

under  the  revision  of  the  CommitiioneK. 
He  hoped  that  Miniilers  would  brin^;  it 
forward  nexl  Seision;  and,  lupporied  b* 
tlieir  weight  and  auihoiity,  it  could  not 
fail  of  lucceis.  If  they  did  not,  he  gave 
notice  that  if  he  were  spared,  he  would, 
and  hit  onty  doubt  was,  whether  ihe  lyi- 
tern  of  our  criminal  law  ought  or  ought 
not,  like  that  of  France,  to  be  divided  into 
two  parti,  one  of  which  waa  called  "  l« 
Code  Final."  end  the  other  "  Le  Code  de 
Procedure  Criminel." 

Report  ordered  lo  lie  on  the  Table. 

Houae  adjourned. 


■iooeia,  and  lo  them  it  had  been  referred 
for  reviaion  aod  final  opinion.  He  could 
not  conclude  these  obsenratioiis  without 
.retnarkinB  that,  although  the  Commis- 
tioneri  were  now  funeli  officio,  yet  he 
mnit  implore  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  especially  bis  noble  and  learned 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  not  to  omit  this 
opportunity  of  securing  the  services  of 
these  Commiisioner*  (others  might  per- 
haps be  found,  but  none  could  be  better), 
by  forming  them  into  a  board  for  the  sys- 
tematic revision  of  all  the  Statutes  sub- 
mitted to  Parliament,  including,  also,  all 
Private  Acts,  in  whose  dark  corners  much 
that  was  highly  objectionable  often  lurked, 
and  remained  undetected  until  loo  laie. 
Nothing  could  more  tend  to  facilitate  the 
labours  of  the  Judges  than  luch  a  simpli- 
ficatioD  of  the  criminal  law  as  might  now 
be  accomplished ;  and  he  threw  out  the 
proposition  of  a  boaid  for  the  considera- 
tion of  Ministers  during  the  ensuing  long 
vacation. 

Lord  Campbell,  concuiriog  entirely  in 
the  opinion!  just  expressed,  of  the  value 
of  these  Reports,  expressed  a  wi^h  that 
they  might  not,  like  other  blue  books,  be 
laid  upon  the  Table,  and  allowedto  remnin 
there  until  ibey  were  covered  with  ditsi. 
There  was  not  a  country  of  the  Continent 
that  had  not  had  its  criminal  law  reduced 
into  form,  and  published  for  ihe  bnieiit  of 
t^iose  who  were  either  to  administer  or  to 
olwy  it.  There  was  now  no  renson  why 
the  people  of  tiiis  Empire  ihotild  not  en- 
J"y  the  seme  advantage;  and  he  trusted 
that  this  just  reproach  upon  our  legisla- 
tion  would  soon  be  wiped  away,  and  that 
a  criminal  code  would  be  pre|iared  for 
Great  Britain. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  added,  that  when 
he  said  a  few  minutes  ago  that  the  Com- 
missioners had  closed  their  labours,  he 
meant  only  to  refer  to  the  object  for 
which  they  were  Grst  appointed.  They 
had,  however,  other  matters  before  them, 
particularly  a  Bill  in  which  a  noble  and 
learned  Lord  now  gazing  nt  him  felt  a 
peculiar  interest.  The  Commissioners  were 
also  considering  the  manner  in  whtcli  the 
country  might  practically  avail  itself  of 
their  Reports. 

Lord  Brougham  agreed,  that  it  was 
most  unfit  lo  allow  these  Reports  to  be- 
come covered  with  duii:  in  order  to  pre- 
vent  it,  he  had  last  year  reduced  one  of 
the  Report!  of  the  Commifsioners  into 
the  form  of  r  Bill>  which  was  at  prMent 
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ii.uidTnqiun.  fix  Bctto- OtKtoo  of  tte  Loid^ 
IT-— By   Hr.  DuH.  mm  ClBn  dC  U>v.  mlt 
\splk  and  Buf^. — By  Sir.  C  Daaar. 


CRtdn  Act!  idUine  tc  Uul  Coknjr.— By  Mr.  Dcfrint. 
tnro  ReUamof  i^tUlm  In  Kn  Tnlnnil  rni  ■  flm^ 
Df  PoUc;  tmnli  UiM  Colon]'.— B;  Ui.  DHby.  VlmuH 
Ncwpocl,  Mr.  Ne»k«Ur,  UKl  Mi.  Spam,  far  IMtcT 
rMm  Acrteullun]  Tuatton.— B)  Hr.  Dubr.ftnu  Hiotf 
plKCf.  tat  Rtpcal  ot  Uw  Mud  Duty. — By  TIhdiim  Jo^ 
Itd,  rram  BdftB,  for  Alunlkn  of  L»  nUliac  to  Ap- 
pntacn  (lidnid) — Bj  Mr.  G.  W.  Hope,  fren  Soath- 
unptoB,  Ibt  EauUhhrninl  oT  Cainly  Cmrli — By  Hr. 
Buka.mn  Ktnl  plKS,  la  fkroiu  cf  ttl  T«d  HoWi 
SyMcn  liFKhiitH. 

The  House  met  at  twelve  o'clock. 

CoKPORATB  Pbivilbobs  (Scotijind).] 
Mr.  Hume  put  the  question  of  which  be 
bad  given  notice,  namely,  what  waa  the 
intention  of  the  Government  u  lo  the  re- 
moval of  the  trexatioUB  and  excltuive  pri- 
vilege! of  trading,  and  the  exercise  of 
crafts  enjoyed  by  the  incorporated  trades 
in  the  burghs  of  Scotland  ? 

The  Lm-d  Advocate  said,  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  inclined  towards  the 
abolition  of  these  exdtwve  privil^es  ;  atMl 
as  great  weight  was  due  to  their  opinion, 
il  had  made  a  ationg  imprtaijpa  on  his 
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thete  privilege!  wfaicb  once  existed 
thou^t  that,  to  come  esteot,  incoDveni- 
cnee  «as  caused  hy  them.  On  the  other 
land,  it  was  proper  he  shoald  state,  that 
interests  of  ■  charitable  nature  had  grotrn 
up  which  were  connected  with  the  preser- 
vation of  these  rights;  but  the  Report  did 
not  state  what  waa  their  extent.  It  would 
be  oecessarf  to  be  cautious  in  dealing  with 
such  matccTB. 

Thb  Gharitablb  BKatJBS-n  Act  (Irb- 
lahd).]  Mr.  Sheil  begged  to  put  a  ques- 
tion to  the  Home  Secretarj,  of  whicb  he 
had  given  him  notice.  His  noble  Friend  the 
Member  for  Arundel  had  oo  a  former  oc- 
casion put  a  question  to  the  same  efiect; 
but  the  answer  ibeo  given  to  him  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  was  not  considered  in 
Ireland  to  be  as  explicit  as  it  should  have 
been:  he,  therefore,  wished  to  ask  the 
right  ban.  Baronet  whether  it  were  the 
intention  of  the  Government,  esrlj  in  the 
next  Session,  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend 
the  Charitable  Bequests  Act  ? 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  he  was  moat  anxious 
that  the  answer  should  be  explicit.  It  was 
expedient  that  it  should  be  so ;  and  he 
thanked  the  hon.  Gentleman  for  having 
given  him  notice  of  the  question.  There 
were  two  points  as  to  which  he  proposed 
to  alter  the  Bill  next  Sesnon.  The  first 
related  to  matters  affecting  the  doctrine  and 
discipline  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church. 
By  the  Act  aa  it  now  stood,  if  there  was  a 
bequest  in  favour  of  a  dignitary  of  the  Ro- 
niBn  Catholic  Church,  or  of  a  parish  priest, 
and  a  dispute  arose  as  to  the  title  of  the  party 
claiming  it,  such  a  caac  was  now,  as  the 
Act  stood,  referred  to  the  decision  of  the 
Com  mission  en.  It  appeared,  however, 
that  by  a  canon  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
Church,  such  a  question  must  be  decided 
by  an  authority  exclusively  ecclesiastic. 
The  Government  intended  to  remove  that 
difficulty  by  making  the  certificate  of  the 
ecclesiastical  authority  conclusive  as  to  the 
rights  of  the  parties.  The  next  jMint  at 
which  the  Government  proposed 
an  alteration,  was  this : — the  mnnastic 
orders  in  Ireland  considered  themselves  in- 
jured  by  one  of  the  provisoes  at  the  end  of 
the  15th  Clause.  He  had  stated  when  he 
introduced  the  Bill,  that  it  was  not  in- 
tended, either  directly  or  indirectly,  to 
affect  the  position  of  the  monastic  oniers. 
Whether  that  was  or  was  not  carried  out 
in  the  Bill,  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  explicitly  to  declare  that  the 
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enactments  of  the  Bill.  There  was  also 
another  point  as  to  which  it  was  in- 
tended to  vary  the  enactments  of  the  Act 
of  lost  Session.  By  that  Act,  the  Law  of 
Mortmain  was  extended  to  Ireland,  where, 
in  fact,  it  operated  with  more  weight  than 
it  did  in  this  country  ;  ea  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  a  party  to  leave  any  quantity 
of  land,  however  small,  for  the  site  of  a 
chapel,  glebe  house,  or  hospital.  The 
Government  proposed  to  relax  this  provi- 
sion so  as  to  allow  land,  sot  exceeding  five 
acres,  for  instance,  to  be  left  for  such  pur- 
poses. He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  think  this  answer  sufficiently 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Frsk  Chitbch  of  Scotland.]  Mr.  P, 
M.  Slewarl  rose,  pursuant  to  notice,  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  petition  of 
the  Rev.  Patrick  Macfarlan,  Moderator  of 
the  General  Assembly  of  the  Free  Church 
of  Scotland  (presented  June  24),  complain- 
ing of  the  refusal  of  sites  to  congregations 
of  that  Church.  He  stated  that  the  peti- 
tioners represented  that  the  General  As- 
sembly of  the  Free  Church  had  the  spiri- 
tual guidance  of  one*tbird  of  the  popula- 
tion of  Scotland ;  that  470  of  the  clergy 
of  the  Church  of  Scotland  bad  left  it  for 
the  Free  Church,  which  now  had  620 
clergy  and  800  congregations ;  that 
726,0001.  had  been  subscribed  for  the 
general  purposes  of  the  separation,  of 
which  300,0002.  had  been  appropriated  to 
the  building  of  churches.  They  further 
stated  that  the  landlords  refused  to  allow 
tfaem  to  purchase  sites  for  their  churches. 
Owing  to  the  land  being  in  large  quan- 
tities in  few  hands,  this  refusal  operated  as 
a  great  hardship  upon  them.  The  congre- 
gations had  00  place  in  which  to  meet  for 
worship,  BO  that  they  were  obliged  to  go 
into  the  high  roads  or  under  the  hedgesto 
perform  their  devotions.  All  that  the 
petitioners  wanted  was  permission  to  pur- 
chase land  for  sites  for  their  churches  at  a 
fair  and  equitable  price,  but  this  was  re- 
futed te  them.  The  hon.  Member  pro- 
ceeded to  mention  some  cases  where  the 
refusal  of  sites  had  operated  as  a  hardship 
on  congregations.  In  one  place  in  Ross- 
shire,  where  the  parish  occupied  an  area  of 
twenty  miles,  such  was  the  spiritual  desti- 
tution nf  a  portion  of  the  district,  that  the 
Government  had  gone  to  the  expense  of 
erecting  a  church.  There  was  a  caae  in 
point  in  a  locality  which  must  be  known 


2  N 


.^Ic 


1001 


Fr§i  Chunk 


{COMMONS} 


itf  Scotland. 


1002 


to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Gra- 
ham), namelj,  Caooby;  he  felt  cvctaiD, 
however,  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  never  have  been  the  author  ofiucti 
■ufierings.  The  coneregation  conaiited  of 
600  people,  all  of  whom  had  been  com- 
pelled to  betake  tberaaeivea  to  the  high 
rood  in  order  to  engage  ia  religious  wor- 
fhip.  The  ban.  Member  read  a  letter 
from  the  Rev.  Mr.  Guthrie,  the  minister 
of  the  congregation,  who  stated  that  the 
noit  racr^  ordinance!  of  religbn  had 
been  diapenied  in  the  open  air  j  and  that 
he  bad  aeen  500  person*  at  once,  who,  in 
Goniequenee  of  expoture  to  sleet  and  inow, 
were  as  wet  a*  if  thej  had  been  dragged 
tbrough  the  river  Esk,  which  rolled  at 
their  feet.  There  were  three  men  in  par- 
ticular, it  was  alleged,  whose  countenances 
bore  the  stamp  of  death;  and  indeed  the 
weather  was  bad  enough  to  hurry  them  to 
that  place  "  where  the  wicked  cease  from 
troubling,  and  where  the  weary  ere  at 
rett."  Such  were  the  sad  statistici  of 
manj  parishes  and  of  thousands  of  pa- 
riabioneri  in  Scotland  at  this  moment.  It 
was  only  justice  to  those  who  were  the 
proprietors  of  the  districts  where  such 
scenes  occurred,  to  suppose  that  they  did 
not  know  the  full  extent  of  the  miseries 
endured,  for  otherwise  the  remedy  sought 
would  surely  come  from  them.  He  trust- 
ed that  the  House,  the  Government,  and 
the  proprietors,  would  assist  in  bringing 
about  a  better  state  of  things.  Viewing 
the  matter  simply  as  one  of  temporal  po- 
licy, if  districts  twenty  miles  square  in  ex- 
tent grew  disorganized  in  consequence  of 
the  people  not  being  able  to  attend  church 
as  they  had  formerly  done,  what  but  cala- 
mity could  be  itie  result  ?  He  might  refer 
to  the  city  of  Westminster  as  afibrding  an 
illustistion  of  what  he  meant.  Tbe  House 
might  not  be  aware  that  they  were  sitting 
at  that  moroeDt  in  one  of  tbe  most  dark 
and  destitute  portions  of  the  metropolis- 
It  wag^  however,  proved  by  statistics 
which  had  been  verified,  that  tbe  greatest 
evils  had  arisen  in  the  parishes  of  $t.  John 
and  St.  Margaret,  Westminster,  from  a 
state  of  things,  unopposed,  similar  to  that 
which  then  existed  in  many  parts  of  Scot- 
land. Were  the  Government  aware  that 
in  those  two  parishes,  for  a  population  of 
66,000  persons,  there  were  sittings  in  the 
Euablished  Church  for  only  7,000,  and  in 
the  Dissenting  chapels  for  6,000,  mak- 
ing altogether  13,000  uttlngs,  of  which 
5,000  were  never  occupied?  The  oh- 
ftades  to  the  DiMenten  procuring  build- 


ing leasee  were  ao  fonnidaUe  that  thejr 
could  nut  obtain  sites  for  chapels  with- 
out incurring  very  great  expense.  Al- 
though the  Dean  and  Chapter  of  theae 
parishes  received  upwards  of  SOiOOOJl  a 
year,  they  did  not  inatruct  daily  as  many  u 
3,000  souls  out  of  a  population  of  66,000. 
There  was  a  clause  in  their  leases  preciself 
similar  to  that  with  which  tbay  were 
threatened  in  Scotland,  aeainit  the  erec~ 
tion  of  any  Dissenting  pWe  of  wordiip, 
or  the  use  of  any  tenement  for  Dissenting 
purposes.  Freeholds  were  only  to  be  ob- 
tained at  very  great  cosL  Within  tbe  list 
fonnigbt  it  had  been  ascertained  by  a  dtjr 
missionary,  that  there  were  2,000  &milie^ 
including  a  population  of  10,000  soul*,  un- 
possessed of  a  single  page  of  the  Scripturea. 
Thousands  of  the  children  were  un- 
educated} poverty,  wretchedness,  irreli- 
gion,  and  crime  abounded  ;  and  he  had 
been  assured  that  day,  hy  a  most  benevo- 
lent individiul  who  strove  to  relieve  thia 
mass  of  misery,  that  tueh  was  the  demo- 
ralised condition  of  the  district,  owing  to 
the  slumbering  state  of  the  Chureh  and  the 
exclusion  of  Dissenting  aid,  that  there 
were  various  places  where  they  would  not 
be  even  personally  safe.  He  merely  mea- 
(ioned  this  as  an  illustration  of  the  efiect 
of  not  giring  a  fair  field  to  all  denomina- 
tions. Two  Sundays  ago  there  were  600 
shops  open  in  Westminster  between  the 
hours  of  nine  and  eleven  in  the  morning 
200  of  which  were  public  houses.  It  must 
be  remembered,  too,  that  the  leases  which 
positively  excluded  Dissenting  places  oif 
worship,  contained  no  prohibitory  clause 
againsi  houses  for  immoral  purposes;  and 
there  were,  in  fact,  upwards  ot  130  such 
houses  under  tbe  very  eye  of  tbe  Dean  and 
Chapter  themselves.  Now,  such,  he  r^ 
peated,  was  the  state  of  things  wi^  which 
they  were  threatened  in  Scotland,  The 
only  reason  which  be  could  imagine  as  in- 
fluencing those  who  refused  to  grant  sitei^ 
was  the  expectation  of  a  change  in  the 
feelings  of  the  people;  hut  to  talk  of 
change  in  a  matter  of  that  kind  was  proved 
by  the  history  of  Scotland  to  be  absuril.  He 
would  recommend  the  Government  to  look 
St  public  opinion  on  this  subject.  As  a 
Scotchman,  he  naturally  felt  warm  and 
indignant  on  such  a  topic  ;  but  he  would 
quote  the  opinion  of  two  persons  who 
might  be  in  a  belter  position  to  pronounce 
a  jud^ent.  The  first  was  that  of  a  di&. 
tinguished  East  Indian  friend  of  his,  who 
had  been  engaged  in  the  late  glorious 
ttaniactioDS  ia  Cabul.    That  gentlcBBn 
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nii  he  could  harfly  believe  the  fccts  which 
were  alleged.  In  the  Punjauh,  the  Silthi, 
who  were  a  sort  of  degenerate  Hindoot) 
although  they  bated  the  MusiulmBni,  al- 
lowed them  to  build  mosquet  in  evety  pan 
of  the  country  ;  and  in  Uibul  itself,  which 
was  the  focuj  of  MahomedaDiBm,  there 
were  Hindoo  chapeli.  Toleration  prevail- 
sd  to  luch  an  extent  that  those  who  hated 
each  other  moat  oordially,  did  not  prevent 
the  erection  of  tenplei  by  their  advenariei 
for  religious  wonhip.  Tho  aecood  opinion 
to  which  he  would  refer  waa  that  of  M. 
Merle  D'Auhign^,  who  having  recently  vi- 
sited tbifl  country,  wb«  now  on  hii  way  to 
Switaerlend.  In  writing  to  Dr.  Chalmen, 
M.  D'Aubign^  taid — 

"  I  will  tell  |ou  frankly,  dear  and  Tenerable 
brother,  that  ihiireCuialof  liiesii,  perbapi,  iha 
only  painful  imprenion  which  I  cany  away 
from  Scollind.  A  foreigner  comes  into  a  land 
as  into  that  oftha  goiipel  and  libariy  ;  and  ha 
aaas  there,  ibingi  which  are  not  to  ba  mat 
with  nadcr  the  noit  deipoiio  Uovernmeni  of 
the  Conlinanl.    Bow  can  (hii  denial  of  relt- 


Such  waa  the  view  taken  of  this  matter  by 
the  hfatorian  of  the  Protestant  Beformatjon. 
Bnl  he  would  not  enter  further  into  this 
painful  subject.  He  had  been  aikcd  why 
he  brought  this  matter  before  Parliament  ? 
The  General  Aatenibly  of  the  Free  Church 
would  not  have  come  there  had  they  not 
exhausted  every  other  means  of  obtaining 
belter  and  protection  for  those  under  their 
care.  They  came  to  that  House  as  the 
Kuardiani  and  representatives  of  the  suf- 
ferers. He  hoped  that  the  reault  would  he 
that  the  thousands  and  tens  of  thousands 
whom  they  represented  would  not  be  again 
Uposed  to  the  miieriea  which  they  had 
heretofore  endured ;  hut  would  be  admitted 
to  the  free  enjoyment  of  that  toleralioo 
which  was  once  a  great  element  and  a 
bright  ornament  of  the  CooHtiiuUon  under 
which  they  lived. 

Sir  /.  Graham  said :  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  has  just  sat  dovrn  has  rightly  de- 
■ignaied  this  subject  as  a  painful  one  ;  and 
I  cannot  say  thai  1  think  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man at  all  to  blame  for  calling  our  atten- 
tion to  it.  It  is  quite  clear  that  it  is  a 
lul^ect  on  which  legislation  is  not  possible 
^-one  with  which  public  opinion  is  alone 
competent  to  deal.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
has  mentioned  certain  facts  with  reference 
to  the  parishes  of  St.  Margaret  and  St. 
John,  in  this  immediate  vicinity,  showing 
tltat  then  is  great  ipiritual  destitution, 


great  wont  of  religious  instruction  in  die 
district,  I  have  not  the  means  either  of 
verifying  or  of  contradicting  his  assertions ; 
I  can  only  express  my  deep  regret  if  the 
statements  are  well  founded,  and  my  earnest 
desire  that,  in  that  case,  a  speedy  remedy 
tnay  be  provided  for  evils  so  injurinuB  to 
the  welfare  of  society.  I  now  apply  my- 
self to  the  subject  matter  of  this  petition. 
I  am  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the 
House  will  do  me  the  justice  to  remember 
that  upon  no  occasion  when  the  subject  of 
the  recent  disruption  of  the  Church  of 
Scotland  has  been  brought  under  our  con- 
Btdaration,  have  I  failed  to  express  my 
heartfelt  and  deep  regret  at  an  event  whidi 
I  consider  most  deplorable,  and  which  has 
made  a  fatal  inroad  upon  the  happiness  and 
peace  of  that  country.  I  deplore  what  baa 
occurred  as  deeply  and  as  eamettly  as  it  ia 
possible  to  lament  any  public  event.  I 
cannot  but  hear  in  mind  that  the  great 
body  of  proprietors  in  Scotland  are  Epis- 
copalian, and  that  there  has  never  been  on 
the  part  of  the  authorities  of  the  Preshy. 
terian  Church  before  the  disruption  look 
place,  any  jealousy  of  Episcopalians,  or  any 
wish  that  they  should  not  enjoy  the  ut- 
most toleration  in  the  exercise  of  their 
religion.  I  quite  concur  in  the  sentiment 
contained  in  this  petition,  that  the  meanest 
peasant  in  the  country  u  equally  entitled 
to  all  the  benefita  of  toleration,  and  to  the 
free  exercise  of  his  religion,  without  let  or 
hindrance,  with  the  proudest,  the  richest, 
and  the  most  extensive  proprietor.  I  must 
also  mention  another  circumstance  adverted 
to  in  this  petition,  which  if,  I  think,  very 
important.  I  mean  the  circumstance  that 
this  dissent,  fatal  and  eiLtensiTe  as  un- 
happily it  is,  after  all,  arises  not  from  any 
difierence  with  respect  to  the  fundamentals 
or  esaeniials  of  the  Christian  faith,  but  from 
a  difference  with  respect  to  a  matter  of 
discipline,  which,  though  important  indeed 
in  itself,  ia,  as  compared  with  doctrine, 
light  as  dust  in  the  halance.  Having  ex- 
pressed my  opinion  on  these  two  pre- 
liminarT  points,  I  will  own  to  the  boa. 
Gentleman  and  to  the  House,  that  I  have 
not  been  careful  Co  examine  the  particular 
facta  set  forth  in  this  petition  with  respect 
to  the  refusal  of  sites.  I  know  not  whe- 
ther there  has  been  any  exaggeration  in 
this  petition ;  but  I  do  fear  that,  in  the 
heat,  and,  perhaps,  I  might  add,  the  anger 
consequent  on  so  sudden  a  breach  in  so  great 
an  establishment,  there  may  have  been,  as 
the  first  nut  unnatural  effect  of  such  *  dia- 
nipUoD,  a  refusal  in  uuny  cases  to  grant  sitei 
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where,  perbaps,  m  strict  justification  of  that 
refussl  might  be  difBcuIt.  But  I  must  sav, 
J  do  not  think  the  blame  ia  ezclusirety  a 
one  side  ;  for,  though,  on  the  one  hand) 
cannot  think  that  such  a  state  of  things  as 
the  bon.  Member  has  described  can,  in  a 
Christian  countij  and  in  the  preKot  age 
be  justiGed ;  on  the  other  hand,  nnay  iand- 
loidi  hftve  been  publicly  assailed,  in  the 
niidst  of  the  sacred  ordinances  of  reli^on, 
with  the  most  unseemlj  rancour ;  and,  of 
course,  in  consequence  of  these  attacks, 
their  feelings  have  been  esdted  to  ex- 
asperation. But  nhen  it  is  remembered, 
that  the  cause  of  quarrel  leading  to  these 
fttal  results  was  originallj  light  and  tri- 
vial— trivial,  I  saj,  when  compared  with 
matters  of  faith  and  doctrine— hopes  might 
have  been  entertained  that  the  dismption 
might  not  have  been  permanent,  and  that 
the  differences  were  capable  of  adjust- 
ment; but  these  hopes  in  the  lapse  of 
time  have  vanished;  and,  as  these  hopes 
have  vanished,  the  necessity  for  toleration 
becomes  greater ;  and  it  might  have  been 
expected  by  those  who  have^one  out  of 
the  Establubment,  that  this  indispoution 
to  grant  sites  for  places  of  worship  would 
have  passed  away.  However,  the  petition 
acknowledges  that  sites  have  already  been 
granted  in  cases  where  they  had  been  re- 
fused before.  The  evil,  therefore,  of  itself 
is  passing  away.  Of  this  petition  I  must 
say  this,  that  the  prayer  ia  most  reasonable. 
It  states  what  is  the  desire  of  the  petitioners. 
The  petitioners  desire  that  they  may  be  at 
liberty  to  purchase  sites  for  their  churches, 
in  order  that  their  congregations  may  as- 
semble together  for  divine  worship  in  cir- 
cumstances uf  decent  comfort,  without  lef 
or  hindrance.  Now,  I  must  say,  that  if  1 
were  a  Scotch  proprietor  1  should  feel 
diiposed  to  grant  this  request.  But  I 
am  bound  in  justice  to  state,  that  that  is 
not  the  request  which  has  been  made  in 
many  cases  to  the  Scotch  proprietors.  The 
demand  has  been  made  to  obtain  rites  for 
the  seceding  Church  in  immediate  proxim- 
ity to  the  Church  of  the  Establishment, 
for  the  purpose  of  ostentatious  rivalry. 
Now  if  I  were  a  Scotch  proprietor,  friendly 
to  the  Establishment,  I  could  not  grant 
that  request.  1  should  endeavour  to  re- 
strain that  spirit  of  hostility  in  its  most 
offensive  form,  which  seeks  to  place  the 
Secession  Church  opposite  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church;  and  1  must  say,  I  be- 
lieve that  sites  offered  with  a  view  to 
general  convenience  have  been  refused,  and 
It  bu  been  mi,  "  We  will  have  our  iit«t 


dose  to  the  Established  Church  ;"  and  if 
that  was  the  claim,  I  say  again,  I,  as  & 
Scotch  proprietor,  should  resist ;  but  I  am 
not  a  Scotch  pri^rietor,  and  in  what  I  am 
stating  I  should  be  very  sorry  to  be  sup- 
posed to  speak  in  an  angry  spirit  to  the 
members  of  the  Secession.  Something  has 
been  said  with  respect  to  one  of  my  Cd- 
leagues,  the  Lord  Privy  Seal.  Now,  I  am 
sure  that  there  is  not  a  kinder,  a  more 
generous,  or  more  noble  person ;  and  I 
know  by  esperience  that  he  is  desirous, 
in  all  his  decisions  respecting  his  pro- 
perty, to  do  what  is  latis&ctory  to 
his  neighbours.  With  respect  to  an- 
other of  my  Colleagues  against  whom  the 
tide  of  religious  dissent  has  set  with  vio- 
lence— I  mean  Lord  Aberdeen — I  can  only 
my,  that  within  six  weeks  of  the  secesnon 
having  taken  place,  and  when  hopes  of  re- 
conciliation were  no  longer  rational,  my 
noble  Friend  did  provide  a  site  for  one  of 
these  churchea  on  his  estate,  without  diffi- 
culty, and  offered  it  in  a  manner  moat  satis- 
factory to  all ;  and  this  was  the  fint  site,  I 
believe,  that  was  granted  in  Scotland  to  the 
Secession  Church  by  any  landed  proprietor. 
On  the  whole,  I  think  each  case  must  be 
decided  with  reference  to  its  own  peculiar 
circumstances— with  reference  to  the  num- 
ber of  Diasentera  in  the  parish,  and  in 
some  degree  also  with  reference  to  th« 
facilities  for  attending  place*  of  wordiip  in 
the  neighbourhood.  Speaking  generally, 
the  prayer  of  this  petition,  1  think,  is  rea- 
sonable ;  and  although  I  am  afraid  the  hops 
of  a  return  to  the  Establishment  is  dimia- 
ishing,  still,  taking  all  circumstances  con- 
jointly, I  entertain  the  most  sanguine  hope 
that  there  will  be  no  ground  of  complaint 
[ist  the  Scotch  proprietors  in  future  on 
account  of  the  refusal  of  sites.  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  have  no  cause  to  re- 

r'Ct  having  introduced  this  discussion,  and 
should  be  very  glad  that  anything  fallioc 
from  me  should  have  the  happy  effect  a 
diminishing  irritation  on  this  subject.  I 
cannot  hope  that  reconciliation  is  any 
longer  possible  ;  but  I  do  hope  and  expect 
that  toleration  will  be  practised,  and  every 
facility  for  public  worship  be  afforded  by 
the  landed  proprietors  of  Scotland  to  th^ 
dissenting  brethren  and  neighbours. 

Mr.  Haioei  held  in  his  hand  a  pam- 
phlet coniaining  slatemeats  of  the  most 
painful  and  humilialing  character,  ia  re- 
ice  to  the  refusal  of  sites ;  but  it  did 
not  appear  that  aoy  of  the  proprietors 
who  Tefated  sites  asiiened  the  reason 
given  by  the  tight  bon,  fiaroaet*    On  iha 
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conttary,  the  factor  or  agent  of  the  pro- 
prietor aiiumed  to  hjmaeir  (he  tight  of 
fixing  the  place  in  which  the  church 
•houid  be  built,  and  in  many  cases  sites 
were  granted  for  Roman  Catholic  Chapels, 
while  they  were  refused  for  ihe  Free 
Church  of  Scotland.  A  petition  from 
Ihe  people  of  Eigg,  addressed  to  the  pro- 
prietor*, and  worded  in  (he  most  simple 
and  touching  manner,  was  answered  b;  a 
long  communication  filled  with  cold  and 
uopii^ing  sarcatm,  and  denying  their  re- 
quest. He  thought  it  would  be  productive 
of  great  mischier  to  exasperate  by  such  re- 
fusals the  minds  of  the  people  of  Scotland. 

Mr.  Cardwell  thought  it  his  duty  to 
vindicate  the  character  of  Dr.  M'Pherson, 
the  principal  landed  proprietor  on  the 
Island  of  Eigg,  from  the  charge  of  religi- 
ous intolerance  ;  such  feelings  were  wholly 
alieo  from  his  character.  There  were 
circumsiancei  which  rendered  him  unwil- 
ling to  grant  a  lite,  but  the  unwillingness 
did  notarise  from  religious  intolerance, 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  himself  highly 
gratified  with  the  itBtement  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  and  hoped  that  ere  long 
leligiouB  rancour  and  hostility  would  be 
entirely  done  away  with  in  Scotland. 

Mr.  Skeil  understood  from  some  of  bis 
Scotch  Friends  that  the  Secedersin  Scot- 
land were  rapidly  becoming  the  majority. 
It  wa>  incumbent  on  the  Government  to 
guard  againit  the  growth  of  disafTection 
among  ihem.  The  Government  should 
lake  into  coosideratiou  whether  it  wai 
not  far  wiser  to  prevent  in  time  the  great 
calamity  which  was  impending  over  Scot- 
land, and,  instead  of  relying  on  the  dis- 
cretion, or,  he  should  rather  say,  the  ca- 
price of  individual  proprietors,  to  take 
measure*  for  providing  for  the  religioue 
worship  of  the  majority  of  the  Scottish 
people,  and  to  attach  them  to  the  Slate  by 
honourable  bond*.  If  the  regium  donam 
were  given  to  the  Presbyterians  of  Ireland, 
it  seemed  to  him  anomalous  to  withhold 
a  similar  grant  from  the  Free  Church. 
The  Government  ahould  make  terms  of 
the  most  satitfaclory  kind  with  the  Scotch. 
He  believed  the  Scotch  Church  did  out 
refuse  endowments.  It  might,  perhaps, 
be  considered  indecorous  i  ' 
die  with  what  was  going  on  in  Scotland ; 
but  he  had  leeo  so  many  disa*iers  in  liis 
own  country,  arising  from  the  alienation 
of  the  Church  from  the  State,  that  he 
thought  the  Government  should  adopt 
some  such  expedient  in  reference  to  the 
Free  Church  a*  that  he  had  mentioDed. 
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If  house*  and  chapel*  were  to  be  built  for 
Roman  Gathiolc  priests,  it  was  not  right 
to  allow  the  members  of  the  Free  Church 
in  in  a  condition  which  excited 
feelings  of  religious  rancour  between  Ibem 

id  the  proprietors. 

Mr.  Pringlc  said,  the  statements  of  his 
hon.  Friend,  the  Member  for  Renfrew- 
iliire  were  entirely  ex  parte.  The  pro- 
prietor* of  land  referred  to,  had  strong 
for  refusing  the  sites  required. 
The  secession  had  not  been  near  to  nu- 

ifous  as  had  been  stated.     He  would 

ution  the  Houie  not  to  give  any  credit 

ex  parte  statements  on  this  subject. 

M.  Hindley  expressed  his  satisfaction 
at  the  separation  that  had  taken  place 
the  Free  Church  and  the  E*. 
tabhshed  Cliurch  in  Scotland.  He 
thought  that  the  results  of  that  eepars- 
tion  showed  Ihe  power  of  the  voluntary 
principle.  He  was  glad  to  see  the  ex- 
tension of  the  voluntary  principle  as  well 
as  its  complete  success,  and  he  wished 
that  principle  extend  to  alt  pane 
of  the  United  Kingdom.  He  regretted 
that  some  individuals  had  interfered  in 
an  unsatisfactory  manner  with  respect  to 
the  Free  Church.  He  was  happy  to  say, 
that  even  in  Westminster,  schools  in  con- 
nexion with  the  voluntary  principle  were 
in  a  flourishing  condition,  and  gave  an 
excellent  education  to  a  large  number  of 
children.  He  was  anxious  to  see  the  ex- 
tension of  the  voluntary  principle. 

Mr.  Borthwick  said,  that  when  so  much 
was  stated  with  respect  to  the  voluntary 
principle  in  educating  the  poor,  the  exer- 
tions of  the  Established  Church  ought  not 
(o  be  overlooked  with  respect  to  a  ques- 
tion of  this  kind.  He  had  taken  a  great 
interest  in  this  subject,  and  had  seen  the 
useful  and  advantageous  education  which 
was  given  by  the  Established  Church  to 
the  poor  of  this  country.  He  regretted 
that  any  observations  should  have  been 
made  respecting  the  conduct  which  cer- 
tain noble  Lords  had  pursued  on  this 
subject.  He  thought,  after  the  public 
statements  that  had  been  made  by  those 
individuals,  it  would  be  impertinent  for 
him  to  make  any  observations  on  the 
subject.  He  was  sure,  ihat  the  defence 
which  had  been  made  by  those  noble 
individuals  would  be  Tound  perfectly  satis- 
factory to  the  public. 

Discussion  terminated. 

Light  Gold — The  Cuhbency.]  Mr. 
Spooner  presented  petitions  from  ftrmeri 
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in  Warwickitire,  complaining  of  Bgiicul- 
tunl  diatress}  and  ^m  Mr.  Taunton,  of 
Birmingham,  complaining  of  the  enora  of 
onr  existing  lyitem  of  currency. 

Mr.  Nendegate  alio  presented  petitions 
^om  farmers  in  Warwickshire,  to  the  latne 
efiect  as  thoie  presented  hj  Mr.  Spooner. 

Mr.  Spooner  subsequently  rose,  and  said 
that  be  had  a  petition  to  present  from  a 
most  respectable  individual,  Mr.  Andrew 
Spottiswoode,  nhn  had  signed  a  petition 
aa  Chairman  of  the  Society  for  the  Eman- 
cipatinn  of  Industry.  The  members  of 
that  Societ/  traced  the  extreme  deprestionf 
so  much  to  be  deplored  among  agricultu- 
risU  in  this  country,  and  prominently 
among  them  tbe  labourers,  mainly  to  the 
present  state  of  tbe  national  currency. 
The  petitioner  prayed  that  an  inquiry  might 
be  instituted  to  ascertain  the  cauw  of  the 
distress. 

Ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Order  of  the 
Day  be  redd,  for  tbe  House  to  go  into 
Committee  of  Supply, 

Mr.  Hume  called  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  loss  to  tbe  public  by  lighi 
sovereigns,  and  that  some  offices  should  be 
appointed  by  tbe  Government  to  receive 
light  gold  at  the  intrinsic  value,  according 
to  tbe  number  of  grains  deficient  in 
average  veight,  and  not  allow  the  loss  of 
&d.,  mure  or  less,  to  the  holder  of  tbe  i 
according  lo  tbe  will  of  the  peraon  who 
was  to  receive  the  coin.  The  proclamation 
issued  some  time  ago,  relative  to  light 
gold,  subjected  the  public  to  a  loss  of  from 
Ad.  to  Gd.,  or  even  more,  on  sovereign 
which  wtre  deficient  in  weight ;  and  this 
loss  fell  principally  upon  the  poorer  clas 
Supposing  the  deduction  on  each  light 
vereign  to  be  Gd.,  the  loss  sustained  by  the 
public  would  be  75,000^  a  year.  Unleui 
some  alteration  was  made  in  the  present 
system,  he  was  convinced  that  a  general 
desire  would  be  e:(cited  to  return  lo  the 
system  of  II.  notes,  which  would  enable 
persons  to  avoid  the  loss  they  now  incurred 
upon  bullion.  It  was  entirely  owing 
the  negligence  and  carelessness  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the  loss 
lo  which  he  referred  had  been  sustained 
by  the  public.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  quite  callous  to  his  appeals, 
for  be  bad  brought  forward  this  subject 
three  or  four  times,  and  the  right  hi 
Gentleman  had  never  thought  fit  to  notice 
it.  He  would  now,  however,  move  a  Re- 
solution in  the  nature  of  a  vote  of  censuri 
upon  that  right  hon.  Gentleman  for  hii 
negligence,  wliicb  he  hoped  would  have 


the  eSect  of  leading  him  to  bettoir  soms 
attention  on  this  important  lubJBct.     Ha 

^ed  to  move  tha^— 

"  An  humble  Address  be  prtsentad  to  Her 
MaJHty,  to  represent  thai,  on  tbe  last  ace»- 
when  the  light  gold  coin  of  Ihe  RaalM 
called  in,  a  considerable  Ion,  attaiided 
much  jnconveQience  lo  Her  Majesty'a 
poorer  subjects,  occurred,  having  been  in  a 
great  decree  cauied  by  the  neglect  or  Her 
Majeslj'i  Ministers,  in  not  making  timely 
preparations  for  receiving  tba  light  gold  caiD 
at  Its  inlriniic  value  at  conveniaiit  placai  in 
ihe  several  towns  and  dislricls  of  Ibe  Uniwd 
Kingdom,  and  humbly  to  request  thai  Her 
Majesty  will  be  pleased  lo  give  direclioos  lo 
Ruard  against  similar  scenes  of  loss  and  Iron- 
ble  for  the  falure." 

Mr-  Spooner  seconded  the  Motion,  and 
said  the  hon.  Member  for  MonttnM  bad 
brought  a  very  important  Motion  before 
the  House.  He  hod  fully  made  out  his 
case,  and  had  shown  that  the  poor  man 
had  been  greatly  injured  by  what  he  had 
justly  styled  the  neglect  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  But  there  was  a  large  and 
important  class  to  whom  the  bon.  Member 
had  not  alluded,  viz.,  shopkeeperaand  retail 
dealers  in  general.  Competition  compelled 
ihem  to  receive  light  coin  at  its  nominal 
value ;  but  they  had  no  meana  of  disposing 
of  it  but  in  payment  of  the  debts  they  bad 
incurred  in  the  purchase  of  goods.  Then 
the  lots  between  intrinsic  and  nominal 
value  was  tested,  and  fell  on  them.  This 
could  not  be  avoided ;  for  if  the  Government 
were  to  take  in  the  light  coin  at  its  nomi- 
nal value,  it  would  open  extensive  doorato 
fraud ;  but  in  addition  to  this  loss,  the 
holders  of  the  light  coin  were  subjected  lo 
the  risk  and  expense  of  trananiaKon  to 
London.  That  risk  and  expense  the  Oo- 
rerment  ought  to  bear.  A  place  ought  lo 
be  appointed  in  the  centre  of  every  im- 
portant district,  where  light  sovereigns 
might  be  exchanged.  He  hoped  that  the 
present  Motion  would  be  toe  means  of 
calling  the  attentioD  of  ths  Government  lo 
the  subject.  But  important  aa  the  Motion 
was,  it  was  only  part,  and  a  compantively 
small  part,  of  that  great  and  momOiUnu 
subject — the  monetary  lyslem  of  tbo  eoon- 
try.  He  approached  this  queaticm  with 
much  diffidence ;  he  could  not  forget  what 
passed  last  Session,  when  bis  right  htm. 
Friend  at  the  head  of  the  Gorenment, 
holding  up  a  book,  denounced  ita  ocniienti 
as  nonsense— denounced  also  the  borough 
which  he  (Mr.  Spooner)  bad  the  honour 
to  represent,  as  being  the  only  town  where 
two  men  could  be  found  to  write  such 
Agreeing    with    nearly  eveijr 
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wt  of  Am  book,  he  wu  wUling  to  take  a 
daa  ihan  of  the  obloquy  Bttempted  to  be 
thrown  upon  it.  With  regard  to  the  au- 
tiiorditp,  be  hid  Dotbing  to  do  with  it ; 
nor  did  be  even  know,  when  the  pap«rt 
firit  appeared  in  b  periodical,  who  wm  the 
author;  tmd  would,  therefore,  not  aBSume 
a  merit  wbioh  did  not  belong  to  fain.  If, 
however,  that  book  contained  nonsenM,  be 
had  the  ooniolation  to  know  that  It  wa« 
noDwnse  which  hnd  received  the  sanction 
of  tb«  right  boR.  Baronet  the  Seoretary  for 
the  Home  Department.  That  right  bon. 
Oentlemaii  had,  in  the  year  1836,  pub- 
liahed  a  book  containing  the  mme  princi- 
ples, and  enforcing  the  same  views,  which 
the  right  ban.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  had  so  stigmatized.  His 
(Mr.  Spooner's)  object  in  calling  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  this  subject,  was  to 
point  out  what  he  believed  to  be  the  situa- 
tion of  the  country  at  the  present  moment. 
They  had  succeeded  in  bringing  back  gold, 
manufactures  and  commerce  were  flourish- 
ing— agriculture  alone  was  depressed.  On 
fbmer  similar  occasions,  some  time  after 
these  evidences  of  returning  confidence  and 
oommercial  prosperity,  the  prices  of  agri- 
ealtuial  produce  began  to  rise ;  and  when- 
ever they  became  high,  all  oiher  things 
advanced  beyond  the  cuntinental  level  of 
prices ;  gold  became  the  cheapest  article  of 
export,  tne  export  of  manufactures  ceased, 
rad  panic  ensued.  He  believed  they  were 
now  approaching  a  similar  crisis.  He 
formed  that  opinion  tma  a  review  of  the 
past,  which  was  the  best  index  for  the  fu- 
ture. To  take  this  review  eSeetually,  thev 
must  begin  with  the  year  1797.  Previous 
to  that  year,  a  very  great  and  long-con- 
linued  depredation  bad  been  going  on ; 
gold  had  been  gradually  leavioff  the  coun- 
try; paper  was  increasingly  substituted  in 
lU  simd,  tin,  in  1797,  the  gold  was  all 
gone,  when  measure  was  adopted  by  Mr. 
Pitt,  which  the  right  bun.  Baronet  had 
abo  denounced,  and  called  a  "fatal"  mea- 
aure.  What  were  the  circumstances  under 
which  that  measure  was  passed?  What 
were  the  measures  which  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  have  substituted  ?  A  mu- 
tiny at  the  Nore,  all  Continental  alliances 
broken  up— single-handed  was  (his 
loft  to  contend  against  the  revolutionary 
■pint  which  overwhelmed  the  whole  of 
Europe.  The  master-mind  of  Pitt  called 
forth  the  credit  of  the  country,  aroused 
latent  energies,  established  that  system 
which  enabled  the  country  to  conclude 
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field  of  Waterloo,  and  to  dictate  peaoe 
within  the  walls  of  Paris.  A  fatal  mea- 
sure I  If  there  was  anything  fatal  in  the 
measure,  it  was  that  it  fell  to  be  carried 
out  by  statesmen  who  were  incapable  of 
understanding  it,  and  committed  the  very 
blunders  whl^  the  great  master-mind  who 
framed  it  feared  they  would  fall  into.  In 
proof  that  Mr.  Pitt  did  foresee  the  danger, 
he  would  read  an  extract  from  a  book 
whioh  was  of  very  high  value,  which  he 
esteemed  himself  fortunate  in  possessing, 
because  it  was  now  a  very  scarce  book,  and 
what  was  most  remarkable  was,  that  the 
scarcity  oftfae  book  came  all  at  once.  It  waa 
formerly  in  all  booksellers'  shops ;  now,  not 
a  ungle  copy  was  to  be  had.  [_''  Name!"] 
The  name  of  the  book  was — "  Graham  on 
Corn  and  Currency."  Phe  hon.  Member 
then  read  the  extract,  which  was  to  tho 
efiect  that  Pitt  deprecated  equally  an  un- 
limited currency  and  a  sudden  contraction.] 
The  succesTOia  of  Pitt,  the  hon.  Member 
said,  fell  into  both  errors.  Ignorant  of  the 
mighty  power  which  they  had  to  wield, 
they  first  unconsciously  depieriated  to  an 
extent  they  did  not  contemplate,  and  thus 
found  the  means  of  supportiog  the  large 
expenditure  of  the  war;  at  the  concluiiun 
of  which,  reckless  of  all  consequences,  they 
suddenly  contracted  the  circulation,  and 
enormously  enhanced  the  value  of  money. 
In  1810  and  1811,  Committees  of  the 
House  sat  on  this  subject.  He  knew  not 
if  hon.  Members  bad  read  their  Reports ; 
but  being  convinced  that  the  subject 
would  soon  force  itself  upon  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House  again,  be  would 
hort  hon.  Members  to  make  them- 
selves complete  masters  of  those  Re- 
ports. On  these  Committees  sat  some  of 
the  ablest  men  on  the  opposite  side  of  the 
House,  and  they  stated  what  he  thuught 
was  a  mere  truism — hut  which  was  strenu- 
ously oppttsed  by  hon.  Members  on  this 
side— that  the  currency  was  greatly  depre- 
ciated, and  that  that  depreciation  ought  to 
be  marked  and  arrested.  The  Guveni- 
ment  met  this  propodtion  by  the  mon- 
strous Bosolution,  tbat  a  pound  note  and 
a  shilling  were  equal  to  a  guinea,  though 
it  was  well  known  that  light  ones  were 
then  selling  for  25s.  Ay,  Lord  Uex- 
I^  denied  the  existence  at  any  time 
of  any  fixed  unvarying  standard  of 
value.  So  we  went  on  to  the  end  of  the 
war,  and  in  1815  great  preparations  were 
made  for  returning  to  a  metallic  currency. 
This  produced   universal  dbtrea.      This 
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manufactnres^  vbicb,  from  tbdr  low  price, 
found  their  way  into  foreign  marketi,  and 
brought  back  gold.  Gold  than  flowing 
back,  confidence  was  restored,  and  the 
Gountiy  began  to  return  to  a  state  of  proi- 
peritr.  In  1819  the  Bill  nas  introduced, 
which  the  right  hon.  Oentlem&n  would 
forgive  him  for  designating  hj  the  epithet 
which  be  had  giren  to  the  meujre  of  Mr. 
Pitt.  That  waa  a  fatal  measure;  for 
we  were  called  upon  to  return,  not  merely 
to  the  old  standard  of  value,  but  to  a  stan- 
dard at  least  15  per  cent,  higher  than  it 
r  been  before  in  this  country.    The 


distren  of  the  conntrr  waa  relieved.  But 
the  Bill  itself  was  not  repealed;  and,  not 
being  repealed,  the  prosperity  so  produced, 
was  only  tempoisry,  and  in  the  end  pro^ 
duced  the  panic  of  1825,  which  few  who 
mitaessed  it  would  forget  till  their  dyiof^ 
day.  But  he  (Mr.  Spooeer)  remembered 
that  in  the  June  before,  the  present  Lord 
Ripon,  then  Chancellor  of  the  Eichequer, 
gave  a  must  glowing  description  of  the 
prosperity  of  the  country  at  thai  time; 
and  warned  Mr.  Brougham,  who  bad  a 
notice  of  Motion  for  reform  in  Parliament, 
remember  that  that  prosperity  had  been 


old  standard  was  &  joint  standard  of  gold  j  dealt  out  to  the  people  through  the  an. 
and   silver,  and  gave  the   option  to  the    cient  portals  of  the  Constitution.     That 


debtor  to  pay  in  either. 
alto  protected  by  heavy  penalties  from  be- 
ing melted  of  exported.  Coin  may  now  be 
melted  or  exported  at  the  will  of  the  holder. 
I  do  not  say  that  this  change  might  not  be 
a  pr'per  one  ;  but,  inasmuch  as  it  gave  an 
increased  value  to  the  coin,  the  coin  itself 
ought  to  have  been  depreciated  to  have  met 
that  increased  value.  Under  the  plea  of 
keeping  faith  with  the  creditor,  there  was 
a  breach  of  faith  with  the  debtor,  for  he 
was  called  upon  to  pay  in  a  higher  standard 
than  hod  ever  existed  before.  But  there 
was  a  greater  breach  of  faith  than  that. 
By  the  Resolution  of  1811,  all  persons  had 
been  led  to  make  their  engagements  under 
the  conviction  that  the  pound  in  which 
their  contracts  were  made  and  their  deal- 
ings took  place,  was  the  ancient  pound 
sterling ;  that  there  had  been  no  departure 
from  toe  ancient  standard;  and,  therefore, 
it  was  impossible  for  them  to  contemplate 
a  return  to  that  from  which  there  had 
been  no  departure.  At  the  close  of  the 
war.  Government,  composed  of  men  of  the 
same  political  party  who  had  thus  deluded 
them  into  the  belief  that  the  standard  had 
never  been  departed  from,  now  called  upon 
them  to  pay  their  engagements  in  what 
was  falsely  called  the.  ancient  standard  of 
value.  [Here,  Sir  James  Graham  having 
returned,  the  hon.  Member  repeated  what 
he  before  said  about  his  book,  and  asked 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  where  copies  of  bis 
book  could  be  hadPJ  Afterwards  came 
the  distress  of  1830-1-2.  which,  in  1822, 
had  produced  such  discontent  and  alarm, 
that  the  late  Lord  Londonderry  came 
lown  to  the  House,  and  truly  auigned  the 
distress  of  the  country  to  the  operation  of 
the  Bill  of  1819;  and  introduced  several 
measures  extending  the  currency,  and 
departing  from  the  priiictpte  of  the  Bill. 
These  meatuies  were  successfulj  and  the 


noble  Lord,  in  the  month  of  Febru- 
ary, 1826,  came  down  to  the  House  de- 
ploring the  heavy  calamity  which  had 
overtaken  the  country ;  and  that  calamity 
he  attributed  to  great  speculation  produced 
by  the  excessive  ixsues  of  country  bankers. 
The  father  of  the  present  hon.  Member 
for  Chichester,  clearly  and  strongly  ex- 
posed, at  the  time,  the  absurdity  of  ihia 
□pinion,  and  its  inconsistency  with  the 
noble  Lord's  statement  «  few  months  be- 
fore. Prosperity  in  1825,  had  been  re- 
stored in  the  way  it  had  ever  been;  the 
price  of  our  manufactures  having  been 
forced  down  to  a  ruinous  extent,  again 
found  a  market  on  the  Continent,  and 
bullion  flowed  into  the  country.  Tba 
effects  of  the  panic  of  1625  were  long 
felt;  tind  prosperity  was  not  restored  till 
our  manufactureshavingagaiD  been  reduced, 
the  same  results  followed.  In  1837,  the 
American  panic  took  place,  which  was  but 
short  in  itself.Bndwasfotlowed  by  the  abort-  . 
lived  prosperity  of  1838;  for  in  1839  tba 
Bank  of  England  was  compelled  to  borrow 
gold  from  the  Bank  of  France.  In  1S42, 
prosperity  began  to  return ;  and  the  right 
hoD.  Baronet,  who  saw  these  things  a< 
clearly  as  any  man  in  the  House,  fearing 
lest  the  returu  of  prosperity  should  again 
be  fallowed,  as  it  bad  always  been,  by 
panic,  brought  forth  his  Bill  of  1844,  "a 
complement,"  as  he  called  it,  to  the  Act  of 
1819:  — a  measure,  which  at  the  time  it 
passed,  and  frequently  at  subsequent  pe- 
riods, had  been  erroneously  designated  as 
a  final  measure — one  that  had  for  ever 
settled  the  question  of  the  currency. 
Where,  then,  the  finality  of  the  measure  of 
1819,  if  it  required  such  "  a  complement?" 
He  (Mr.  Spooner)  admitted,  that  if  the 
Bill  of  1819  was  right,  that  of  1844  wai 
necessary.  The  abject  of  that  complement 
to  the  Bill,  was  1      "    '      ' 
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vitMn  such  boundi  as  vould  prerent 
prieeg  ridog  abgve  the  level  uf  tnou  of 
tbe  Continent,  and  w  to  keep  gold  from 
leaving  the  country.  He  doubted  if  it 
would  work;  if  it  did,  it  could  onlj  be  bj 
pemBnenttj  reducing  prices  to  the  level  of 
the  Continent.  And  he  particulirty  called 
the  attention  of  faon.  Memben  connected 
with  the  landed  interett  to  this  point. 
The  hon.  Member  then  read  the  folloning 
estract  from  Sir  James  Graham'i  book : — 
"With  coolidence  I  ai(«n  that  the  law 
which  fixes  the  itandard  oF  value  at  3/.  17i. 
lOid.,  and  compels  payment  of  paper  in 
specie  on  demand,  eitablUhea  also  SO*,  (he 
quarter  as  the  average  maximum  for  wheal  in 
a  teriei  of  years.  It  is  shown  by  the  Elon 
College  Uhles,  that,  for  150  years  prior  to 
1793.  Ihe  average  price  of  wheat,  calculated 
in  periods  of  ten  years,  was  about  Sl(.  the 
quarter.  With  the  same  itandard  we  must 
have  the  same  price;  there  is  no  eicxpe  from 
tbe  dilemma;  and  if  ihe  landowners  would 
preserve  their  estates,  either  the  standard 
IDuii  be  adjusted  to  Ihcir  incumbrances,  or 
their  incumbrances  to  the  standard." 

Now  his  (Mr.  Spooner's)  opinion  was, 
that  there  was  no  remedy  except  through 
a  complete  investigation  of  this  question, 
and  an  abandonment  of  the  principle  of 
the  Bill  of  1819.  He  had  watched  for 
an  opportunity  to  bring  this  subject  under 
the  congideration  of  the  House,  and  had 
hoped  to  have  been  able  to  have  done  so 
upon  tome  one  of  tbe  variotis  occaiiuni 
when  llie  difficulties  of  agriculture  were 
under  discussion.  But,  owing  to  the  great 
number  of  speakers,  and  tbe  late  hours  to 
which  the  debates  were  protracted,  he 
had  not  been  able  so  to  do.  But  being 
thoroughly  convinced  that  a  continuance 
of  tbe  present  system  must  produce  a  re- 
turn  of  panics  so  much  to  he  deprecated, 
he  thought  it  his  duty  to  state  his  opin- 
ions to  tbe  House,  not  with  ihe  view  of 
recommending  at  that  time  any  remedy, 
but  with  the  hope  of  inducing  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  investigate  the  subject.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  immense  mass  of  gold 
which  had  been  attracted  to  this  country 
would  not  long  lie  dormant.  Speculation 
had  already  begun  in  railway  ^arcH ;  in 
1S25,  it  was  in  foreign  mines,  and  there- 
fore  was  sooner  felt  j  but  it  would  be  the 
same  thing  over  again :  confidence  would 
be  restored,  the  prices  of  manufactures 
would  rise,  and  there  wouM  be  an  end  to 
our  export  trade.  The  state  of  the  iron 
trade  within  tbe  lost  few  weeks,  proves  the 
accuracy  of  this  view;  the  price  of  iron 


bad  rapidly  risen,  and  almost  immediate 
countermand  of  orders  for  goods  manufac- 
tured of  iron,  took  place  on  tbe  pen  of 
exporting  mercbanCs.  It  was  a  remarkable 
fact;  but  all  who  had  watched  the  coune 
of  events  as  he  had  for  tbe  last  thirty  years, 
were  aware  that,  under  the  existing  sys- 
tem, manufactures,  commerce,  and  agri- 
culture never  permsnently  simultaneously 
flourished ;  anti  here  let  him  address  a  few 
words  to  the  advocates  of  free  trade.  What 
would  be  the  effect  of  a  free  import  of 
com }  A  corresponding  export  of  bullion. 
The  demand  for  our  manufactures  would 
not  instantly  be  created  in  countries  whence 
we  should  draw  our  supplies  of  free  corn : 
it  must  be  the  result  of  long  commercial 
intercourse.  Habits  of  consumption  must 
be  created  before  demand  arises :  this  could 
only  be  done  by  making  them  rich,  and 
ourselves  poor.  The  effect  of  tbii  drain  of 
bullion  would  be  first  felt  severely  by  the 
manufacturing  interest.  Money  would 
become  scarce,  and  credit  embarrassingly 
restricted.  The  commercial  interest,  as  an 
interest,  would  recover ;  many  would  be 
ruined,  but  new  firms  would  rise;  and  the 
pressure  would  ultimately  and  permanently 
lie  on  the  agriculturul  interest,  whose  in- 
cumbrances could  not  be  shaken  off,  while 
tbe  value  of  their  estates  would  be  com- 
pletely changed.  Nobody  would  benefit  but 
the  capitalists;  and  if  the  system  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  could  be  permanently 
established,  and  gold  kept  in  the  country 
at  the  standard  present  price,  it  muat  ha 
by  sacrificing  the  agricultural  to  the  money 
interest ;  but  should  this  system  fait,  there 
would  be  such  a  punic  as  bad  never  before 
been  experienced.  In  all  former  panics, 
there  had  been  a  safety  valve  for  the  Bank 
of  Eneland;  that  safety  valve  by  the 
"complement"  of  1844  bad  been  dc- 
stroytd.  A  demand  for  gold  first  arose 
from  a  turn  in  tbe  exchanges;  in  self-de- 
fence the  Bank  was  oUised  to  make 
money  scarce  to  bring  back  the  gold.  This 
created  distress  in  the  monied  world,  con- 
fidence was  destroyed,  and  then  was  created 
panic,  and  another  and  far  more  extensive 
demand  for  gold.  As  soon  as  tbe  exchanges 
turned,  and  gold  again  began  to  come  in, 
tbe  Bank  merely  increased  its  issues,  in 
order  to  restore  confidence,  and  arrest  the 
drain  which  had  arisen  from  pauic  It 
could  not  do  BO  now  ;  it  could  not  issue  notes 
upon  tbe  expectation  of  gold ;  it  must  wait 
till  the  gold  had  actually  retumeil.  Before 
he  concluded,  he  would  just  advert  to  what 
he  considered  a  prevalent  and  dangerous 
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nrar.  Huy  who  ureed  trith  him  iMpeot- 
]t)g  the  chsractor  rf  the  meaniie  of  1819, 
intBgiaed  that  iti  efiects  were  bU  0T«r. 
Upon  thii  point  he  begged  to  quote  from 
«  work  that  had  just  appeared,  written  \>j 
Hr.  AluoB,  who,  in  hit  Judgment,  and  ' 
the  judgment  of  manj  others,  wa*  a  hi^ 
authoritjr  on  the  tnlject;  and  upon  thii 
pranl  he  raid  f — 


"It  ii  ofleo  laid,  Ihat  ibe  Bill  of  1819  «ai 
a  great  error;  bul  Ifaat  it  bw  been  got  over; 
that  pticei  have  becoma  accomnoclBted  to  ihe 
a«w  scale;  that  the  luffercT*  by  it  are  baak- 
npt,  dead,  and  buried ;  and  (hat  eveiy  tbing 
would  be  thrown  iato  coDfatioD  a|^ii  if  any 
change  were  now  nada.  Tbare  nerer  wa*  a 
gmier  niiulie.  The  700,750,000'.  of  the  Na. 
lional  0«bt  baa  not  become  aceomniodated  to 
the  chaage.  The  1, 000,000,000 J.  of  private 
debt  in  the  comtnunily  ha«  not  found  its 
debtor*  inured  to  the  cb4a;t*-  l^e  payer*  of 
taxet  whose  incomei  have  been  layered  SO 
per  cent,  by  ilt  effecti,  hare  not  become  re* 
conciled  to  the  change.  The  manafacluring 
and  GoiniiieraiBl  ctaitea,  eiposad  every  fire  or 
aix  yean  to  a  frightful  monetary  cri*U,  fatal 
to  a  large  part  of  the  penoni  engaged  in  bn- 
aiDMa,  in  confequence  of  the  preient  obliga. 
lion  of  the  Bank  lo  pay  in  (peeie  at  Ibe  Mint 
price,  are  not  enamoured  of  it.  The  farmer*, 
who  6nd  ihe  prices  received  for  their  produce 
lowered  from  30  to  75  per  cent.,  are  not  re- 
conciled to  it.  The  landlords,  whose  embar- 
rajsmenl*  are  hoaiiy  increasing,  aod  one  half 
of  wbom  are  in  a  ttaie  of  bopeieai  insoirenoy 
from  tlia  consequent  and  ana*o)dabl*  reduo- 
lion  of  their  rente,  are  not  accomaiodated  to 
iL  The  nalioD,  whose  resource*  bave  beea 
to  terioutU  impaired  by  it*  effecfa,  that  any 
increaae  of  reTenue  from  indirect  taxation  has 
become  impossible,  and  the  ufliauraiui  oFan 
income  tax  has  become  indispentable  In  the 
thirtieth  year  of  peace,  ha*  not  become  accus- 
tomed to  it.  The  evils  of  ihe  system,  a*  long 
at  it  Is  adhered  to,  are  lasting,  corroding,  and 
irremovable.  They  are  not  over;  they  are 
only  in  their  infancy." 

The  hon.  Member  thanked  the  Houte  for 
their  kind  indulgence ;  be  had  honestly, 
although  he  wat  afraid,  most  imperfectly, 
espretKd  hit  opinions.  Those  opinions 
bad  not  been  hastily  formed;  they  were 
the  result  of  a  close  investigation  of  the 
tutject,  eommendng  in  the  year  1810. 
One  remark  only  upon  thnte  opinions 
would  he  makfr— that  tbey  were  at  least 
contittent— he  had  never  denied  the  es- 
istenee  of  depreciation,  hut  had  alwayt  ad- 
mitted it  to  Its  full  extent.  Ue  could  not 
be  charged  with  having  been  one  of  those 
who,  by  Mterting  that  the  depreciated  one 
pound  note  and  a  thilling  were  of  equal 
nla»,  tot  all  legal  puiposer,  to  a  guinea 
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In  gtiU,  had  ladnoid  lb*  oaantry  to  ean- 
icnt  to  Uiatioo,  individuals  to  entar  ioto 
private  contracts,  and  to  diai^  thw  e»- 
tatet  with  family  tettlemanti  and  other 
inoumbtaiMet.  Neither  wat  ba  one  of 
those  who,  having  held  and  enforaad  Atm 
opiniont,  at  the  end  of  the  war  for  tba 
fi.it  time,  admitted  the  deptcdatira,  aad 
on  the  plea  of  pablie  faith  nquired  tbo 
paym::nt  of  the  depreciated  pound  in  Iho 
gold  KVereign  at  full  weij(ht  and  Taloa, 
thus  increasing  every  man'i  debt  at  Iftn 
50  per  cent,  and  diminishing  the  valua  ot 
hit  property  in  proportion.  The  hen. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  aeconduig  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Monovae^ 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  de- 
clared himself  to  be  totally  unprepared  to 
enter  upon  the  whole  question  of  currency 
as  entered  upon  by  the  hon.  Member,  who 
had  gone  back  to  the  year  1798,  and  had 
brought  bis  ideas  to  bear  upon  all  the 
evenu  that  bad  happened  in  the  finan- 
cial world  from  that  period  down  to  lb« 
present  day.  He  did  not  at  all  soppoae 
that  the  hon.  Member  could  think  it  no. 
cesiary  to  call  upon  the  House  to  visit  the 
preteni  Government  tviib  its  censure  for 
measures  which  ihey  Lad  taken  two  years 
ago — measures  which  then  mat  with  tbe 
general  approbation  of  the  House,  who 
appeared  to  be  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
expUDation  then  given  by  the  Govern- 
meat.  Ha  should  now  confine  hit  obser- 
vaiions  merely  to  ibe  Motion  before  th« 
Houte,  and  endeavour  to  stale  the  diffi- 
culties which  would  attend  the  carrying 
out  of  the  proposition  of  the  boa.  Member 
for  Montrose,  The  hon.  Member  said 
that  the  Goveromeot  had  made  no  pre* 
paration  for  their  measure  of  1842  and 
1843;  bul  the  hon,  Membtr  must  beawara 
that  eiacc  the  year  1816  the  public  bad 
been  made  aware  of  the  eoniuot  dcpre- 
i;i«lionof  the  gold  currency  that  wat  going 
on  from  year  to  year  by  wear  and  tear. 
He  must  be  aware  that  at  one  time  a 
memorial  had  bseo  presented  lo  the  Oo- 
vernmeut,  wliich  wat  tigned  by  every 
banker  io  the  metropolit,  calling  upon 
them  to  ^ply  some  remedy  to  this  evil ; 
for  that  if  it  were  not  remedied  it  wiwld 
lead  to  tiill  greater  cvilt.  The  condition 
of  tbit  country  wat  then  favourable  to  a 
change;  and  when  the  boo.  Member  said 
that  there  was  no  silver  coin  at  the  time 
iiry  to  meet  the  difficulty,  be 
begged  lo  remind  him  that  but  a  few  weeks 
before  that  general  measure  of  tbt  Gt»> 
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vfrniBliil  tbne  «hi  a   genert)  comptdnt 
nude  of  tha  grsHt  tccumuiattoa  of  lilTcr 
in  the  bands  of  the  bankers,  which  wat 
calculated  lo  lead  to  great  diflicultiei.  In- 
deed, a  aaggeition   liid  b«en  roads  aome 
^reara  ago  b;  I^ord  AltUorp  in  reipect  to 
this  enbitci,  to  withdraw   the  ailrer  from 
circulation,  and  have  it  aold   aa  bullion. 
For  a  period  of  about  iwentj-iia  yeaFi  no 
notice  had  been  taken  of  the  wear  and 
tear  of  the  gold,  during  which  period  the 
practice  of  weighiog  it  wai  diicoatinued, 
thereby   giving  a   value   to    thi*   iDonev 
which  it  could  not  legally  poaiets  at  cur- 
reni  coin.    Tbe  bon.  Member  laid  that 
DO  legal  means  were  taken  to  protect  the 
poor  from  the  consequences  of  this  change. 
He  denied   tbe  fict— he  did  not  mean  to 
aay  that  any  efieciual   measare  could  be 
adopted  that   could   prevent   tome   evils 
from  ariiing.     Indeed,  he  (the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer)  knew  of  a  case  where 
a  poor  man  had  carried  anewsovei 
to  a  shop,  and,  notwithstaoding,  he  had 
been  compelled   to  make  the   shopkeeper 
an  allowance  for  short  weight.     The  Hon. 
Hetnber   for   Montrose  had   indulged   m 
■ome  severe  remarks   upon  hitntelf  (the 
Chancellor  of  the  Eiehequer)  personally ; 
ID  doing  Ihia  he  was  quite  aware  that  ibe 
bon.   Member  occasionally  suffered  bim- 
■elf  to  be  carried   beyond  the  bounds  ol 
jualice  under  the  influence  of  the  moment; 
and  be  should,  therefore,  be  perfectly  pre- 
pared, when  the  bon.  Member  should,  at 
aome  future  opportunity,  when  no  reletant 
topie   offered   itself,   and    when,   indeed, 
•ome  totally  different  subject  was  before 
the  Honie,  to  hear  from  the  hon-  Mem- 
ber, incidentally,  and   by  way  of  paren- 
theais,  an  ample  apology  for  the  harsh  ex- 
pressions he  had  used   towards  him  that 
evening.   But  to  revert  to  the  point  under 
consideration.     The   hon.  Member   must 
be  quite  aware  that  the  Oovernment  could 
not  eatabiish  scales  for  weighing  coin  in 
the  manner  pointed  out  by  the  boo.  Mem- 
ber ;  for,  if  acales  and  weights  were  by  law 
to  be  established  in  every  town,  what  was 
there  to  prevent  the  inhabitants  of  villages 
and  hamlets  from  calling  for  a  similar  in- 
stitution in   every  petty  village  or  hamlet 
throughout  the  country  T  The  law  declared 
that  no  coin  under  weight  should  be  re~ 
ceived.  But,  suppose  a  trader  chose  lo  say 
m  coin  was  underweigbted,  and  either  re< 
fused  to  give  hii  goods  or  to  give  change 
for  a  sovereign  unless  an  allowanca   were 
made  lo  htm,  bow  could  the  Government 
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interfere  to  prevent  such  a  proceeding  f 
The  difficulties,  therefore,  io  the  way  were 
too  great.  There  were  no  less  than 
500,000  sovereigns  short  of  weight  offered 
in  the  coarse  of  the  year,  and  the  com< 
plexily  of  such  an  arrangement  as  that 
proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  was  a  full 
answer  to  his  own  proposal.  But,  as  hs 
bad  already  stated,  the  Government  bad 
taken  precaations  to  protect  the  poor. 
Orders  had  been  given  to  all  the  post- 
masters ihroughoul  the  kingdom  to  take 
light  coin  at  a  diminution  of  3d.  for  each 
sovereign,  if  the  person  tendering  it  chose 
to  part  with  his  gold  on  those  terms ;  aod 
besides,  every  post-office  was  ordered  to 
keep  a  weighing  machine  in  order  to  de- 
tect light  coin.  Having  said  this,  he 
trnsled  the  House  would  agree  with  him 
in  not  deeming  the  present  to  be  an  oc- 
casion when  the  whole  monetary  system 
snd  all  its  colUlerel  branches  ought  to  be 
made  the  subject  of  a  debate,  and  he  ven- 
tured to  entertain  a  hope  that  he  had  said 
all  that  WHS  necessary  to  vindicate  the  con« 
duct  of  the  Government  with  respect  lo 
ibe  particular  subject  of  tbe  Motion  be- 
foie  the  House. 

Mr.  W.  WUIiams  denied  that  the  r^ht 
hon.  Gentleman  bsd  latisfactorily  replied 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Mootrose.  No 
one  who  had  not,  like  himself,  been  io 
the  constant  habit  of  receiving  a  moat 
}ua  correspondence  on  the  subject 
of  light  sovereigns  could  conceive  the  cl- 
ient (o  which  the  labouring  classes  had 
suffered  by  that  species  of  fraud  or  dete- 
rioration. There  had  been  no  public  no* 
lices  issued  that  the  postmasters  through- 
out the  kingdom  had  orders  to  take  all 
light  coin  at  a  loss  of  3d.  upon  each  sove- 
reign. 

Sir  jR.  Peel:  Sir,  I  am  disappointed  at 
being  absent  during  the  first  part  of  the 
speech  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Memberfor 
Birmingham ;  but  that  part  of  it  which 
I  heard,  convinced  me  that  my  hon. 
Friend  has  established  another  claim  on 
the  constituency  which  he  represents. 
Some  portions,  however,  of  his  speech  do 
anything  but  bear  out  bis  argument;  for 
while  the  one  seems  to  be  in  favour  of  a 
convertible  issueof  paper  money,  the  other 
u  in  favour  oF  an  inconvertible  issue.  My 
hon.  Friend,  however,  proposes  one  re- 
medy ;  he  Bludiously  avoids  informing  the 
House  in  respect  to  the  practical  result  of 
his  observations.  He  did  indeed  refer  to 
the  pamphlet  of  one  whom  he  terms  the 
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greatett  philoiopber  of  modern  timet— 
Mr.  AliHD.  I  have  tbe  pamphlet  id  my 
hand*,  and  what  doea  it  taj  i  I  (hall  read 
BD  extract  or  two  to  ibow  ihe  House  wbat 
are  the  preteasioat  or  that  gentlemiD  lo 
iailruct  us  on  the  currency  quettJon.  1 
nCTer  knew  who  wat  tbe  author  of  the 
letters  of  Oemioi.  A  claiiical  man  would 
refer  tfaem  lo  Cattor  aad  Fnllui,  but  a 
Warwickiliite  man  ilway*  attribulei  them 
to  Spooner  end  Attwoud.  I  doubt,  how- 
ever, if  Mr.  AliioD  ii  not  entitled  to  tlie 
hooouri  of  the  confraternity.  Mr.  Aliion 
f  the  right  hon.  Baronet  read  the  extraci] 
fecommenda  an  unlimited  Usue  of  notei 
of  \t.  ia  value  by  the  Bank  of  England, 
with  80  obligation  to  pay  ibem  io  gold  aod 
■ilver  at  the  market  price  oT  those  metals 
when  presented.  But.  if  ihat  was  adopted, 
gold  Hould  soon  rise  to  6/.  an  ounce,  and 
beak  notes  of  II,  would  becomB  the  stan- 
dard of  tba  country.  Mr.  Alison,  however, 
provides,  as  be  thinks,  for  this  prt-dica- 
meot,  by  suspending  those  payments  in 
■pecifl  when  the  maiket  price  of  gold 
■bould  riie  above  a  certain  Gied  limit. 
But  sLippoie  the  price  of  |>old  lote  to  lOf. 
per  ounce,  ihe  banks  would,  in  that  case, 
do  nothing  to  depreciate  their  own  paper  ; 
that  nominal  value  of  the  precious  meials 
would  consequently  be  kept  up;  and  as  a 
matter  of  course,  tbe  period  would  never 
arrive  when  tbe  price  would  fall  below  the 
assigned  limit.  This  is  the  philosopher 
who  is  to  instruct  us  on  the  cut^ency. 
Now,  I  ask  my  hon.  Friend  when  he  D«xt 
bring*  the  currency  question  under  the 
consideration  of  the  House — it  is  too  late 
for  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  so  in  this 
Session,  but  early  nest  Session — I  do 
hope  he  will  give  notice  of  his  intention 
in  the  Grit  place,  and  next  that  be  will 
propose  what  he  conceivea  a  proper  sub- 
■tilute  for  that  Bill  of  1819  to  which  my 
bon.  Friend  ■•  so  much  opposed ;  and, 
laally,  that  be  will  acquaint  the  House 
and  the  country  with  the  way  io  which  he 
would  adjust  those  transactions  which 
have  growo  up  between  debtor  and  cred- 
itor upon  the  basis  of  the  old  currency 
system. 

Mr,  A.  Smith  ssiured  the  House  that 
his  own  eiperience  amply  verified  tbe 
•tatemenis  that  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose.  The  incon- 
veniences that  had  been  felt  in  conse- 
quence of  the  existing  arrangemeoti  for 
changing  the  light  coin  were  of  no  iiifimg 
cbaracter.     He  uDcerely  hoped  ibat  Go- 


veroment  would  make  amngemeiili  to 
obviate  tbe  evil.  He  wished  also  lo  aaj 
a  few  words  on  what  bad  fallen  from 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr- 
Spooner)  with  regard  to  the  scarcity  of 
silver.  In  tbe  last  twenty-five  years,  he 
(Mr.  Abel  Smith)  had  been  in  tbe  habit 
of  bearing  continued  complaints  of  thia 
scarcity.  He  knew,  for  instance,  thai  the 
large  dock  companies  had  very  frequently 
found  it  next  to  impossible  lo  get  silver 
to  pay  their  labourers.  This,  be  believed, 
was  mainly  to  be  ascribed  lo  m  dispute 
that  had  long  been  going  on  belweeo  the 
Government  and  the  Bank  of  England, as 
to  whether  the  loss  which  ensued  in  the 
maintenance  of  the  silver  currency  should 
be  borne  by  the  Government  or  by  the 
Bank.  He  considered  it  most  desirable, 
for  the  interests  of  the  country,  that  this 
question  should  be  set  at  rest. 

Dr.  Bowring  thought  nothing  could  be 
more  unjust  than  that  Government,  after 
having  altered  the  currency,  should  re- 
quire individuals  (o  bear  the  lou  that  en- 
sued. He  found,  by  some  correspondence 
which  had  passed  between  Sir  P.  Stuart, 
the  Governor  of  Malta,  and  the  British 
Gnvernment,  that  when  a  depreciation  in 
tbe  currency  bad  occurred  in  that  Coloar 
through  Ihe  act*  of  Government,  a  loss  o*f 
from  8,000f.  to  9,0001.  bad  been  defrayed 
by  Government,  He  conceived  the  pre- 
sent case  was  in  all  respects  analogous  to 
that  he  had  just  referred  to.  Tbe  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  bad  stated  ibat 
gold  of  light  weight  had  been  received  at 
the   Post  Office  without  deduction  ;  but 
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vailed at  other  public  offices?  The  i 
convenience  which  resulted  to  ibe  poor 
man,  io  consequence  of  this  depreciation. 
was  much  more  sensibly  felt  than  was 
that  which  felt  upon  tbe  rich,  in  conse-. 
queoce  of  the  necessities  of  tbe  former 
impelling  him  to  make  his  purchase*,  sub- 
ject to  whatever  reduction  might  be  de- 
manded. He  hoped  for  the  future  Ibe 
arraogements  of  Goveroment  wonld  pre- 
vent Ibis  wide-spreading  evil. 

Mr.  Newdegate  said,  that  he  was  anx- 
ious to  make  a  few  remaik*  upon  the 
highly  important  question  now  brought 
before  the  House;  but  must  first  of  all 
clear  himself  and  his  ban.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  from  being  held 
bound  by  the  suggestion  for  an  alteration 
of  the  currency,  made  by  Mr.  Alison  at 
tbe  CDocluiioo  of  his  pamphlet,  ai  had 
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been  inferred  by  the  right  tioti.  Baronet 
the  Firat  Lord  of  tbe  Tremiurj.  To  that 
proposal  neither  he  nor  hia  hon.  Friend 
subicribed.  Thejr  begged  diatinctly  to 
disarow  it.  Mr.  Aliion  hiraself,  ai 
■hown  b*  the  quotation  from  hi>  pam- 
phlet read  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  laid 
very  tittle  itreu  upon  ibat  suggestion. 
Thai  which  was  of  real  and  very  great 
value  in  Mi.  Aliion's  pamphlei,  was  the 
biitorical  reviev  of  the  monetary  policy 
pursued  in  this  country  during  the  last 
fifty  yean,  and  the  synopsis  oF  its  eSecli. 
vnto  the  present  time;  and  he  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  thought  that  no  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  had  any  knowledge  of  these 
circumstances  would  hastily  cast  aside 
the  monitions  of  experience.  He  (Mr. 
Newdegate)  felt  convinced  that  this 
■ubject  could  not  be  ranch  longer 
neglected,  and  from  it*  great  practical 
bearing  upon  the  ioieresis  of  commerce 
and  of  the  country  generally,  he  thought 
that  any  Legislature  was  defective  whose 
commeccial  policy  was  uninfluenced  by  con- 
sideration of  this  important  element.  Day 
by  day  this  subject,  in  one  form  or  an- 
other, obtruded  itself  on  their  attention. 
Was  not  the  difficulty  in  obtaining  silver 
(which  had  been  adduced  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chichester  that  evening)  evi- 
dence of  the  restricted  stale  of  our  cur- 
rency? Was  not  the  loss  to  the  commu- 
nity by  wear  and  tear  of  our  coins  (which 
was  the  ground  of  the  Motion  now  before 
tbe  House), evidence  of  the  expensive  char- 
acter of  our  monetary  system.  So  long 
ns  the  domestic  trade  of  the  Empire  wss 
kept  in  subjection  to  those  stringent  pro- 
visions which  modern  legislation  had  en- 
forced upon  the  medium  of  exchange,  to 
long  ought  our  domestic  trade  to  be  a 
matter  of  the  deepest  concern  (o  the  House, 
for  it  was  upon  our  internal  commerce  and 
upon  the  remuneration  of  labour  that  our 
present  monetary  system  bore  with  peculiar 
severity.  He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  rejoiced  that 
this  discussion  had  taken  place,  although 
he  regretted  thtt  tbe  House  hsd  not  had 
earlier  notice  of  the  lucid  and  most  able 
exposition  of  this  subject  given  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Birmingham.  He 
could  have  wished  that  it  had  fallen  earlier 
in  the  Session,  but  still  he  was  sincerely 
glad  that  at  last  the  attention  of  the  House 
had  been  attracted  to  this  subject.  The 
qaestion  of  the  currency  had  long  been  so 
distasteful  to  bon.  Members,  that  it  was 
little  uoderttood;  but  to  him  JM  Miioo 
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seemed  simple  enough.  Oar  present  mon- 
etary system  eSecled  a  compulsory  ex- 
change between  labour  and  gold,  or  its 
representative,  and  in  this  exchange  tbe 
labourer  was  injured.  To  supply  the  me- 
dium of  exchange  the  Bank  was  obliged 
to  keep  a  very  large  amount  of  gold  in  its 
cellars.  Now,  only  n  certain  quantity  of 
gold  for  the  currency  of  the  country  fell 
to  ber  share  by  tbe  conrse  of  exchange,  u 
abstrscted  from  that  amount  of  bullion, 
which  formed  the  circulating  medium  of  tbe 
world  :  and  if  we  wonlfl  have  more  than 
our  share,  we  must  purchase  it  by  reduc- 
tion of  the  price  of  our  prodnce,  that  is,  of 
our  labour,  in  order  to  render  our  commo- 
dities more  desirable  to  foreigners  than 
bullion.  And  this  was  a  heavy  burden 
upon  our  labouring  classes ;  for  the  efiect 
of  tbe  Bills  of  1816  and  1819  was  to  im- 
pose upon  them  the  heavy  charge  of  main- 
taining a  currency  the  most  expensive  in 
the  world,  besides  ihs  burden,  30  or  40 
per  cent.,  added  to  the  value  of  the  na- 
tional debt  and  of  taxation  generally  by 
these  measures.  The  injurious  effects  of 
this  system  upon  agricultural  inteiests  were 
as  clearly  traceable.  The  Bank,  as  be 
had  said,  was  obliged  to  keep  a  large 
amount  of  bullion;  and  if  the  price  of 
bullion  rose,  the  Bank  contracted  her 
issues.  The  consequence  was  an  imme- 
diate fall  in  the  price  of  commodities.  The 
master  manufacturers  were  not  alow  to 
shift  the  loss  off  their  own  shoulders— 
they  reduced  their  men's  wages — diitatis- 
faction,  perhaps  turbulence,  eaiued  among 
the  workmen — and  then  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  came  forward  and  told  the  agri< 
culiuriitsibat  it  was  necessary  they  shotild 
have  their  prices  reduced,  to  meet  the  ex- 
igencies of  the  manufacturing  clastea,  as 
he  did  in  184Q.  Thus  did  the  loss  and 
burden  ultimately  devolve  upon  the 
land  and  its  cultivators.  He  (Mr.  New- 
degate) was  most  unwilling  to  detain 
the  House  i  but  before  be  concluded, 
he  trusted  that  hon.  Memberi,  parti- 
cularly those  of  his  own  standing,  would 
forgive  his  expreiiiog  a  hope,  that  hoa. 
Gentlemen  who  came  down  to  the  House 
to  legislate  upon  great  commercial  ques- 
tions, involving  elaborately  the  inter- 
ests of  the  country  generally,  and  who 
were  in  the  habit  of  expressing  opinions 
on  these  important  matters,  should  not 
have  to  avow  their  ignorance  of  the  state 
and  characteristics  of  qui  currency,  which 
furmed  lo  importuil  en  element  in  ell 


lilt; 


Light  Oald— 


conmncial  t  ran  Motions.  Tbou  who  pro- 
caeded  (o  legiiUle  upon  quettiotit  lo  ex- 
teniite,  involving  our  commerc'iBl  rela- 
tioDi  vith  forei^  countriei,  ihould  lurel; 
hsTs  Bome  knonledga  of  that  tifitein 
which  depended  upon  Toreign  eichangei, 
and  lu  powerfullif  affecled  pricei  at  home. 
What  would  be  thought  of  a  phjiiciao 
who  prvacribed  Tot  bii  patient  withont 
feeling;  hii  pulie,  witboot  any  knowledge 
of  the  aiaie  of  hit  circulation,  or  the  action 
of  the  heart?  Would  he  not  be  con- 
iidered  «  qaack^  And  were  not  those 
Member*  who  were  in  ibe  habit  of  legit- 
laitn^  for  the  country  in  (oial  ignorance  of 
oar  lyMem  of  currency,  and  the  (iiieof 
jti  circulation,  liable  to  the  lame  impuia- 
lion  ?  For  yeari,  any  one  who  preiumed 
to  differ  from  the  right  bon.  Baronet  at  the 
bead  of  the  GoTerntnent  on  thtt  aubjecl, 
had  been  cooiidered  a  lunatiG  ;  for  yeeri, 
the  right  boo.  Baronet,  by  his  eloquence, 
and  by  hia  aarcaam,  had  completely  stifled 
all  consideration  of  thti  subject.  But 
public  attention  was  gradually  turning  to 
this  sul^ecl,  and  he  (Mr.  Newdegale)  did 
hope  that  bon.  Members  would  no  longer 
rabmit  lo  be  laughed  out  of  the  use  of 
their  ienies.  Was  it  patriotic — was  it 
fair  towards  the  conaliiuenciei— was  it 
Just  towards  the  labouring  and  productive 
classes  of  this  country — that  a  subject  so 
deeply  involving  their  interests,  should 
virrna'lly  be  left  out  of  account  by  the 
great  majority  of  that  House?  Theaction 
and  effect*  of  the  currency  were  so  power- 
ful, so  universal,  that,  as  had  been  elo- 
quently observed  in  the  able  pamphlet  of 
tne  tight  bon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secre- 
tary, "its  operation  eilended  from  the 
Qoeen  upon  the  Throne,  to  the  most 
abject  pauper  who  exchanges  the  smallest 
fraction  of  our  coin  for  the  barest  means 
of  subsistence."  He  had  endeavonred  to 
describe  the  depressing  action  of  our  cur- 
rency, as  it  affected  the  productive  cissies ; 
and  if  the  House,  blind  lo  these  consider- 
ations, determined  to  eipose  (hem  to  the 
still  further  pressnre  of  free  trade — de- 
termined that  our  labourers,  obliged  to 
nainiain  the  most  expensive  currency  in 
the  world,  and  compelled  tu  pay  taxes  in 
that  currency,  should  also  be  exposed  to 
the  unrestricted  competition  of  compara- 
tively unbutthened  foreigners,  he  (Mr. 
Newdegete)  believed  that  the  Legislature 
would  bring  about  in  this  country  a  stale 
of  tbiBgs  uoperalleled  in  the  history  of 
civiliaed  nttioBs.    Now,  could  it  be  jait 
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to  adopt  free  trade  in  all  thiogt  eUe,  aod 
at  the  same  lime  render  the  monopoly  or 
money  still  more  exclusive;  for  the  Le- 
gialature  had  created  a  ilrict  monopoly  in 
favour  of  money,  when  by  law  it  fixed  Ifae 
value  of  OUT  coin.  Were  not  those  whoaa 
pruperly  was  in  money,  neasnred  by  a 
fixed  standard — if  they  gained  security 
from  the  maintenance  of  that  standard, 
and  the  restricted  system  of  our  drcala- 
lion,  bound  in  josiica  lo  protect  those  at 
whose  expense  theyenjoyod  tbatsecurilyf 
His  bon.  Friend  (Mr.  Spooner)  had  been 
taunted  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  with 
having  made  no  definite  propoial.  Neither 
did  he(Mr.NewdegBte)make  any  specific 
proposal  for  the  alteration  of  the  correocy. 
The  commencement  of  a  Seasinn  would  be 
the  proper  time  for  such  an  uodertakiDg 
at  that;  but  he  was  prepared  to  tell  the 
right  hon,  Baronet  what  be  would  not 
have  done.  He  would  not  have  inlrodoced 
the  banking  measure  of  1844,  to  restraio 
still  further  our  currency  and  circulation, 
already  too  narrow  for  the  exigencies  of 
the  country.  He  would  not,  when  the 
population,  the  realized  wealth,  the  com- 
merce, the  exports,  (he  itnporit,  of  this 
country  had  vastly  increased,  have  still 
farther  contracted  our  circulaiiog  medium. 
He  would  not,  as  had  been  eloquently 
observed  by  this  very  Mr.  Alison  whose 
judgment  the  right  hon.  Baronet  appeared 
to  hold  in  such  contempt,  have  diminished 
the  quantity  of  oil  supplied  for  the  com- 
mercial machinery  of  this  country,  when 
that  machinery  had  been  ao  enormoosly 
extended,  as  it  had  been,  in  the  last 
thiriy  years.  He  would  not,  when  the 
supply  of  meat  for  an  army  had  been 
diminished,  have  provided  that  the  rations 
of  bread  also  should  be  so  rapidly  and 
extensively  curtailed — that  is,  be  wonid 
not,  when  the  gold  was  abstracted  by  the 
course  of  exchange,  have  provided  that 
(he  paper  circulation  of  the  Bank  ahoold 
be  so  unsparingly  contracted.  He  (Mr. 
Newdegate}  would  conclude  by  expressing 
his  sincere  anxiety  that  this  question 
should  no  longer  be' denied  that  attention 
to  which,  by  ita  importance,  it  vras  lo 
justly  entiiled, 

Mr,  MuntM  said,  that  as  be  bad  not 
been  in  the  House  during  the  speeeh  of 
hi*  hon.  Colleague,  be  could  only  form  aa 
opinion  of  it  from  the  comments  he  had 
heard  made  upon  it  by  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  at  (he  head  of  the  OovernoMBt; 
but  if  it  advocated  (be  paymtnt  of  talk 
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poUa  at  the  market  price*  of  bollioD,  aod 
after  nich  pricea  abould  baTO  been  mater- 
ially advageed,  then  thai  the  notei  in 
circulation  should  not  be  payable  in  bol- 
lion  at  ell,  be  tnoit  diiicnt  from  luch 
prtaciple  and  practice.  Although  he  verf 
fullj  agreed  with  ihe  speech  ha  had  just 
lieerd  delivered  by  his  bon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  North  Warwickshire,  (Mr, 
Newdegnte),  and  could  lubaccibe  to  nearly 
the  whole  of  hii  stalementa,  be  doubted 
the  discretion  of  both  his  hon.  Friends,  in 
introducing  a  cnrreacy  debate  upon  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Montroie 
{Mr.  Hume).  In  the  first  place,  the  two 
Bubjecii  appeared  to  him  to  have  very 
little  connexion;  end  in  the  next  place,  to 
debate  the  money  queition  at  a  time  like 
the  present,  wbeo  ercryibiog  appeared 
bright  and  smiling,  was  only  giving  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  an  opportunity 
Olamusiiig  himself,  by  ridiculing  the  vietrs 
and  opinions  of  all  those  opposed  lo  him 
upon  the  subject,  although  they  possibly 
night  eventually  be  found  more  sound 
than  his  0*0.  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
bad  only  done  him  (Mr.  Muntz)  justice, 
Khen  he  said,  (hat  he  had  formerly  reconi' 
mended  an  alteration  in  the  standard  01 
falue,  upon  tbe  ground  that  a  very  large 
proportion  oftbe  lisbilitiea  incurred  under 
tbe  former  depreciated  circulation  re- 
mained unadjusted ;  but  the  right  hon, 
Baronet  ought  10  have  gone  furihsr,  end 
informed  the  House  that  he  (Mr.  Mudii) 
had  recotnmendeU  that  the  standard  in 
which  (he  notes  shall  be  redeemed  should 
be  a  silver  standard,  like  tbe  other  coun- 
tries of  Europe,  and  as  this  country  for- 
merly had;  and  also  tbat  such  silver  stan- 
dard should  be  fixed,  so  that  the  relative 
value  oftbe  ounce  of  silver  to  the  average 
value  of  the  bushel  of  wheat,  which  bad 
long  existed,  should  be  maintained  ;  and 
tbe  price  of  silver  in  this  country,  there- 
fore, should  be  determined  by  Ihe  average 
value  of  tbe  bushel  of  wheal  obtained  by 
the  Corn  Laws,  which  were  supported  by 
tbe  right  hon,  Baronet.  He  ooulil  assitre 
tbe  right  bon.  Baionet  that  he  (Mi 
Mudie)  was  as  much  at  issue  with  him 
apou  the  money  question  as  ever  he  was; 
that  tbe  question  appeared  to  him 
Milled  a*  evei;  that  it  would  egai 
lo  be  discussed  and  debated  in  that 
House;  end  ibat  the  time  would  comi 
when  the  right  bon.  Baronet  would  fiad 
tbat   be   ha|   been    mlataken;    that   tbr 
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mistaken  j  that  the  conntry  would  Aod  it 
had  been  mistaken  and  misled  j  and  that  alt 
the  three  would  have  most  dearly  10  pay 
for  having  been  so  long  ignorant  upon  tbii 
important  subject.  He  would  not  now 
say  more  upon  the  general  question,  but 
would  now  notice  the  Motion  of  bis  boo. 
Friend  below  him  (Mr.  Hume);  and  lo 
htm  it  appeared  a  matter  of  tbe  first  im- 
portance tbat  some  steps  should  be  taken 
which  should  prevent  the  loss  upon  light 
sovereigns  from  falling  upon  the  poor  iB 
the  manner  it  had  latterly  dons,  and  would 
do  again,  if  nothing  were  done  lo  prevent 
it  in  future.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
lbs  Chancellor  of  the  Escbequar  had  just 
said  that  he  hoped  the  circumstance  wnuld 
never  occur  again  ;  but  he  had  not  given 
the  House  any  reason  why  it  should  not 
do  so,  and  if  the  different  Members  of  the 
OovernmeQt  knew  aa  much  as  he  (Mr. 
MuDti)  did  of  the  sufierings  of  tbe  poor 
three  years  ago,  ha  was  sure  tbey  would 
see  the  necessity  of  taking  some  steps  to 
prevent  a  recurrence  of  the  evtli  At  that 
time  he  (Mr.  Muots)  was  in  South  Wales, 
and  he  could  assure  the  House  that  for 
want  of  preparation  on  the  part  of  the 
banks,  sovereigna  of  full  weight  could  not 
be  changed;  that  be  bed  seen  women  at 
Swansea,  with  children  in  their  xrms, 
unable  to  obtain  the  necessaries  of  life, 
and  crying  because  they  could  notcbiiige 
sovereigns  of  full  weight,  which  they  had 
in  their  hands.  Uodtr  these  circum- 
stances tbe  unprincipled  look  advantage 
of  their  necessities;  and  he  had  known 
siipeoce,  a  shilling,  and  even  two  shillings 
paid  for  changing  a  sovereign  10  silver. 
At  that  lime  he  addressed  a  letter  opon 
tbe  subject  lo  the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and 
even  at  ihis  late  period  he  would  thank 
him  for  tbe  prompt  attention  which  ha 
paid  to  the  subject,  snd  his  inierference, 
through  the  Bank  of  England.  But  how 
did  sucU  a  stsle  of  things  agree  with  the 
sutement  of  the  Cbancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, that  every  preparaiion  bad  then 
been  made  I  Surely  there  must  have  been 
someneglecu  Now  be  (Mr.  Muots),  feeU 
tng  assured  that  there  would  be  a  return 
of  the  evil,  so  long  aa  the  country  amused 
itself  by  the  present  practice  of  rubbing 
gold  logelber,  so  as  lo  waste  it  to  tlia  tune 
of  many  thoussnds  per  annum,  and  peri> 
odically  to  fluSer  a  lose  in  gross  amount 
of  soir.e  three  to  fonr  hundred  thousand 
pounds,  as  in  the  last  instance,  would 
IjpuM  alM  would  find  tbey  bad  been  |  submit  a  pUn  for  ibt  couiidcrilion  of  tbi 
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Tight  hon.  Baronet  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  which  should  at  leait  gel 
rid  of  Dioeteen-twenlielhi  of  ihe  eTit.  He 
moat,  honever,  guard  hirDieir  agaiDit  the 
■uppoiition  that  he  nas  one  of  thoie  who 
advocated  a  circalatioa  of  II.  notea  wiih 
Ihe  viewof  ele*aiingpnces,BDd  producing 
permanent  protperitj  ;  no  one  knew  better 
than  he  did  thai  luch  a  meaiare  must  be 
aobject  to  a  speedy  re-aetion,  with  still 
lower  prices.  As,  however,  the  prejudices 
agiaiost  \l.  notei  were  on  the  wane,  and  the 
right  boti.  Baronet  had  allowed  them  lo 
be  Gontiooed  ia  Scotland  and  Ireland,  it 
■night  be  well  to  cooiidrr  bow  absurd  was 
the  prOHnt  practice  in  England,  of  wast- 
ing the  gold  b;  thousands  per  annum  in 
abrasion,  whilst  we  might  lock  it  up  snfel  v, 
and  as  effectually  use  lis  representative  in 
paper.  Years  had  now  elapaed,  nearly 
twenty  years,  since  11.  notes  were  Gnt 
abolished,  under  the  impression  thst  gold 
could  only  thereby  he  cetaiued  in  the 
country;  but  that  doctrine  had  com- 
pletely exploded,  by  our  having  during  the 
period  before-named  been  fully  as  subject 
to  the  exportation  of  gold  as  we  had  been 
previous  lo  tbe  abolition  of  the  notes. 
The  next  objeciioa  to  If.  noies  was,  that 
they  encouraged  forgery  and  crime;  but 
this  objection  must  be  allowed  lu  have 
little  force,  now  that  they  were  continued 
by  law  in  boih  Scotland  and  Ireland.  He 
had  long  been  convinced  (hat  it  was  of  no 
importance  to  the  stability  oF  the  circula- 
tion and  the  steadiness  of  prirea,  whether 
Ihe  notes  were  10/.,  51,,  II.,  or  lOi.,  pro- 
vided that  ihey  were  payable  in  bullion  on 
demand  ;  and  also  thai  the  amnuiii  of 
bullion  held  by  the  Bank  bore  the  same 
proportion,  at  all  times,  to  the  aggregate 
amount  of  all  the  paper  in  circulation, 
which  would  be  effectually  produced  by  the 
iBanagement  ofthe  Bank  of  England  under 
Ihe  Bill  ofthe  right  hon.  Baronet  in  1944. 
With  these  views  he  (Mr.  Munlz)  seriously 
recommended  to  the  consideration  of  Min- 
iaters  dnriDg  the  recess,  the  allowing  the 
circulation  by  the  Bank  of  England  of  U. 
notes  against  the  gold  now  in  circulation, 
with  a  view  of  preventing  its  uielesi  and  u»_ 
neceaiary  waste  to  tbe  nation,  and  pariicu- 
lady  the  lojs  sustained  by  the  poorer 
classea.  He  should  certainly  give  his 
warmest  support  to  the  present  Motion  of 
bis  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Montroae, 
fully  believing  that  the  subject  was  one  of 
groat  impottance,  not  nnly  in  a  nslional 
poiot  of  view,  but  u  beariog  aoequftllj 
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and  unjustly  upon  his  poorer  fellow  sab^ 
jects ;  and  he  trusted  that  even  before  tbe 
end  of  the  preaeoi  debate,  the  light  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  propose  some  means  of 
avoiding  the  evil  in  future. 

Tbe  House  divided  on  the  QuestioD, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Question: — Ayes  64; 
Noes  34 :  Majority  30. 

Order  of  the  Day  read. 

C£TLO».]  On  the  Question,  that  the 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair, 

Mr.  TV^'' called  the  atienrion  of  the 
House  to  Ihe  regulations  lately  issued, 
with  regard  to  the  compulsory  disposal  of 
lands  held  in  the  Island  of  Ceylon,  and 
purchased  from  the  Governor  of  that 
Colony  by  the  members  of  the  civil  ser- 
vice, and  Ihe  reflectiona  that  have  been 
cast  upon  their  character  as  public  ser- 
vants in  the  Oovernor's  minute,  dated  the 
14lh  day  of  February,  1845.  The  cir- 
cumstances of  this  case  peculiarly  called 
for  the  attention  of  tbe  House.  It  was 
nnt  surprising,  when  a  former  Governor 
of  Ceylon,  a  few  years  ago,  held  out  great 
inducement  lo  the  culiivaiion  of  co^  in 
that  Colony,  that  the  civil  servants  were 
induced  to  invest  their  savings  in  the 
cultivation  of  land.  This,  so  far  fraa 
meeting  with  the  cenaure  of  that  Gover- 
nor, met  with  his  warmest  approbation, 
as  well  as  that  of  succeeding  Governors, 
up  to  nearly  the  present  time.  To  such 
an  extent  had  this  been  carried,  tbal  in 
1842,  the  last  year  he  had  retuina  on  the 
subject,  the  quantity  of  land  under  culti- 
vation for  coffee,  was  not  less  than  48,500 
acres ;  and  by  far  the  greater  portion  of 
this  was  held  by  the  civil  servsnis.  Those 
psrlies  weie  under  contract  to  bold  the 
land  for  a  certain  period ;  aad  some  of 
them  were  prevented  disposing  of  it  under 
the  stipulations  by  which  they  held  iL 
The  Colonial  Government,  nnder  instruc- 
tions from  home,  however,  had  given 
orders  that  they  should  all  part  with  this 
land  within  a  limited  period,  or  cease  lo 
belong  lo  the  civil  service  in  the  Colony. 
He  might  be  told,  that  by  holding  land 
for  cultivation  they  had  been  guilty  of  ■ 
violation  of  their  oatbi;  but  it  should  be 
recollected  that  the  Governor  and  the 
highest  civil  servants  of  the  Colony,  had 
long  been  in  the  habit  of  purchasing  and 
taking  land  for  cultivatiott.  These  parties, 
(hereferet  were  not  aware  that  they  wer* 
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doiog  vrong  in  followiog  this  example. 
He  coniidered  that  tbe  Colony  of  Ceylon 
wai  greatly  indebted  to  the  civil  servanti  oT 
the  Government  there ;  for  the;^  had  led  the 
way  in  (he  cultivation  of  coffee,  and  thus 
held  out  inducements  to  others  to  go  out 
there  and  invest  their  capital  in  land,  In 
1838,  the  value  of  co&ee  exported  from 
Ceylon  waa  116,800;.;  while  the  whole 
value  of  the  exports  was  250.0001.  In 
1842,  Ihe  coffee  exported  was  of  the 
value  of  269,7622.,  being  more  than  the 
value  of  all  the.  rest  of  the  eiporla.  ll 
cerlaintv  might  be  wrong  on  the  part  of 
tbe  civil  servant*  to  engage  in  such  pur- 
■uili,  and  it  might  be  proper  to  prevent 
the  prnclice  for  the  future;  but  still  ample 
time  ought  to  be  allowed  them  to  dispose 
of  this  detcriplion  of  property.  This  was 
peculiarly  necessary  with  respect  to  this 
detctiption  of  property;  for  land  taken 
into  cultivation  for  the  production  of 
coffee  in  1841  and  1842,  would  only 
come  into  bearing  this  year.  Without 
any  previous  notice,  an  order  had  been 
iMued  by  the  Governor  of  the  Colony  to 
the  eff'ect  that  he  had  stated;  and  in 
which  it  was  directed,  that  ihey  should 
either  diipose  of  ihis  description  of  pro- 
perly within  "a  reasonable  period,"  or 
cease  to  belong  to  the  civil  service.  Now, 
he  did  not  object  to  this,  if  due  lime  was 
given;  but  the  Governor  insisted  that  this 
■hould  bH  be  done  within  twelve  mouihs  ; 
and  that  that  period  ahould  be  staled  in 
(he  Gazette.  The  result  was,  that  no 
one  would  purchase  land,  as  so  much 
was  suddenly  brought  into  llie  market; 
and  it  therefore  became  depreciated  to  an 
alarming  extent.  He  understood,  that 
the  Colonial  Office  had  proposed  to  ex- 
tend this  period  to  two  years;  but  this 
was  neatly  as  bad.  The  following  was  the 
notitication  in  the  Order:  — 

"  His  Lordship  has  directed,  that  it  be  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  no  civil  servant  will 
bp  permitted  lo  engage  in  any  agricultural  or 
commercial  pursuits  for  the  sake  cf  profil ; 
and  that  all  who  may  have  done  so  must, 
within  a  reasonable  lime,  dispose  of  their  pro- 
perty,  or  retire  from  ilie  public  lerrice ;  and 
llial  this  rule  be  fully  and  promplly  earned 
into  etTecl ;  the  penalty  of  any  evasion  of  the 
tona  fale  compliance  wilb  this  rule  will  be 
immediite  dismissal," 

The  order  further  stated,  that  each  of 
them  ahould  communicate  within  the  pe- 
riod of  six  months  to  the  proper  office 
whether  it  was  hii  intention  to  sell  bis 
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land ;  and  if  he  did  not  do  so,  he  was  not 
to  remain  longer  in  the  civil  service  of 
the  Governmenl.  There  could  be  nu 
diffirulty  in  obtaining  information  re- 
specting the  land,  for  in  the  Ceylon  Ca~ 
lender  published  every  year,  there  was 
a  statement  as  to  the  grants  of  land  made, 
of  the  land  sold,  and  to  whom  sold.  The 
Colonial  Office,  therefore,  must  have  been 
long  awate  ot  the  civd  servants  being  ex- 
tensive cultivators  of  coffee  ;  but  it  came 
down  and  left  it  to  the  discretion  of  the 
Governor  at  once  lo  say,  whether  thesB 
parlies  should  all  dispose  of  their  land. 
He  feared,  however,  that  the  Governor 
himself,  and  other  blgh  authorities  in  the 
Colony,  not  coming  exactly  within  the 
narrow  meaning  of  the  lower  civil  ser- 
vants, were  extensive  holders  of  land. 
He  found  that  in  1840,  a  grant  of  land 
had  been  made  to  the  Governor  of  2,244 
acres,  to  the  Secretary  of  tbe  Colony  of 
1,371  acres,  and  to  the  Archdeacon  of 
1,970  acres.  Here  was  auoiher  injustice 
with  respect  to  which  they  had  ground  of 
complaint;  for  when  they  asked  whether 
the  order  extended  to  the  clergy  who  cul- 
tivated coffee  plantations,  ihey  were  told 
it  did  not.  This,  therefore,  was  a  great 
injustice  to  them  ;  and  it  was  known,  also, 
that  the  chief  colonial  jobber  in  land  in  the 
island  was  the  archdeacon.  If  the  order 
was  to  be  persisted  in.  he  trusted  that  it 
would  be  extended  lo  all  persons  in  au- 
thority, and  above  all  io  the  clergy,  and 
not  be  coniined  to  the  technical  term  civil 
servant.  The  civil  servants  had  sent  to 
the  proper  authorities  the  following  re- 


"Those  among  us  who  are  connected  with 
Bgriculmral  pursuits,  may  now  be  permitted 
to  solicit  your  Lordship's  serious  teconiider- 
ation  of  the  order  given  wiih  respect  lo  tbe 
disposal  of  our  landed  property.  We  do  not 
presume  for  one  moment  lo  question  the  ab- 
solute right  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  to 
make  it  a  condiiion  of  employment,  that  a 
civil  servant  shall  not  be  engnged  in  agricul- 
tural or  commercial  pursuits;  but  we  venture 
lo  urge  upon  your  Lordship  the  extreme  hard- 
ship of  compelling  ihose  who  have  already 
embarked  in  them,  to  extricate  themielve* 
altogether  within  so  very  limited  a  period. 
We  hare  now  to  plead  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  In  Ihe  first  instance,  encouraged 
agricultural  undertakings  by  the  civil  servants  ; 
that  it  has  been  throughout  aware  (hat  tbev 
were  so  engaged ;  and  that  it  has  never,  ontil 
now,  inlimaied  any  sort  of  disapproval  of 
their  so  doing :  and  that  (he  Governors  of  tbe 
Colony  have,  in  more  that  one  instance,  been 
20 
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thamseWei  participaton  in  them.  Acling  |  accoanU  whieb  Imtb  reiefaed  Ium,  be  fiait  ■ 
under  ihi*  encouragement,  many  of  n»  ha*e  moil,  onliappf  nnaoimily  •■  to  ibe  low  atau 
eniered  into  arrangeraenta  either  here,  or  in  of  feeling  which  baa  of  laU  jeart  crept  inw 
England,  which  we  could  not  at  once  disioWe    the  ci«il  leivice,  pirtienkrly  among  the  jnajor 


and  difficulty.  The  kna 
ledge  by  the  public  (hai  civil  terrinti  cannot ' 
escape  the  comparatively  immediale  and  un- 
conditional lale  of  their  properly,  must,  with- 
out fail,  depreciate  the  value  of  their  eatntu  to 
■  Tno*t  ruinous  extent.  Indeed,  we  are  pre. 
pared  to  prove  to  your  Lordship  tbat  lucb  an 
expectation  hai  already  iodoced  parti  et,  before 
fully  intent  upon  purchasing,  lo  hold  back  in 
the  hope  of  reiy  great  reduction!  in  the  pricei. 
Looking,  therefore,  to  the  share  which  Jler 
Majesty's  Government  has  had  io  encouraging 
and  allowing  civil  tervani*  lo  invest  their 
money  in  thi<  manner,  we  hope  we  ihall  not 
be  deemed  unreasonable  in  asking  fur  a  more 
extended  period  lo  enable  us  to  comply  with 
your  Lordships' directions;  tbe  limit  to  which, 
we  would  submit,  should  not  be  announced  to 
the  public." 

He  did  DOt  object  to  the  condilioa  for  the 
future,  that  the  civil  tervants  la  Ceylon 
•bould  DotbeeDgaged  in  agriculttirai  pur- 
■uils;  but  after  the;  had  been  so  long 
allowed  to  do  eo.  Bud  after  they  bad  been 
encouraged  by  former  Governors  to  em- 
bark in  such  purauiti,  and  of  whicb  tbe 
Government  at  home  was  aware  all  along, 
and  never  interfeired  by  a  lingle  objcc- 
lioD,  it  wat  only  common  justice  tbst  they 
iboutd  have  ample  lime  to  dlipote  of  their 
plantation!;  for  a  tudden  sale  must  de. 
preciaie  the  thIub  of  land  lo  a  most  ruin- 
out  extent,  as  it  induced  persons  otherwise 
anxious  lo  purchase  to  hold  back  till  the 
expiration  of  the  petiod.  He  had  been 
informed  that  the  Colonial  Office  offered 
lo  extend  the  period  from  one  to  two 
years;  but  he  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord 
tbe  Colonial  Secretary  would  listen  to  the 
urgent  represenlaiiona  of  those  parties, 
■nd  jvould  not  object  to  an  extension  of 
the  period,  and  that  this  limit  ihould  not 
be  published.  He  thotighl  that  noibing 
could  be  more  reasonable  than  this  re- 
quest, and  he  iruttel  that  the  Secretary 
of  the  Colonies  would  agree  to  this  pro- 
posed alteration.  He  now  came  to  a 
more  serious  charge.  The  former  pro- 
ceeding was  an  act  of  Injustice,  as  it  in- 
volved  •    •"«"*!«   nt   nmnBrn-     I...I    iLi. 


has  been  in  geDeial  charao- 
terized  by  want  of  that  leal,  ability,  and  ex- 
clusive devotion  to  the  public  interests,  with- 
out which  it  is  impossible  that  the  pnbtie  ser> 
vice  can  be  coikducted  in  a  manner  advantage- 
ous to  the  people  or  acceptable  to  the  Oovcra- 

Suppoaing  these  psriiea  lo  have  been  de- 
serving of  censure,  was  it  jn«t  to  publiah 
such  an  accusation  in  the  newapa pert  and 
the  Gazette?  Tbia  ceoiure  on  the  civil 
servants  wat  regarded  by  them  at  a  moat 
decided  and  uncalled-for  insult.  But 
how  waa  tbia  low  tlaie  of  feeling  lo  ba  ac- 
counted  for?  The  noble  Secretary  bin- 
self,  ID  the  sabtequeot  paragraph,  said — ' 

"  His  Lordship  is  disposed  to  altributa  this 
unsatisfactory  condition  of  tbe  seivice  priocU 
pally  to  the  paralysing  effect  of  a  constant  at- 
tention to  seniority  in  promotions,  the  conse- 
qnent  absence  of  any  hope  of  advancement  by 
reason  of  superior  merit,  and  to  the  smalloeta 
of  thesalaries  (in  the  absence  of  any  provision 
for  pension),  which  has  induced  a  great  pro- 
portion of  the  civil  servants  lo  look  to  agricnU 
tural  pnnuiis  as  a  meana  of  improving  tbair 
income." 

If  this  was  the  case,  all  (be  fault  reaiad 
with  the  Colonial  Office  in  allowiog  auch 
a  stale  of  things  lo  eiiai.  He  would  pro- 
ceed to  refer  lo  the  retnonalrance  of  tbe 
civil  servants,  drawn  up  after  this  niniite 
of  Lord  Stanley  had  been  ittned.  They 
ilaied — 

"  The  minutes  in  question  have  already 
been  republished  by  the  local  newspaper!, 
they  have  been  transfened  to  the  papers  of 
India,  will  be  generally  caavataed  on  tha  Con- 
tiuenl,  and  can  only  be  prodoelire  of  a  very 
low  opinion  of  the  civil  terrants  berc.  We 
beg  most  respectfully,  bat  most  distiDCily,  to 
impress  upon  your  Lordship,  that  at  thi*  pecu- 
liar jnaclure  in  the  condilioa  of  lb*  Colony, 
nothing  is  more  essential  to  its  sltimua 
welfare  than  that  those  public  aervaats  wbe 
really  endeavour  to  do  their  dnty  should  taaet 
with  firm  and  ileady  anpport  from  tbe  Go> 
vemmeni.  It  is  impossible  for  any  penoa 
not  thoroughly  conversant  with  local  aBatra 
justly  to  estimate  the  incraasiag  diflcoliias 
mblic  servaait 
sible  olce  ara 
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ia  tha  cue,  when  to  lh*t  is  idded  thaanthori-  coniciooiDeM  of  lucb  fact*  tnigltt  have  in- 
Ulite  ceniure  of  ihe  Government  itself!  We  duced  Elie  Government  to  pause  before  pur- 
hivr  already  obierved  ihit  these  documenti    sning  ths  course  it  has  adopted." 

have  bean  pufaliihed  in  the  Government  Go-     u      .       ij       j    ,l.,    .l        „ki     i ■    ■ 

..  .L  J  _  I..  1  .V  k  ki  k  .k.  He  coniidetea  that  the  noble  Lord  to 
M((e,  tha  ordinary  channel  Ihrouan  which  the  ,.  .    •  j  ■_     jj   j  i  ■ 

loc^Govemment  comtnonioataa  official  intal-  ""d'ng  out  that  despatch  added  hi*  own 
liKMce  of  a  pablie  nattire ;  and  Ifau*  we  find  condetnaatton  lo  tt,  aa  the  cauae  which 
it  announced  lo  the  world  at  large,  without  produced  il  must  have  arlaen  aolely  from 
any  prciioua  intimation  of  tucb  an  opinion  (fae  negligence  of  the  Govetoment  ilaelf. 
being  eoierUinad,  and  without  any  oppor.  The  firal  notice  which  ihey  receired  of  ibe 
lumly  being  afforded  u*  of  allemplmg  a  juiii-  a|,j„rf  i„^g^  ^f  the  Government  re- 
S\r(?/;:n^taa^n;":X'.'V/;'l  •P«--8f  n..  wa.  a  public  cn.ore  ot 
plied  or  wprMied,  lamentably  deflcient  in  ^^ett  conduct.  He  did  not  know  what 
that  proper  spirit  >nd  feeling  which  are  etsan-  excuae  would  be  offered  for  this  mode  of 
lial  to  the  repuMtioo  and  utility  of  a  body  of  proceeding;  but  of  thii  be  waa  ceriain, 
pnblio  icnania.  We  much  lament  that  thst  the  deapatch  muat  have  been  iaatied 
yont  Lordthip  ahould  have  come  lo  luch  a  without  a  due  coniideration  of  the  conae- 
conclusion,  and  wo  beg  most  respectfully,  hul  quencea  that  would  renult  from  it.  It 
at   the   «»me  time  moat   Brmly,  to  d.ny  our    ^^^,j  ■  ^     ,     j       ^^ 

having  deaerred  luch  a  stigma.    Adtnittmg  ^    ^  >'         -      ,    t        l    ^    i 

for  a  moment  that  there  might  have  been  ""Bement  and  discrelion  before  the  Ceylon 
some  member*  of  the  civil  service  to  whom  "^''  service  could  be  brought  back  to  iti 
Ihe  censure  conveyed  by  the  minut*  of  the  former  barmoDioui  and  efficient  coodi- 
14th  of  February  might  be  justly  applied,  will    tlon. 

your  Lordship  only  permit  us  to  ask  whether, ;  Mr.  0.  IF.  Hope  aaid,  it  waa  not  hii 
even  under  auch  circumstances,  it  were  expe-  '  intention  10  inaiify  the  publication  of  that 
dient  to  g.ve  pubhcilv  to  so  umveriaU  con-    ,„;„„(        j  '        published   b,    Lord 

demnaLion  ufthi  wholebody  of  civil  aervanls,    c,       i     '    j'  '^ ,     .  '    r   l 

and  thus  to  degrade  .hem  in  Ihe  eyes  of  the  ,*"■"'«?  V'l,"""''"''  and  the  terms  of  the 
community,  a*  well  as  of  the  whole  world  ?"  ,  mmule  did  not  agree  with  the  terma  of 
„  ,,  ,        ,  ,  „    :  (be  despatch,  the  term*  of  which  were  not 

He  would  .a;  that  these  terma  were  fully  |  „  ;,,  „  ^^^^^^  „,  (,,g  ^j^^j^  The 
justified  by  the  docutoent  whicl.  had  celled  [  p  "  „  ^(.uld  be  produced,  end  it  would 

I*"",,  ,'^k  Tl,  T  •=•"'"'?•  ",-"'  be  at  once  .ee(i  that  this  was  the  r— 
he  should  hear   the  defence  of  I 


Member  (Mr.  Hope), 

ficBiioQ  could  be  made  for  the  i 

had  been  taken  by  the  Colon 


ible  jusli- 
:o.irse  that 

lie 


ihi 

officer*  of  ibe  civil  service  could  be 
than  atx  week*  absent  from  their  duties 
without  the  connivance  and  sanction  of 
the  Government;  and  be  would  iberefore 
wish  lo  know  what  right  the  Government 
had  afterwardu  to  come  forward  to  cen- 
■nre  ibem?  The  document  went  on  to 
lay— 

"  Whatever  course  expediency  might  have 
dictated,  we  would  beg  to  be  allowed  to 
submit  to  your  Lordship  whether,  as  we  have 
no  oppoiiunity   of  defending  ourselves,   the 

Coblication  of  lliis  censure  might  not  well 
tva  been  apaied  us,  until,  at  least,  other 
attempts   had   been   made   to  work 


The  despatch,  indeed,  alluded  t 
port*  of  the  lisllessness  with  which  the 
civil  servsnt*  discharged  their  functions, 
and  ihat  they  were  contented  with  the  bare 


-  ,  aiiuiuBi  iiicy  wcic  (fi'liiciiicu  wit II   hue  unit 

iV.'i!!'lV";h„  Ln^^r^3"'S!rf  t!'Ltl    P«^''o™'"'«  °f  'he  dutie*  exacted  of  them, 

I  pressly  said  that  these  observations  ap- 
plied to  the  junior  members  of  the  civil 
service,  and  not  to  the  whole  civil  service; 
and  the  causes  were  set  out  much  in  ibe 
lame  words  as  in  the  minitle.  Though 
he  wa*  far  from  pressing  hardly  against 
Ihe  servants,  reports  had  been  received 
from  Sir  Colin  Campbell  end  from  his 
predecessors  which  contained  frequent  com- 
plaiolB  against  the  junior  servants  and  the 
way  they  discharged  their  duties.  It  would 
be  diScult  to  produce  ihose  reports  ;  they 
were  given  In  confidence,  and  mentioned 
the  names  of  individuals,  which,  if  given, 
would  increase  rather  than  allay  any  irrita- 
tion ;  but  Ihey  mentioned  individuals  and 
parties  going  through  their  services  and 
showing  their  negligence,  especially  in  the 
arquisitioD  ofthe  niitive  laiiguasne.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  connected  with  India  would 
scarcely  believe  Ihat  so  many  had  gone  on 
ivitbout  having  acquired  what  was  an  iti- 
202 


reform  i 


t  which  the  Government 
Even  were  we  to  concede  the 
of  the  evila  to  the  extent  implied, 
we  might  be  permitted  to  refer  to  tlie  minute 
itself  for  the  causes  of  ihem.  The  3rd  Clause 
attributes  them  distinctly  to  the  injudicious 
distribution  of  its  paiionage  by  the  local  Go- 
vernment; and  lo  the  parsimonious  scale  of 
remuneration  allowed  to  the  civil  servants  by 
Hat  Majesty's  Government  in  blnglaud.    A 
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diipeniable  preliiDinuy  to  tb«  due  di 
charge  of  iheir  duties.  Therefore,  he  could 
not  conseat  to  the  general  denial  of  tbe 
effici«ncif  of  ihe  public  service.  It  wat  no 
new  charge  of  (he  deseriion  of  public 
duly  for  the  lake  of  their  privale  pro- 
perly; and  (ince  the  coffee  plantationi, 
there  wai  a  great  complaint.  Coffee  plant- 
ing required  constant  eltenliou,  and  thi 
cultivators  were  mhject  to  the  bankrupt 
la»t.  The  proliibilion  commenced  as 
early  a*  the  year  ISId,  and  the  civil  of- 
Gcers  were  required  to  take  an  oith  not  to 
engage  in  any  trade  as  principal  or  partner 
nnksi  licensed  by  the  Government,  ir 
1834,  a  question  arose  as  to  the  cultiTa- 
tton  of  cinnamon,  which  was  not  more  of 
a  trade  than  the  cultivation  of  coffee,  and 
BO  far  from  there  being  a  relaxation  ihere 
was  a  minute  published  by  the  Governor, 
stating  that  he  had  received  authority  to 
explain  that  there  would  not  be  in  any 
respect  a  relaxation  of  the  restrictions 
against  trading.  In  1835,  thecoffeeplant- 
ing  began,  and  in  1836  the  former  minute 
was  republished.  With  regard  to  the  puj- 
chase  ol  cmnamon,  but  not  wiih  reference 
to  the  growing,  the  complaint  was,  that 
remittances  could  not  be  made  home  ex- 
cept in  cinnamon,  and  it  was  allowed  to 
•aveBillE;  and  the  prohibition  was  con- 
tinued against  growing,  and  had  never 
been  relaxed  by  any  Secretary  of  State 
from  that  time  to  this.  Sir  R.  W.  Horton 
was  most  distinctly  opposed  to  the  practice 
of  allowing  coffee  growing;  and  great  evils 
resulted  from  il.  But  he  need  not  argue 
the  impolicy,  ai  the  hon.  Gentleman  ts- 
■enied  to  the  propriety  of  the  prohibition, 
and  only  objected  lo  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  enforced.  The  manner  in  which  it 
was  done  was  this: — The  despatch  was 
tent  in  con6dence  to  the  Governor,  and 
referred  very  much  lo  individuals,  and  it 
ended  with  giving  a  summary  to  the  Go- 
vernor, not  with  the  view  of  publication; 
and  lie  was  as  much  astonished  as  the  | 
ban.  Gentleman  when  he  saw  the   publi 
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though  the  juniors  were  not.  The  Secre- 
tary of  Slate's  observations,  therefore, 
were  directed  to  the  junior  officers  only. 
Upon  the  whole,  it  did  appear  obvious 
that  it  was  impowible  for  persons  having 
these  private  interests  fuily  to  dischuge 
their  public  functions  consistently  witb 
the  engagements  into  which  ihey  had 
entered  on  being  appointed  to  their  offices. 

Viscount  Ebringfon  understood  that 
there  was  a  toll  levied  on  the  passage  of 
Coolies  from  India  to  Ceylon.  Some  of 
the  planters  had  presented  a  memorial  on 
ibe  subject  to  the  Governor,  representing 
this  tax  as  a  most  impolitic  measure.  It 
besides  acted  as  a  great  hardship  on  tbe 
Coolies  themselves,  as  these  poor  people 
were  often  reduced  to  the  greatest  suffer- 
ing in  their  efforts  to  evade  it. 

Dr.  Bourin^ said,  that  eveij  eocoursge- 
meot  bad  been  held  out  by  the  Govero- 
ment  to  parties  to  make  purchases  of  land 
in  Ceylon.  There  had  tieen  no  voluntary 
emigration  to  that  island  until  it  was  en- 
couraged by  the  Gorernraent.  Coniider- 
able  sums  of  money  were  then  invested  ia 
land,  and  when  these  speculations  were 
entered  upon  by  tlie  civil  service  there  had 
not  been  a  single  word  of  disapprobation 
uttered.  In  fact,  the  language  of  the  Go- 
vprnment  all  through  was  the  langoags 
of  encouragement.  But,  suddenly,  these 
Gentlemen  had  incurred  the  displeasure 
of  the  Colonial  Ollice,  and  not  only  were 
they  divested  of  their  lands,  bat  a  sort  of 
opprobrium  was  attached  to  them.  It  ap- 
peared that  instead  of  one  year,  as  at  first 
announced,  they  were  now  to  have  two 
years  to  dispose  of  their  properly ;  but  that 
make  very  little  difference 
they  could  have  no  chance 
o!  obtaining  the  full  value  of  it  as  long  as 
the  pufcha«er  knew  that  the  tale  was  com- 
pulsory. The  lands  might,  in  a  tiord,  be 
considered  as  t>eing  id  the  hands  of  a 
bailiff,  to  be  sold  by  a  certain  time,  no 
matter  at  whst  terms.  He  thought  the 
Government  ought  to  prevent  the  evil  for 
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Terament.     Re  hoped  in  futare,  when  in- 
■tructioD*  were  tent  forth  from  tbe  Colo- 
nial Office,  ihey  would  be  ra  tome  way 
lelligible. 

Mr.  Hope  said,  he  would  be  sornf  to 
charge  theae  geutleraen  with  any  inten- 
tional  deparrnre  from  their  oaths,  aod  he 
did  not  thiok  hit  words  would  bear  that 
coo  itruc  lion. 

Mr.  C.  BvUemyA,  he  uaderstood  the 
hon.  GeDllemao  to  have  quoted  the  wordi 
of  the  oath  u  a  juaiiGcalion  of  the  course 
takeu  by  the  Governmenl.  It  was  qaite 
clear  (hat  a  nontber  of  genllenien  coo- 
nected  with  the  civil  service  in  Ceylon  had 
been  in  the  habit  of  iuvesiiog  money  iu 
estate*.  He  woald  not  go  (lie  lenath  of 
saying  that  no  public  officer  in  a  Colony 
like  Ceylon  sbnuld  bold  land,  though  he 
thought  that  in  a  new  Colony,  where  the 
Government  possessed  all  the  unsold  pro- 
perly, it  wonid  open  the  way  lo  jobbing  if 
Ihey  were  allowed  to  make  investments  in 
landed  property.  In  an  old  Colony,  how- 
ever, the  case  was  different,  ai,  if  public 
officers  were  induced  to  invest  their  savings 
in  land,  they  would  arqaire  an  increased 
interest  in  the  prosperity  of  the  Colony. 
Thrre  was,  however,  a  difficulty  in  decid- 
ing where  the  line  lietwren  the  (wo  classes 
ahould  be  drawn.  Bat  it  was  clear  thai  in 
Ceylon  all  the  civil  officers  bad,  with  the 
aanction  of  the  Governnient,  been  enttaged 
in  investing  any  money  they  might  have 
in  Ifae  purchase  of  land  ;  and  he  much 
questioned  ihv  justice  of  the  peremptory 
Older  which  wa«  issued,  compelling  tho<e 
men,  who  were  to  be  regarded  as  innocent, 
to  sell  their  property  within  a  given  time, 
and  whether  that  time  «as  Giel  at  two 
years  or  at  sii  months,  he  thoui;hi  in 
either  case  it  was  a  great  hardship  to  men 
who  for  the  last  ten  or  twenty  years  em- 
barked their  foriunes  in  ihii  kind  of  pro 
perty  with  thr  cunnivance  ami  couulendnce 
of  (lie  Governmeni,  He  had  the  pleaiuie 
of  knowing  for  many  years  the  present 
Governur  of  Ceylon  —  Sir  Colin  Camp- 
bell, and  a  more  amiable  and  kind-hearted 
nan  did  not  exist,  sod  he  was  sure  he 
would  be  quite  incapable  of  using  any 
hatdthip  or  severity  toward;  the  civil  of- 
ficers of  his  owD  acco'd.  The  remedy 
m^ht,  be  was  sore,  have  been  applied 
without  the  aw  of  the  stroag  terms  that 
bad  beeo  applied  in  ibis  case.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  incltned  (o  repair  the 
mischief  by  sfaowiog  that  the  applica- 
lioa  of  censure  was  of  a  very  partial  na- 
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ture.  He  (rusted,  however,  that  a  more 
salutary  and  judicious  plan  would  be  taken 
for  removing  the  diisatisfactiou  produced 
by  increasing  the  salaries  of  these  officers 
on  a  fair  and  equitable  system.  He  would 
remind  the  Government  that  the  ereatest 
Governor  of  any  province  that  England 
ever  bad — >namely.  Lord  Cornwallis — on 
finding  a  corrupt  civil  service  in  India, 
adopted  a  conciiatory  tone  towards  them, 
and  his  first  act  was  to  raise  them  over  all 


Mr.  TufneU  replied,  sod  remarked  that 
the  clergy  of  the  Eiiabliihed  Church,  and 
■  he  bishop  who  had  just  gone  out  there, 
were  allowed  to  porchase  property  to  any 
exteoL 

Mr.  Ho/>esaid,  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  clergy  of  ihe  Established 
Church  were  not  so  much  under  the  power 
of  the  Government  as  migh(  be  supposed. 

Subject  dropped. 

House  weot  into  Committee  of  Supply 
profoTTnd. 

House  to  sit  ^ain  on  Monday. 

Mr.  Bom/me  moved,  that  the  Report  of 
the  Commiiiee  on  (he  Death  by  Accidenta 
Compensaliun  Bill  be  brought  up. 

Tbe  AtlOTMjf  General  opposed  the  Mo- 
tion. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  7 ;  Noes 
39:   Majority  32. 

Bill  accordingly  lost. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  two 
o'clock. 
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Deceased  Peeks.^  Lord  CamjAell 
■aid,  (hat  he  ihould  tak«  the  opportuoity 
or  calling  (he  a(ten(ion  of  the  House  lo  a 
■ubject  of  one  of  the  S(a[idin|;  Oideri, 
No.  113,  with  respect  to  vhich  he  had 
gjveo  noiice.  The  Standing  Order  was 
to  the  effect,  that  aoy  persoa  presuming 
to  publish  the  works,  or  life,  or  will,  or 
■nj  deceased  Lord  of  Parliament,  wi(hau( 
the  cooeeDt  of  the  heir  or  executor  of 
such  Lord,  should  be  deemed  guilty  of  a 
breach  of  the  piivilegei  of  that  House,  He 
should  best  discharge  his  duty  on  that 
occasion  fay  referring  to  the  history  of  the 
Siaudin^  Order.  It  look  its  origin  from 
the  proceeding*  of  the  well-known  Ed- 
mund Curll — ihe  infamons,  the  dsuntlesi. 
(be  shsmeless  Edmund  Curll.  In  1720 
died  John  Sheffield,  Duke  of  Bucking, 
ham,  a  celebrated  poet  of  that  day  ;  and  in 
1722  Curll  published  an  advert  isement  in 
a  London  paper,  called  the  Daily  Jour- 
nal, in  which  he  annouaced  that  he  in- 
teoded  to  publish  a  libellous  life  of  the 
deceated  nobleman.  In  consequence  of 
ihii,  the  family  of  that  nobleman  inter- 
posed, and  caused  •  complaint  to  be  made 
to  that  House  on  the  subject.  He  found 
tbissUted  in  the  Journals  of  the  House 
of  Ihe  dale  of  the  22nd  January,  1721-22, 
and  ibe  advertisement  was  read,  announc- 
ing tbat  the  Life  and  Works,  in  prose 
and  Terse,  of  John  Sheffield,  Duke  of 
Buckingham,  logeiher  with  a  true  ropy 
of  bis  last  will  and  testameui,  would  be 
published  on  a  certain  day  named  by  Ed- 
mund Curll,  over  against  Catherine-street. 
This  person  waa  summoned  to  the  bar  of 
the  House,  and  ordered  to  attend  next 
day.  The  Journals  for  the  next  day  stated 
tbat  the  House  being  informed  that  Curll 
was  in  attendance,  he  was  called  in  and 
examined  aa  lo  the  advertisement,  and 
was  ordered  to  withdraw.  The  House  then 
came  to  this  Resolution,  •■  That  it  i«  re- 
solved by  the  Lords  Spiritual  and  Tem- 
poral in  Parliament  assembled,  that 
Bay  person  presuming  (a  publish  the 
life,  or  will,  olany  deceased  Peer,  without 
the  conaeat  of  his  heir  or  executors,  was 


guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  privileges  of  that 
House."  Curll  was  then  reprimanded 
by  the  Lord  Chancellor  for  allowing  (he 
adreriidement  to  be  printed,  and  also  for- 
bidden to  publish  (he  work.  In  the  course 
of  the  proceedings  upon  that  occasion,  a 
Committee  was  appointed;  but  he  could 
not  find  that  th.ii  Committee  ever  made 
any  Report  to  the  House,  though  he  had 
made  diligent  search  on  the  subject.  On  the 
Slitof  Jdouary  following,  the  matter  was, 
however,  again  taken  into  consideration, 
and  ibe  Resolution  was  duly  passed  as  m 
Standing  Order.  That  waa  the  Order 
now  appearing  on  their  Lordship^  Books, 
and  which  had  remained  in  force  to  thii 
hour.  He  found  that  the  Order  waa  not 
intended  to  remain  aa  a  dead  letter,  for  an 
attempt  had  been  made  to  enforce  it  in 
the  year  1735.  In  that  year  the  same 
Edmund  Curll  iatiied  another  advertise- 
ment, which  was  published  in  the  daily 
journals,  and  which  gave  greet  alarm  to 
the  Members  oF  their  Lordships*  House. 
On  the  12th  dayor  May,  1735,  this  adver- 
tisement waa  brought  under  the  noiice  of 
the  House.  It  was  published  in  the  Dailg 
Pott  Boy,  and  was  to  the  elTect  that 
there  had  been  juit  published  Mr.  Pope's 
literary  correapondence  for  thirty  years, 
namely,  from  1704  to  1734,  being  a  col- 
lection of  letters  written  by  him  to  the 
right  hon.  the  Earl  of  Halifax,  the  right 
hon.  the  Earl  of  Burlington,  and  many 
others — printed  for  Edmend  Curll,  in 
Rose-street,  and  sold  by  all  bookseilera. 
It  was  ordered  by  the  House  that  the  Gen. 
tieman  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  should  go 
and  seize  ill  the  copies  of  the  book,  and 
that  the  said  Edmund  Curll,  together  with 
John  Wilford,  by  whom  the  newspaper 
had  been  printed,  do  attend  the  bar  of 
the  House  next  day.  The  parties  accord- 
inp:ly  attended  on  the  following  day,  and 
being  examined,  were  ordered  to  with, 
draw.  Tiie  Gentleman  Usher  of  the  Black 
Rod  then  reported  to  the  House  what  h« 
had  done  under  their  Lordships'  order. 
He  Slated  that  he  had  ordered  all  the 
copies  of  the  book  found  at  Mr.  Curll's 
house  to  be  seized,  and  that  he  believed 
ihey  might  be  500  in  number.  A  Com- 
mittee was  appoimed,  to  whom  the  copy 
of  the  book  presented  by  the  Gentleman 
Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  was  referred : 
and  Edmund  Curll  was  ordered  to  attend 
the  Committee.  The  Earl  Delawarrbroajht 
forward  the  Report  of  the  Committee  in 
the  House,  sad  it  appeared  from  it  that 
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thia  wai  an  illegal  teizure,  that  no  lettera 
from  aoT  deceased  Peer  nai  contained  in 
ibe  publication,  and  that  the  ComniilLee 
did  QOt  thinli  it  contrary  to  the  Standing 
Order.aDd  the;  tliererore  recommended  that 
the  booki  which  had  been  icizcd,  ahould 
be  rettored  to  Edmund  Curll.  The  Report 
WM  read  by  (he  clerk  attending  the  Houae, 
and  agreed  to,  and  tlie  booka  were  given 
back  to  ike  publiiher.  He  waa  not  aware 
that  there  had  been  any  other  aeiziiie 
under  thii  Standing  Order,  though  there 
hnd  been  many  live*  of  deceaied  Peers 
and  of  deceaKd  Prelates,  Memberi  of 
their  Lords  hi  pa'  House,  published  on 
variouB  occations,  without  the  leave 
of  the  friends  or  represent  a  lives  of  the 
deceased  partiea.  Hia  noble  and  learn- 
ed Friend,  who,  he  regretted  to  prr- 
ceive,  was  not  then  present  (],ard  Brou- 
gham), had  publiabed  lives,  powerfully 
and  ably  written,  of  leteral  deceased 
Members  of  that  House,  more  especially 
of  Lord  Chatham  and  Loid  North,  and  he 
had  Qo  doubt  without  the  consent  of  the 
heira  and  representalivea  of  those  noble- 
men. He  (Lord  Campbell)  had  also  em- 
ployed many  laborioua  hours,  without,  he 
hoped,  incurring  the  cenauie  of  that 
House,  in  writing  the  lives  of  the  pr«de- 
cessori  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
00  the  Woolsack,  both  splrilual  and  tem- 
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ral. 

The  Lord  Chancellor :  Not  down  to 
the  present  time,  1  hope. 

Lord  Campbell  aaid,  he  hoped  many 
years  would  pass  before  any  one  could 
have  an  opportunity  of  wriiing  the  life  of 
the  present  Lord  Chancellor  aa  s  deceaaed 
Peer.  Curioua  enough  it  was,  that  the 
Slauding  Order  did  not  apply  to  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend,  for  atiy  body  might 
lake  such  a  iiberiy  with  him.  The  Stand- 
ing Older  did  not  apply  to  the  life  of  any 
except  a  deceaaed  Peer.  In  fact,  it  only 
followed  the  rule  de  morluit  nit  niti 
bonum.  It  must,  if  enforced,  lerve  as  en 
entire  prohibilton  againil  wilting  the  lives 
of  some  Chancellors.  For  instance,  St. 
iiwiibin  had  been  Lord  Cbancfllor  to 
King  Elhelbert,  and  St.  Thomat  A'Becket 
was  also  Lord  Chancellor  of  England,  and 
who  tho  heirs  or  personal  repreaentativea 
of  these  deceased  Members  of  their  Lord- 
ahip'a  house  might  be,  be  had  been  un- 
able to  discover.  Besidrs,  he  considered 
Ibe  Standing  Order  uoneceasary,  inas- 
roucb  aa  the  law  allowed  an  indictment  to 
be  laid  for  a  libel  reAectiDg  on  the  mem- 


a(  a  deceased  person,  and  a  very  re- 
markable action  of  thai  kind  was  tried 
in  the  early  part  of  the  reign  of  George  H. 
He  considered  this  Sianding  Order  one 
having  a  alrong  tendency  to  bring  into 
disrepute  the  neceisary  privileges  of  their 
Lordships'  Hou«e,  and  he,  therefore,  beg. 
ged  to  move  that  il  be  rescinded. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Standing  Order,  No.  113,  vacated. 


CoHHONs'  Enciosure  Bill.]  On 
the  Motion  of  Lord  Stanley,  (he  House 
resolved  itself  into  Committee. 

On  Clause  1  being  read. 

Lord  Portman  complained  that  under 
(he  clause,  the  entire  control  of  the  com- 
mons to  be  enclosed  would  be  given  to 
ihe  First  Commissioner  of  Woods  and 
Forests ;  and  when  the  Drainage  Bill  past- 
ed, the  whole  landed  property  of  England 
would  be  under  the  control  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  (he  day.  He  thought,  that 
either  the  Chairman  of  (he  Woods  and 
Forests, or  (he  other  unpaid  Commisaioner, 
who  was  not  named  in  the  Bill,  should  be 
struck  out,  as  he  had  aa  doubt  but  that 
the  latter  would  alto  be  immediately  con- 
nected with  (he  Government. 

Lord  Stanlei/  aaid,  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  thought  proper  to  send  up  (he 
Bill  with  provision  for  only  one  paid  Com- 
missioner, and  if  but  one  unpaid  Com- 
missioner were  appointed  in  addition,  the 
two  Commissioners  would  not  be  able  to 
work  aa  satisfactorily,  in  case  of  difier- 
ences  among  themselves,  as  a  Board  con- 
sisting of  three  Members.  These  Com- 
missioners would  not  have  ao  much  power 
aa  the  noble  Lord  supposed.  All  they 
had  to  do  wat,  in  (he  event  of  ■  certain 
number  of  persons  interested  in  the  en- 
closure, making  an  application  to  them 
for  the  pnrpate,  6rst  to  make  inquiry,  and 
they  were  then  empowered  to  frame  a 
Bcheme  or  draft  bill  of  the  enclosure. 
Thiit  scheme  waa  to  be  referred  (o  (be 
pardes  interested  in  the  inquiry,  and  unless 
these  assented  (o  the  propoaal  of  the 
Commissioners,  then  the  whole  mailer 
fell  10  the  ground.  Even  if  (he  parties 
did  assent,  (he  subject  ihould  then  come 
before  Parliament.  The  main  object  of 
(he  Bill  was  to  save  expense,  and  he 
thoughr,  under  the  circumttanret,  that 
some  one  of  the  Commiiiionrrs  ought  (o 
be  a  responsible  Minis(er,  who  would  be 
answerable  10   Parliament  for  what  waa 
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Clauie  agreeJ  to. 

ClauHi,  up  la  Clauie  11,  agreed  lo. 

On  Clauae  U  being  read. 

Lord  Stanley  moved  the  oraJMioa  rrom 
the  clau«e  of  the  words — 

"  That  no  Toya.\  forest,  or  any  pari  thereof, 
ah^ll  be  deeoied  common  land  uoiler  (lie  pro- 
visions of  this  Bill," 
For  the  puipoae  of  inserting  the  words — 


He  proposed  the  alteration,  because  he 
understood  there  were  forest  lands  in 
•ome  pHrts  of  Walea  thai  might  be  ad- 
vaniageously  brought  under  the  provi- 
■ioni  of  the  Bill. 

The  clause  as  amended  agreed  to. 

CJauatt  13,  14,  16,  17,  and  18,  agreed 
to. 

Clause  15  postponed. 

Clause  19  wua  agreed  to,  after  some 
discuiaion  between  Lord  Stanley,  Lord 
Portmen,  Lord  Cotieiihani,  Lord  Lynd- 
hurst,  and  Lord  Camoys,  as  to  ibe  mode 
in  wliieh  the  inler^sis  of  infanta  were  10 
be  represented  in  cases  of  enclosure. 

Clauses  20  and  21  agreed  to. 

Clause  'i2  was  postponed  at  the  in- 
stance of  Lord  Campbell,  as  it  was  found- 
ed upon  the  luppotilion  thut  the  existing 
law  had  been  violated. 

The  other  clauses  agreed  to,  with  a  few 
verbal  Anieodioeni*. 

Poor  Law  Ahekduent  (Scotland) 
BiLi,.]  The  Doke^ofBuccfcacA,  in  moving 
that  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into 
Committee,  adverted  to  the  Report  of  the 
Commissioners  of  Inquiry  on  this  subject, 
detailing  the  present  state  of  the  law  and 
its  administration.  It  was  well  known  that 
the  present  provision  fur  the  relief  of  the 
poor  in  Scotland  was  very  inadequate ;  an 
inadequacy  not  arising  from  any  want  of 
charitable  disposition  among  the  people, 
but  from  the  defects  of  the  machinery  cre- 
ated for  carrying  nut  the  law.  In  providing 
for  the  more  effectual  relief  of  the  poor,  it 
was  not  intended  to  alter  the  principle  of 
the  present  law ;  the  Bill  was  framed  in 
accordance  with  the  evidence  tulien  before 
the  Comniiasionera,  and  he  believed  was 
r^arded  with  general  favour  in  Scotland. 

Lord  Campbell  allowed  that  there  was 
in  the  Bill  much  that  was  good  ;  but  still 
thouf^ht  it  might  be  made  better;  be 
would,  therefore,  suggest  that  it  should 
atand  orer,  so  that  it  might  be  improved 


during  the  recess.  He  admitted  tlmt  the 
state  of  the  Poor  Law  in  Scotland  waa 
most  objectionable,  and,  above  all,  that 
part  of  the  law  with  reference  to  pauper 
and  criminal  lunatics.  That  most  impor- 
tant portion  of  the  Bill  having  reference  to 
the  medical  relief  of  the  poor,  he  greatly 
approved  of.  He  was  satisfied  that  it  was 
for  the  interest  of  the  poorer  clasaei  that 
there  should  not  be  too  lavish  a  measure  of 
relief  for  the  destitute  poor,  for  by  so  dinng, 
e  strong  stimulus  to  exertion  was  removed. 
There  were  some  persona  who  thought  that 
every  ill  affecting  humanity  could  be  re- 
moved by  the  Legislature ;  but  thb  was 
merely  chimerical.  Tu  offer  inducements 
to  a  young  man  and  young  woman,  with- 
out any  means,  to  marry  at  an  early  period 
of  life,  and  to  bring  into  the  world  as  many 
children  as  their  fecundity  would  furnish, 
was  t)  principle  which  was  most  objection- 
able, and  to  which  he  never  could  give  his 
assent.  These  early  marriages  had  been 
productive  of  one  of  the  evils  under  which 
Ireland  suffered,  and  any  checlta  to  lo  great 
an  evil  must  prove  salutary.  There  were 
some  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill  which  he 
was  satisfied  would  give  rise  to  consider- 
able litigation,  and  would  cause  an  enor- 
mous expenditure.  Tbose  parts  of  the 
measure  having  reference  to  the  Law  of 
Settlement  were  also  open  to  objection. 
Some  parts  of  the  Bill,  also,  would  fall 
rather  heavily  on  English  persons  taking 
up  a  temporary  residence  in  Scotland.  Vo- 
luntary asse:tsincnt  formerly  existed  to  a 
considerable  extent  in  many  parts  of  Scot- 
land ;  but  they  might  depend  upon  it, 
under  the  operation  of  this  Bill,  that  they 
would  be  got  rid  of  altogether.  It  might 
be  held  that  all  property  liable  to  the 
Property  Tax  ought  to  be  made  liable  to 
this  tax  also;  but  at  present  they  had  Do 
rule  whatever.  The  noble  Duke  was 
wrong  in  supposing  that  this  Bill  would 
not  alter  the  existing  law,  as  there  were  to 
be  three  new  modes  of  assessment  intro- 
duced under  it,  and  there  would  be  agita- 
tion and  disunion  produced  in  every  parish 
in  Scotland,  in  fixing  or  which  particular 
mode  they  should  select.  One  of  the  mONt 
gross  instances  of  injustice  which  the  Bill 
would  inflict,  would  be  in  cases  where  Eng- 
lishmen had  a  temporary  residence-in  Scot- 
land. In  ev:ry  such  case,  all  the  property 
which  the  individual  possessed  in  any  part 
of  the  world  would  be  liable  to  assessment 
in  the  parish  in  which  he  resided.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  the  Government 
would  introduce  some  provision  to  guard 
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jjinst  thU  injustice.  Having  jlited  ihew  ; 
vojectioni,  he  would  not,  for  the  present, 
detun  their  Lordships  with  any  additional 
remarks.  Hb  principal  objection  was  to 
the  clauses  regarding  aatessmenU  They 
were  calculated  to  produce  infinite  litiga- 
tion, and  unless  they  were  altered,  it 
would,  he  thought,  be  much  better  to 
withdraw  the  Bill  altogether,  and  to  wait 
tor  another  year  before  legiilating  on  the 
■ub}ect.  If  persevered  in  as  it  at  present 
atood,  he  had  no  difficulty  in  foretelling  that 
the  Bill  would  be  hereafter  called  the  curse 
of  Scotland. 

Houae  in  Committee. 

Lord  Campfie/Isaid,  he  had  some  Amend- 


ments to  suggest  i 


the   Assessment 
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Clauses,  and  "aYso  respecting  South  Leith. 
which  he  would  bring  forward  on  the 
bringing  up  of  the  Report. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington  wished  to  ob- 
aerwe.  in  reference  to  what  had  fallen  from 
the  noble  and  learned  Lord  who  had  just 
sat  down,  that  the  principle  of  assessment 
to  which  he  objected  was  the  priodplr  -' 
the  old  law,  and  was  also  admitted  in 
rious  local  Acta.  It  had  been  tried  foe  a 
long  period,  and  he  never  heard  of  its  having 
CTwated  any  of  the  litigation  or  difficulty 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  seemed 
to  apprehend.  He  could  not  understand 
why  any  Scotchman  who,  as  was  sometimes 
the  case,  maile  a  large  fortune  in  England, 
ahould  not  be  ta^ed  when  he  returned  lo 
i«sid«  in  his  native  country.  Beddes,  he 
believed  it  did  not  happen  that  means  and 
subsUnce  were  rated  in  Englani). 

Lord  Campbell  said,  the  noble  Earl  had 
entirely  rai*tinderstood  liira.  He  by  no 
means  objected  I"  the  principle  of  means 
and  subsUnce  being  taned.  as  he  believed 
it  to  be  perfectly  just  and  projier ;  but 
what  he  wanted  was,  that  there  should  be 
a  definition  of  the  term  given  in  the  Bill. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  he  did  not 
understaid  the  Bill  to  introduce  any  netv 
principle  in  the  law.  The  courts  of  Scot- 
land would  decide  on  the  cnnstrucitiin  of 
the  Urm  means  and  substance,  in  accord- 
ance with  their  usual  mode  of  proceeding ; 
and  if  that  was  not  thought  tufficimt,  he 
should  wish  to  hear  the  noble  and  IcHrned 
Lord  himself  trv  his  hand  at  a  definition. 

The  Earl  of  DalhousK  said,  the  law 
rtisted  in  Scotland  for  300  years,  and,  to 
his  own  knowledge,  was  constantly  acted 
opon. 

Bill  reporied  without  Amendment. 

House  adjourned. 


NoatDgluiii.  in  (Wvour  of  Phrklc  vu)  ^luferr  BLtL — BT 

DumhuishUn  UnkicudliiluliilutiatKiBKke,  br  Al- 
tmlioB  at  Pont  RtUcf  (Ir^ud)  Ao.— By  Mr.  SpoDBir, 
tratn  X  fivt  uatabet  of  pLicn.  ftir  AlLcratioD  of  Lav  r»- 


from  Nutwlefa.  S3t  DLmlnlihliic  tba  Numter  of  Public 
Hoaeh 

The  House  met  at  twelve  o'clock. 

Removal  of  Paupers.^  The  Report 
on  the  Removal  of  Patipers  Bill  was 
brought  up.  On  the  qnestion  that  it  be 
egrved  lo, 

Mr.  Sharman  Crawford  complained 
that  the  Bill  would  cause  a  great  deal  of 
misery  by  separating  families.  He  would 
mention  one  instanre,  that  of  a  labouring 
I,  who,  after  leaving  Newtownards, 
had  resided  ihiriy-three  years  at  While- 
haven,  and  having  become  chargeable  to 
tlie  parish,  he  wai  immediately  aent  off  to 
Newtownards,  regardless  of  his  prayers 
and  entreaiics  to  be  permiiled  to  remain 
Whiiehaven,»here  some  of  hii children 
had  gained  setilemenis.  This  leparaiion 
had  BO  great  an  effect  upon  the  unhappy 
roan's  mind,  ihni  he  had  hnng^d  himself. 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  that  the  Bill  was 
intended  chiefly  10  relieve  Scolcli and  itisti 
paupers  from  many  of  the  evils  to  which 
they  hat'  hitherto  been  exposed.  In  re- 
spect to  llie  cHSe  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Membt^r  for  It'ichd^le.  he  believed  that 
the  head  of  a  family  could  not  be  removed 
ill  the  way  meniioited  against  his  will,  and 
if  he  were  thus  improperly  removed,  the 
party  so  offending  would  be  subject  to  a 
severe  penally. 

Report  agreed  (o.  Bill  to  be  read  • 
third  lime. 
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OiHEi  AHD  WAOEns.]  Houie  io 
Comnittee  od  the  Oameiaad  Wagcri  Bill. 

Clautei  up  lo  16  were  agreed  to. 

On  CUdm  17,  Wageri  not  recofenble 
at  law  bein;  propaied, 

Mr.  C.  Berktley  objected  lo  the  proTtw 
to  the  clauK,  that  it  wei  not  to  apply  to 
■ubicriptioni  Tor  a  plate  or  pn'ie,  Itecauie 
it  wai  IcgidatinK  Tor  one  side  only,  end 
becatiM  it  would,  he  contended,  legalize 
gambling  one  way,  while  it  aitempteil  to 
put  a  nop  to  it  on  tbe  other. 

Sir  J.  Oraham  thought  the  provito  et- 
■ential  to  the  dauie.  It  only  legalized 
mere  aubacriptioni. 

Tbe  Committee  divided  on  Ihe  Queitioo, 
that  the  proviio  (land  part  ol  the  clauie : 
— Ayea  37 ;  Noes  3 ;  Majority  34, 
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LUt^of  tka  Atcs. 


Aldam,  W. 
Arkwright,  G. 
Aniien,  Col. 
Bannit,  rt.  hn.  W.  B. 
Berkeley,  hon.  H. 
Blackburne,  J.  I. 
Bortbwick,  P. 

Brotharlon,  J. 
Bruce,  Lard  B. 
Bnigei,  W.  H.  L. 
Boiler,  Sir  J.  Y. 
Crippi,  W. 
Diveit,  E. 
£aicourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Fergaaon,  Sir  R.  A. 
Flower,  Sir  J. 
FremaDile,tt.hn.SirT. 
Fuller,  A.  £. 
Grabaoi, 


Hamilton,  0.  A. 
Hawei,  B. 
Healef ,  J.  W. 
Hope,  hoD,  C. 
Jonei,  Capt. 
Mey nell,  Capt, 
Milaea,  R.  M. 
Nicholl,  rt,  hon,  J 
Norreys,  Sir  D.  J. 
Pringla,  A. 
SandoD,  Visct. 
Smith,  rl.  hn.T.  B.C, 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Somertille,  Sir  W.  lU, 
Trotter,  J. 
Warburton,  H. 
Wood,  Col.  T, 


defeat  the  end •  of  juatice,  theo  it  would 
orten  be  oeceiiary  Tor  a  magiitrate  to  act 
•ingly. 

Mr.  Henlty  wiabed  to  be  inrormed  wba> 
ther  or  not  it  waa  the  intention  of  tbe 
right  hot).  Baronet  to  btiog  io  ■  roeasare 
nest  Seiaion  relatiie  to  thoae  eaaei  when 
a  magiitrate  waa  called  oa  to  act  linglj 
iti  a  judicial  capacity. 

Sir  J.  OraAom  waa  not  prepared  to  in- 
troduce any  lucb  meaavre. 

In  aoiwer  to  Mr,  Hvne, 

Sir  J.  GrahoM  aaid,  he  had  do  ioteil> 
lion  of  introducing  a  meaaure  to  rdien 
Ihe  county  magistratea  Troni  tboaa  duiiea. 
Od  Ibe  whole,  be  thought  that  they  were 
moat  uaeful  to  the  country  from  iha  mao- 
oer  in  which  ibey  diacharged  ibeir  dalies. 


Cardwell,  £. 


1.  hn.  Sir  J.    Mackentie,  W.  F. 
Liil  of  the  Noes. 
Bouverie,  Iiod.  E,  P.  telless. 

Fietden,  J.  Dick,  Q. 

WawD,  J.  T.  BsrkeUy,  hon,  C. 

Other  cisuies  agreed  to.  Bill  lu  be 
reponed,  Houae  reaumed  after  fire 
o'clock. 

CouHTT  Maoistsates.J  In  aniwer 
to  a  queition  front  Mr.  Henley, 

Sir  James  Graham  aaid,  that  alibough 
caeea  might  occur  in  which  a  magiBlratc 
might  act  aingly  in  a  judicial  capacity, 
yei  it  would  be  a  souad  diicretioo  to  make 
auch  caaea  rather  the  exception  than  tbe 
rule ;  and  where  a  peaalty  waa  in  be  le- 
vied, he  thought  it  would  be  well  to  do 
so  in  the  presence  of  other  mBgislratei  and 
tbe  clerk,  where  it  waa  poasible.     When 


HouRB  OP  BuBiHEBB.]  Mr.  BnlluriM 
wiihed  to  augf^eal  lo  the  right  hoD.  Baro- 
net oppoaiie  (Sir  R.  Peel)  that  it  would 
be  better  ihar,  for  the  remainder  of  the 
Session,  the  Hoaae  tbould  meet  at  twelve 
o'clock,  and  continue  its  sittiog  until  the 
bnsinesa  on  the  Paiier  for  tbe  day  waa 
6niihed,  inatead  of  adjourning  for  an 
hour  or  two,  as  at  present,  between  tbe 
morning  and  evening  aittingi. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thought  that  it  was  objec- 
tionable to  make  any  departure  from  the 
Custom  of  the  House  in  the  traosaction  of 
business,  especially  at  lo  late  a  period  of 
the  Sesiiou,  without  tbe  general  concur. 
rence  of  the  Home.  His  own  opinion  wai 
in  favour  of  the  suggeation  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  if  that  auggestion  met 
with  genera)  concurrence  on  the  pari  of 
(he  Houae,  he  had  no  objection  to  it  what- 
ever. If,  tlierefore,  the  Houae  concurred 
in  the  suggestion,  he  had  no  objection  to  " 
propose  that,  afler  to-morrow,  the  House 
should  meet  for  the  despatch  of  business 
at  twelve  o'clock,  and  ait  continuously, 
instead  of  adjourning  after  the  moroiDg 


Educatiohal  iNBTiTtJTioKS.]  On  the 
Motion  that  tbe  Order  of  the  Day  for  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  be  read, 

Mr,  Eteart  said,  that  when  tbe  Militair, 
tbe  Naval,  and  tbe  Ordnance  Estlmatea 
were  brought  before  the  House,  a  state, 
ment  was  made  of  tbe  proapecta  and  condi- 
don  of  those  bmncbea  of  the  public  aeivice 
respectively;  and  be  did  not  see  whj,  in 
ike  manner,  there  should  not  be  an  annual 
statement  of  the  condition  and  prospects  of 


cases  occurred  in  which  a  delay  would    the  Educatiimal  Institutions  wliidwen 
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■tipported  jMrtlj  or  nhollr  by  the  public 
fundi.  What  he  called  for  was  not  a  pub- 
Jiibed  Report,  but  a  vivd  voce  statement  on 
tfau  important  subject.  The  publication  of 
a  Hue  book  was  not  the  moit  edbctual  may 
of  bringing  thii  matter  berore  the  House 
and  the  countrjr,  and  he  thought  that  the 
Annual  Report,  prepared  by  Commission* 
era  and  Inspectors  appointed  to  go  the 
round  of  the  country,  furnished  a  conve- 
nient mode  nut  of  developing,  but  of  con- 
cealing such  a  question.  Amongst  other 
improvements  which  he  thought  oere  called 
for  in  connexion  with  the  subject  of  edu- 
eadon,  was  that  of  raising  the  condition  of 
the  (cboDlmasters  of  the  country,  and  of 
increasing  their  pay.  He  trusted  that  this 
important  improvemedt  would  be  speedily 
realised.  There  was  also  a  necessity  for 
increasing  the  number  aud  the  efficiency 
of  the  training  schools  of  the  country,  as  a 
greater  number  of  training  masters  than 
were  at  present  to  be  had  were  required. 
As  to  the  grant  appropriated  for  the  pur- 
pose of  education,  he  thought  that  75,000^. 
was  but  a  paltry  grant  for  the  supply  of  the 
educational  wants  of  such  a  country  as  this. 
In  Scotland,  as  well  as  in  England,  the  pay 
of  the  ichaolraaster  was  very  inadequate. 
In  both  countries  he  was  anxious  to  tee  the 
condition  of  the  schoolmasters  much  im- 
piwed.  Connected  with  thb  question  was 
the  important  consideration,  as  to  Scotland, 
of  the  improvement  of  the  condition  of  the 
schoolmasters  belongingto  the  FrecChurch. 
He  gave  credit  to  the  Government  for  their 
new  system  of  education  in  Ireland,  and  did 
not  apprehend  that  the  fears  of  those  who 
thought  that  that  system  would  make  the 
Irish  an  irreligious  people  would  beatall  real- 
ised. In  reference  to  education,  he  thought 
that  the  Government  could  only  interfere 
collaterally  and  not  directly.  So  much  for 
the  first  portion  of  the  Motion  of  which  he 
had  given  notice.  Another  portion  of  that 
Motion  referred  to  public  libraries,  a  sub- 
ject to  which  he  had,  on  former  occa- 
sions, called  the  attention  of  the  House. 
On  one  occasion,  on  which  he  had  alluded 
to  it,  he  was  answered  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  that  there  were  libraries  of  a  public 
nature  already  established  in  England,  such 
at  those  connected  with  mechanics'  insti- 
lutei  ill  our  lai^  manufacturing  towns. 
But  there  was  only  one  library  in  this 
country,  of  which  he  was  aware,  that  could 
be  compared  with  the  libraries  which  were 
so  numerous  on  the  Continent.  In  France, 
in  Italy,  in  Germany,  and  in  other  conti- 
nentti  countries,  not  only  in  the  la^e,  but 


in  many  of  the  smaller  towns,  there  were 
public  libraries  accessible  to  all  classes,  and 
to  the  foreigner  as  well  as  the  native.  If 
the  Government  of  this  country  would  only 
assist  in  promotine  the  establishment  o£ 
such  libraries  in  all  our  large  towns,  they 
would  confer  upon  the  public  a  great  and  a 
lasting  boon.  He  did  not  ask  the  Govern- 
ment to  originate  them,  he  only  asked  then 
to  assist  in  their  establishment.  There  was 
another  point  which  he  deemed  of  great 
importance,  which  was,  that  Government 
should  promote,  as  far  as  it  could,  the  eo- 
couragemeot  of  education,  by  the  exami- 
nation of  those  persons  who  were  candi- 
dates tor  subordinate  offices  under  Govern- 
ment. This  might  be  regarded  by  some  as 
a  very  viuonary  proposd,  and  as  a  thing 
which  could  not  be  carried  into  effect.  But 
be  had  been  told  by  Members  of  the  late 
Government  that  (he  experiment  bad  been 
tried.  Lord  Melbourne  having  set  aside 
three  clerkships  of  the  Treasury  for  that 
purpose,  and  that  it  had  been  successful. 
He  thought  such  educational  appointments 
would  work  well,  and  that  the  public  ser- 
vants thus  selected  would  be  found  efficient 
and  well  qualified  for  their  duties.  It  was 
simply  his  desire,  in  the  present  instance, 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government 
and  of  the  House  to  this  consideration, 
wliich  he  thought  a  very  important  one. 
Every  point  of  the  Motion  which  he  was 
about  to  lay  before  the  House  bad  refer- 
ence to  the  mode  In  which  Government 
might  promote,  without  unduly  interfering 
with,  the  question  of  education.  Undue 
interference  in  this  matter  he  deprecated. 
Undue  interference  the  people  of  thia 
country  would  not  tolerate.  Upon  this 
whole  subject  he  felt  so  strongly,  that  he 
considered  himself  bound  to  take  the  sense 
of  the  House,  if  necessary,  upon  it.  The 
hou.  Gentleman  concluded  by  laying  the 
following  Resolutions  on  the  Table,  and 
moving  the  first — 

"  I.  That  a  statement  be  made,  oo  the  part 
of  the  Goiemmeni,  or  ihe  condition  and  pros- 
peel  of  such  Educatioual  Establish ments  as  are 
sapported  wholly  or  partially  by  a  vole  of  this 

"  2.  That  it  it  expedient  that  the  formation 
of  Public  Libraries,  freely  opeo  to  the  public, 
be  encouraged. 

"3.  That  it  is  expedient  that  Schools  for  the 
training  of  Masters  be  more  extensively  pro- 
moted. 

"  4.  That  ii  is  expedient  that  appointments 
to  the  subordinate  offices  of  Govcrnmeat  be 
made  (as  far  as  possible)  by  e 
lbs  Bariti  of  the  candidates  for  such  ol 
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Sir  R.  Peel  nid :  Howe? er  late  the  pe- 
riod of  the  Sesuon,  and  however  severe 
the  preuure  of  public  buiineti,  I  cannot 
but  think  the  importance  of  the  subject 
juitifiet  the  hon.  Gentleman  in  calling  the 
attention  of  the  Houie  to  the  quettion  of 
education.  I  ihalL  very  briefly  notice  the 
particular  points  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man hu  referred,  taking  in  order  the  Reso- 
lution! of  which  fae  has  given  notice.  'The 
House  will  have  laboured  under  erroneous 
impreis'toni  if  thej  supposed  that  there  was 
not  full  information  afforded  with  regard 
to  the  progress  of  education.  I  need  not 
refer  to  the  volume  presented  annuiilj  to 
the  House  as  a  reason  whj  anj  oral  state- 
ment should  not  be  made  to  the  House  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  with  r^ard 
to  the  progress  <if  educsiion  during  the  pre- 
ceding year.  But  for  the  purpose  of  indi- 
cating to  those  Members  who  take  en  in- 
terest in  the  question,  I  may  say  that  there 
are  annually  presented  to  Parliament  the 
Reports  of  the  inspecting  appointed  by  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  which  Reports 
contain  the  most  detailed  and  valuable  in- 
formation on  the  subject  of  education. 
There  is  the  volume  presented  in  the 
course  of  the  present  year,  containing  the 
able  and  full  reports  of  the  several  Innpec- 
lors  of  Education.  But  I  am  not  at  all 
prepared  to  contend  against  the  principle 
suggested  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  It  is 
posKible  that  because  the  information  is  so 
full  and  vague  that  Members  may  not  read- 
ily acquire  that  knowledge  of  the  subject 
which  possibly  they  might  obtain  from  an 
oral  atatement  made  by  a  Member  of  the  Go- 
vernment. 1  am  therefore  dispoaed,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  to  give  my  serious 
consideration  during  the  recess  to  the  pro- 
position of  the  hon.  Member.  I  think  I 
can  undertake  to  my,  that  during  the  course 
of  the  next  Session  this  Vote  will  not  be 
moved  on  the  part  of  the  Crotvn  without 
such  an  explanation  being  made  as  shall 
answer  the  purpose  of  the  hon.  Member. 
1  think  it  poi^tle  that  such  a  statement 
may  awaken  public  attention  more  forcibly 
to  the  subject,  than  the  presentation  of  this 
volume,  and  will  better  enable  Members 
to  discuss  the  matter,  and  bring  their  local 
information  to  bear  upon  it.  At  any  rate 
it  will  be  a  proof  that  the  Government  and 
Parliament  attach  due  importance  to  the 
subject.  I  think  I  have  said  enough  to 
show  the  hon.  Gentleman  tliat  it  will  not 
be  necessary  for  him  to  ask  on  this  occiision 
for  any  expression  of  opinion  on  the  part 
of  the  House.   With  reference  to  the  grant 


for  educational  purposes,  the  hon.  Oentle- 
man  says  be    deeply  regrets  the  limited 
amount.     The  amount,  however,  hais  bees 
an  increase  upon  the  grant  of  last  vear. 
The  amount  last  year  was  40,000/.    'The 
amount  in   the  present  year  la    75,0001. 
Therefore,  in  thepreaent  year,  as  compued 
with  the  past,  we  have  proposed  ■  Tote 
nearly  double.     For  education  in    Ireland 
we  have  also  voted  75,000/.;  so  that  sra 
have  proposed  to  vote  for  educational  pur> 
poses  in  England  and  Ireland,  in    the  fMV- 
sent  jetLT,  no  less  a  sum  than  150,000^ 
That  IS  a  strong  indication  of  the  wiahof  the 
Government  to  apply  the  public  maney.  ao 
far  as  they  can,  to  the  purposes  of  education. 
I  advise  the  bon.  Gentleman,  therefore,  to 
leave  this  matter  in' the  hands  of  the  Go- 
vernment, and  to  rest  satisfied  that  they 
will  neit  year,  if  necessary,  make  an  in- 
creased grant  to  further  the  object  to  which 
he  has  called   attention.     I  entirely  agree 
with  him  in  what  he  says  as  to  the  aialus 
of  the  school  master.     I  think  his  pontion 
ought  to  be  regarded  as  honourable;  and, 
by  attaching  importance  and  value  to  his 
labours,  we  shall  be  amply  repaid.     The 
hon.  Gentleman  has   also  referred   to  the 
necessity  of  increased  grants  for  the  normal 
schools  in  which  the  schoolraasten  are  pre- 
pared for  their  labours.     He  will  find  that, 
within  the  last  two  years,  the  Vote  for  that 
specific    purpose    has  been    increased — at 
least,  tbat  there  has  been  an  application  for 
an  increased  sum  for  that  purpose.    Some 
years  since  the  sum  of  10,0001.  was  granted 
for  the  normal  schools  of  the  British  and 
Poreij;n   School   Society.      In  addition   to 
that  the  sum  of  10,0001.  was  granted  for 
the   establishment  of  the  schooh  of    the 
Committee  of  Council.     Within  the  last 
two  years  an  annual  grant  of  1,0001.  was 
given  to    the   National  Society,  and  7501. 
was   given  to    the    Britiiih   and    Foreign 
Schools    for    their    annual     maintenance. 
There  was  also  a  grant  of  3,700/  made  for 
the  building    and    establishment  of   the 
Chester  Diocesan  Training  School ;  and  a 
grant  of   3,200/,    towards   the   Training 
School  in   Lancashire;    3,500/.    was    aim 
given   towards  the  building  and  establish- 
ment of  the  York  Diocesan  Normal  School 
In   Scotland,  towards  the  building  and  e<^ 
tablishroent    of    the     Edinburgh     Normal 
School,  4,000/.  was  granted;  and  5,000/ 
towards  the  establishment  of  the  Normal 
School  in  Glasgow.     I  think  these  Votes  a 
sufficient  proof  that  the  Government  hare 
not  undervalued  the  importance   of  the 
subject  introduced  by  the  bon.  Gentleman, 
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The  iiipplr  of  mastera,  propetly  qudilied, 
it  at  the  root  of  the  whole  syatem  ;  and  I 
quite  agree  ivitb  thehon.  Gentleman,  that 
jDU  cannot  more  efiectuall^  promote  edu- 
cation— loc4l  education — thaa  by  roakinff  a 
proper  provision  for  the  masters.  The 
Committee  of  Council  feel  that  one  of  the 
inost  important  objects  tu  which  their 
attention  hai  been  directed,  is  the  increase 
uf  the  means  of  providing  masters  properly 
qualified,  and  of  good  character,  for  the 
education  of  youth.  Within  a  recent  pe- 
riod, we  have  extended  the  objects  for 
which  the  annual  grant  is  made.  In  Eng- 
land, in  1840,  a  sum  of  mont^y  was  granted 
for  the  erectioD  of  211  schools.  In  the 
year  ending  August,  IS43,  a  sum  was 
granted  for  the  erection  of  251  schools; 
but  in  the  year  ending  August,  1S44,  funds 
were  supplied  for  the  purpose  of  building 
not  less  than  380  schools.  Then  we  have 
made  another  addition  to  the  object  for 
which  the  Vote  was  given.  We  have 
consented  to  give  Votes  towards  the  con- 
atmction  of  schoolmasters' houses  ;  because 
we  think  it  of  great  importance  that  the 
master  should  reside  in  the  neighbourhand 
of  the  schools ;  and,  by  providing  the 
masters  with  a  comfortable  residence,  you 
hold  out  en  increased  inducement  to  per- 
sons of  competent  attainments  to  undertake 
the  important  task  of  education.  As  I 
said  before,  in  addition  to  the  objects  to 
which  the  Vote  was  applied,  we  found  it 
necessary  to  propose  an  increase  to  the 
Vote,  to  the  amount  of  35,000/.  I  am 
bound,  at  the  same  time,  to  admit  that  I 
doubt  whether  that  increase  ought  to  be 
the  limit  of  future  grants.  So  great  is 
the  desire  of  persons  interested  in  the  wel- 
fare of  the  working  classes  to  increase  the 
means  of  instruction,  that  I  much  doubt 
whether  the  application  of  an  increased 
sum  in  the  course  of  next  yeqr  would  not 
be  fully  justified  by  the  circumstances  of 
the  case.  I  think,  after  what  I  have  stat- 
ed, that  it  will  be  hardly  necessary  for  the 
bon.  Gentleman  to  call  fur  any  espresiion 
of  the  sense  of  the  House.  The  last  Reso- 
lution moved  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
the  la^it  topic  to  which  he  adverted,  was  the 
policy  of  making  the  appointment  to  the 
subordinate  offices  of  Government  depend, 
as  far  as  possible,  on  an  exiimination  of  (he 
merits  of  the  candidates  fur  such  offices.  I 
doubt  whether  the  system  st  present  adopt- 
ed in  the  different  departments  of  Govero- 
tnent  is  not  better.  In  almost  all  cases, 
the  appointment  is  for  the  first  year  as  a 
probationer'    The  individual  is  appointed 


with  the  distinct  understanding,  that  if 
bis  conduct  and  attainments  do  not  justify 
the  permaoent  retention  of  his  services,  he 
is  liable  to  lose  his  situation.  The  ap- 
pointment of  a  person  to  the  public  ser- 
vice should  not  entirely  depend  on  the 
exhibition  he  may  make  on  examination; 
there  are  points  connected  with  the  moral 
character  that  ought  to  he  taken  into  the 
account.  Tlie  mere  exhibition  of  superi- 
ority in  an  examination  must  be  necessarily 
imperfect ;  and  if  you  were  to  rely  on  it, 
you  would  find  that  you  were  not  securing 
in  all  cases  a  supply  of  trustworthy  per- 
sons. I  admit  there  ought  to  be  evidence 
□f  sufficient  attainment  to  justify  an  ap. 
pointment;  but  I  doubt  whether  that  rule 
of  giving  a  trial  for  the  first  year  is  not, 
on  the  whole,  a  better  mode  of  secur- 
ing faithful,  trustworthy,  public  servants, 
than  making  their  eligibility  depend  on 
such  an  exhibition.  As  to  extending  Go- 
vernment patronage  to  boys  educated  in 
those  schools,  there  would  be  great  diffi- 
culty in  acting  practically  on  that  sugges- 
tion. The  youths  leave  school  at  fourteea 
or  fifteen,  aud  were  not  eligible  for  public 
employment  till  twenty-one.  During  that 
interval  their  time  would  not  be  very  use- 
fully employed,  if  led  to  rely  on  an  ap< 
pointment  at  the  end  of  six  years.  A  simi- 
lar encouragement  held  out  to  the  schooU 
master  would  tend  to  interfere  with  a 
sufficient  supply  of  schoolmasters.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  will  see  the  diffi- 
culty of  practically  carrying  that  suggestion 
into  eSect ;  besides,  such  appointments 
would  have  the  effect  of  discouraging  those 
who  were  unsuccessful.  Under  these  cir- 
cumstances, I  hope  I  have  met  the  propo- 
sition of  the  bon.  Member  in  the  spirit  in 
which  it  deserves  to  be  met.  I  hope  the 
hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  the  question  to 
be  put  from  the  Chair  without  calling  for  a 
division. 

Mr.  Wy»e  said,  he  was  about  to  second 
the  Motion  of  his  hun.  Friend;  but  the 
observations  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  hod 
gone  fur  to  remove  the  motives  which 
might  have  induced  his  hon.  Friend  to 
press  this  question  to  a  division.  The 
right  hon.  Baronet  had  omitted  in  his  state- 
me[]t  any  allusion  to  what  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber (Mr.  Ewart]  had  said  respecting  li- 
braries. The  observations  of  the  lion. 
Member  on  that  head  vere  most  important, 
and  highly  deserving  of  the  attention  uf 
the  Government.  The  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  of  giving  a  more 
comfortable  house  to  the  maiter,  and 
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more  comfortsble  icbool  to  the  pupili,  was 
dMcrring  of  the  greateit  praite.  He  hopad 
that  the  right  hon.  Baroael  would  go 
further,  and  allow  a  small  portion  of  land 
in  the  agricultursl  diatricti  to  the  teacher, 
uu  to  enable  him  to  command  more  com- 
fort. Tbii  would  be  peculiarl;  applicable 
in  the  caw  of  Ireland,  end  more  to  than  in 
the  caie  of  England,  u  land  would  be 
more  easily  procured  for  mch  purpow.  He 
wiched  to  call  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  to  the  meani  that  might  be 
taken  to  improTe  the  condition  of  teachera, 
in  Ireland  particularly.  Jt  woa  propoied, 
that  the  National  Board  of  Education  in 
Ireland  should  be  incorporated,  lo  as  to 
enable  them  to  take  landx  for  the  purposes 
to  which  he  (Mr.  Wyse)  had  adferted.  He 
thought  that  great  improvement  might  be 
made  in  the  normal  achtxils,  upon  tbe  un- 
derstanding that  a  certain  system  of  educa- 
tion should  be  adopted  in  those  schools 
which  would  be  satisfactory.  He  thought 
that,  under  such  an  arrangement,  an  in- 
creased sum  of  money  might  bo  given  for 
the  improTement  and  enlargement  of  those 
schools.  He  rejoiced  at  the  statement 
which  hod  been  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet,  and  which  he  had  reason  to  think 
from  hia  oheervation  of  the  conduct  pur- 
sued by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  on  this 
question  on  former  occasions,  he  was  sure 
—that  those  obiervations  were  not  made 
lightly,  but  that  they  would  be  followed, 
as  they  had  heretofore  been,  by  deeds  and 
measures.  He  hoped  that,  after  the  ob- 
serrations  that  had  been  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Baronet— a  declaration  which  was 
most  satisbctory — that  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Ewart)  would  be  induced  to  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Mr.  Hume  expressed  the  pleasure  which 
he  felt  at  the  declaration  of  tbe  right  hon. 
Baronet  on  the  subject  of  education.  He 
was  glad  to  find  that  a  subject  of  such 
great  importance  bail  been  brought  for- 
ward by  hia  hon.  Friend.  He  was  happy 
to  hear,  from  the  statement  of  the  right 
ban.  Gentleman,  that  the  cause  of  educa- 
tion, and  the  education  of  the  people  at 
large,  engaged  the  heit  attention  of  the 
Govemment.  He  was  gled  to  find  that 
the  desire  of  the  Government  was  that  all 
classes  should  be  educated  without  ex- 
clusion. He  was  glad  to  aee,  in  the 
increased  grant  for  education,  an  increased 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  Government  to 
promote  the  education  of  all  classes  with- 
out exclusion.  He  was  glad  to  see  that 
thur  intenst  in   the  cause  of  education 
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had  induced  thera  to  incieate  the  gnnt  iae 
education  in  England  and  Ireland.  He 
hoped  that  if  this  grant  should  be  found 
insufficient  for  its  object,  that  the  grant 
would  be  increased,  and  that  some  report 
would  be  laid  before  the  House  of  the  ap. 
plication  of  the  former  grant,  the  Tarious 
points  of  expenditure,  and  the  mode  in 
which  the  money  was  disposed  of.  He 
was  glad  to  see  that  the  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council  had  increased  their  exei* 
tions  in  assisting  schools  with  school  ns- 
terials,  such  as  maps.  He  thought  thia  a 
matier  of  great  importanoe.  He  believed 
that  DO  people  were  more  ignorant  (rf*  tbe 
extent,  the  various  drcumstsincet,  and 
statistics  of  tbe  British  posaeautms,  than  the 
BritiHh  people  generally  were.  Now  in 
Prussia  this  was  not  the  case.  Every 
school  in  Prussia  was  furnished  with  an 
atlas,  containing  an  exposition  of  the  ex- 
tent and  relations  of  the  Prussian  domin- 
ions ;  and  to  which  was  appended  a  v^ 
nous  and  extensive  amount  of  statistical 
facts  with  respect  to  the  population,  re- 
venue, extent  of  territory,  and  various 
other  circumstances  appertaining  to  Prus- 
sia, so  that  every  boy  in  those  schools  in 
Prusna  was  made  acquHiuted  with  the 
leading  facts  connected  with  the  geogra- 
phical and  statistical  state  and  relations  of 
Prussia.  He  thought  that  this  was  a  sub- 
ject worthy  of  coo  sideration,  and  means  ought 
to  be  taken  to  diSiise  a  similar  knowle^e 
with  respect  to  Great  Britain,  through  the 
means  of  those  schools,  to  the  boys  educated 
in  them.  He  hoped  that  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  should  find  the  grant  of  75,000/. 
insufficient,  that  he  would  recommend  a 
larger  grant.  He  concluded  by  ezixesstng 
his  satisfaction  at  what  had  been  mated  by 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  and  he  thought 
that  after  that  declaration  his  hon.  Friend 
could  not  do  better  than  to  leave  tbe  mat- 
ter in  the  hands  of  the  Government. 

Mr.  Haieet  was  glad  that  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  had  been  brought  forward, 
as  it  had  elicited  the  important  declaration 
of  the  right  boo.  Baronet.  No  grant  which 
the  Government  could  propose  would 
meet  with  more  cordial  satisfaction  from 
that  House,  tbso  an  increased  grant  for  tbe 
purposes  of  education.  In  saying  this,  he 
could  not  but  consider  the  grant  of  75,000/. 
OS  inadequate  for  the  great  purposes  to 
which  it  was  intended  to  be  applied.  The 
education  now  afforded  in  out  public 
schools  was  very  imperfect.  Private 
teachers  were  necessary  in  addtticn  to  the 
school  instruction.     This    incrcaaed  the 
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expenm,  wbieh  were  k>  ^at  ■■  to  put 
it  out  of  th«  power  of  the  middle  cIsbki  to 
kvmil  thenuelre*  of  them.  He  (bought 
nmcthing  like  the  collegiate  lystem  which 
the;  had  lately  eatiUithed  in  Ireland 
might  be  introduced  into  this  countrj  with 
great  advantage.  It  waa  necenary,  also, 
to  inpiove  the  poeition  of  teachen,  and  to 
induce  men  of  talent  and  ability,  bj  hold< 
ing  out  to  them  lufficient  adTantagea,  to 
continue  to  derate  themielve*  to  the  in- 
Btruetioa  of  youth.  With  tbia  view,  he 
would  lugKeit  that  a  fixed  annual  lum 
aiiouM  bellowed,  in  the  shape  of  a  pen- 
■ion,  say  from  SQL  to  lOOL  each,  to  such 
ichoolmaaters  aa  bad  diitint;uiibed  them- 
aelves  by  great  talent  and  long  service  in 
the  inttiuction  of  youth. 
Amendment  negatired. 

School  of  Dbsion.]  On  the  Question 
that  the  Speatcer  do  now  Icbto  the  Chair, 

Mr.  W.  WilliamM  said,  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  would  conaent  to  the  appoint- 
ment of  the  Committee  for  which  he  bad 
givea  notice  of  bis  intention  to  more,  be 
would  not  detain  the  Houie  with  a  ungle 
observation. 

Sir  R.  Petl  believed  his  hon.  Friend 
would  be  able  to  show  that  there  wu  no 
ground  whatever  for  the  allegations  in  the 
petition  upon  which  the  hon.  Member  bad 
founded  bis  case  for  a  Committee.  If  so, 
and  considering  that  it  would  be  most  ob- 
jectionable to  do  any  thing  that  might 
tend  to  encourage  insubordination  in  thi 
Bchool,  he  must  refuse  his  assent  to  the 
Motion. 

Mr.  W,  WiUiams  would  then  proceed 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  he  brousht  fur- 
ward  the  Motion,  He  believed  be  was 
in  a  condition  to  prove  chat  great  mis- 
management existed  in  regard  to  this  in- 
stitution. That  it  had  pruved  a  complete 
failure  for  the  objects  for  which  it  was  in- 
stituted was  proved  by  the  Report  of  the 
Committee  which  had  been  just  presented 
to  the  House.     The  Committee  say— 

"It  is  to  be  regretted  ttiat  mKnufacturers 
ate  not  more  generally  disposed  to  meet  the 
views  of  such  candidalei  for  Iheir  lenice,  ind 
to  nflbrd  ihem  sucli  facilities  and  liberal  en- 
coursgement  as  would  serve  lo  secure,  for  the 
purposes  of  oroaniental  man  a  facte  res,  much 
available  ialeot,  whicli,  in  defaall  of  such 
couragement,  is  ofken  witlidrawn  from  the 
Inrlher  study  of  ornament,  and  directed 
cigsively  to  the  pursuit  of  fine  art." 

But  ibe  Tery  next  paragraph  contnMlicied 
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this,  and  ibowed  that  the  school  had  ei- 
lited  the  higbeit  eapectaiions  amongst 
the  manufacturers,  for  it  stated — 

In  the  course  of  ihe  last  year,  numerous 
applications  have  been  received  for  Ibe  execu- 
tion of  designs  in  varioui  departmenls  of 
ornamental  art,  and  ■varyendcarour  has  been 
made  to  comply  with  these  requests,  as  far  as 
tiie  execution  of  such  comraiiiions  has  been 
consilient  with,  and  could  be  made  to  form  a 
part  of,  the  prescribed  exercises  and  course  of 
■ludy  in  the  school.  Designs  for  different 
purposes  have  thus  been  furnished  lo  manu- 
facturers in  Iiondon,  and  in  several  provincial 
towni,  and  from  lime  lo  lime  maonractnrers 
and  olhen  have  purchased  of  iludeols  various 
designs  which  haie  been  produced  in  the  per> 
formance  of  the  exercises  of  the  school.  lo 
the  number  of  such  commisiions,  and  in  the 
extent  to  which  the  productions  oflhe  students 
are  applied  to  commercial  purposes,  a  cod- 
stant  increase  is  evident ;  and  ihe  numerous 
coramunicalions  which  come  before  ibe  Coun- 
cil at  each  monthly  meeting  of  iha  commitlee 
on  correspondence,  as  well  as  the  frequent 
visit!  and  inquiries  of  persona  connected  with 
ornamenlal  mauufactnrei,  may  be  noliced  in 
proof  of  increasing  relations  between  the  school 
and  tfaoie  commercial  psrtiet  whose  interests 
ihii  institution  -was  eipecially  designed  to 
promote.'' 

The  failure  of  (he  school  waa  attributed 
aa  he  believed,  to  the  txmslilution  of  ita 
managing  body.  The  whole  menagemeot 
was  confided  to  tweoty-four  ^ntlemen, 
who  were  called  the  Council  of  the  School; 
and  when  was  there  an  instance  of  any 
institution  having  a  governing^  body  of 
this  nature,  consisting  of  twenty-four 
peraons,  being  succeurul?  Some  time 
&rter  the  commencement  of  the  school, 
Mr,  Dyce,  a  diitingutshed  artist  and  very 
tsleated  roan,  was  appointed  to  conduct 
it,  and  he  performed  that  duty  with  creat 
ability  and  perfect  satisfaction  lo  all 
parties.  He  was,  however,  removed,  in 
consequence  of  gome  dispute  with  the 
direciori.  A  Mr.  Wilson  was  then  ap- 
pointed director,  a  gentleman  nolike  Mr. 
Dyce,  for  he  was  nptiher  artist  nor  work- 
man. Subsequently,  a  gentleman  moat 
dialinguished  for  bis  talent,  an  associate 
Roysl  Academician,  and  one  of  the  most 
rising  men  of  the  day,  Mr.  Herbert,  wag 
appointed  lo  teach  the  school.  That 
gentleman,  believing  that  the  school  waa 
capable  of  producing  great  naiiooal  ad- 
vantages, undertook  for  a  salury,  which 
could  be  of  no  object  lo  him,  the  duties 
of  master.  The  great  ability  of  Mr. 
Herbert  was  admitted  by  the  Council 
.  themielvea  in  ibeir  Report ;  he  waa,  how- 
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ever,  diimitied.  And  he  DDdcTslood  that 
on  the  occatton  of-tbrnt  geollenian't 
miiMl,  four  only  of  the  iweDly-Foar  o 
bera  of  the  Couocil  were  prewot. 
doubt  there  irere  idbd;  highly  talented 
men  amongtt  the  membereof  ihe  Council 
but  the  great  tnUforlune  wu  (hit  ihey 
seldom  or  never  attended.  One  great 
difficulty  in  carrying  out  the  objecl*  of 
luch  an  inttitution  a*  the  School  of  De- 
aign  wa*  the  getting  together  a  clou  ol 
talented  young  men  advanced  in  the  arta. 
That  difficulty  had,  in  thii  caie,  been  got 
over,  and  a  clau  waa  formed,  conaiiting 
of  thirty-nine  young  men  efficient  a 
artiiti,  that  efficiency  being  proved  by  thi 
fact,  that  five  of  the  priies  given  in  1843 
were  obtained  by  mciober*  of  thi>  claat  ; 
and  laat  year  the  lame  class  carried  away 
thirteen  of  the  highest  out  of  twenty 
priiea.  The  young  men  composing  ihi 
senior  class  wrote  a  letter  to  the  Counci 
complsining  that  the  diiecior  was  nc 
capable  of  affbrdiug  ihem  the  instmctio 
they  required ;  and  the  Council  for  ibis, 
wiihout  any  iuquiry,  ordered  their  expul- 
sion. The  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  said  ihty  should  not  encourage  a 
rebellious  spirit  amongst  the  pupils;  and 
no  doubt  he  llioughl  that  the  ibiriy. 
seven  scholars  who  had  made  these  repre- 
sentations to  the  Council  were  mere  boys, 
or  the  SODS  of  poor  men.  They  were 
neither.  There  were  amongst  them  the 
sons  of  gentlemen  as  respectable  aa  many 
of  those  be  was  now  addressing;  and 
instead  of  being  mere  boys,  they  were  for 
the  most  part  men  between  tweniy-ooe 
and  thirty  yean  of  age,  many  of  whom 
bad  evinced  considerable  talent.  The 
Council  had  since  nffered  to  permit  the 
Teiarn  of  those  young  men  upon  terms 
contaioed  in  a  letter  drawn  up  by  this  very 
Air.  Wilson,  in  language  at  ofiensive  as 
could  well  be  imagined.  They  were  re- 
quired to  make  a  special  applicslion  to 
the  director,  acknowledging  the  impro- 
priety of  their  previous  conduct,  and  ex- 
presamg  their  intention  to  conform  them- 
selves in  every  respect,  for  the  future,  to 
all  the  regulaiions  of  the  school,  as  laid 
down  by  ibe  directors.  Ttiis  might  be  a 
proper  way  to  treat  boys  of  fourteen  or 
fifteen  years  of  age ;  but  it  was  not  the  way 
to  treat  men  who  had  left  the  school  not 
from  any  rebellious  ipirit,  but  because 
they  found  they  were  wasting  their  time 
there  for  want  of  sufficient  means  of  in- 
•tiuctioa.    Tfaeie  popili  bad  offered  lo 
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Herbert,  their  former  master,  the 
salary  he  had  been  allowed  at  the 
school,  namely,  100/.  a  year,  if  be  would 
undertake  their  instruction,  devoiiag  only 
one>half  of  the  time  to  that  duty  wbirfa 
he  had  been  required  to  give  at  the  school; 
but  ihat  gentleman  refused,  for  he  could 
make  Gve  times  as  much  by  applying  the 
same  time  to  his  profession.  In  conse- 
quence of  the  young  men  who  gained  tbe 
prizes  iait  year  being  expelled,  there  was 
DOW  nobody  in  the  school  to  compete  for 
■  hem.  And  here  he  must  say  that  the 
Council  had  acted  with  less  fairness  than 
he  expected,  in  declining  to  mention  in 
iheir  Report  the  names  of  those  students 
who  gained  prizes  last  year,  and  were 
afterwards  expelled.  He  was  iDformed 
that  the  eihiliition  this  year  exhibited  a 
miierable  lack  of  talrnt,  and  tbe  pnies 
were  chiefly  obtained  by  peraooi  who 
could  not  be  said  to  belong  to  the  school 
— certainly  by  persons  who  bad  not  been 
educated  thirein.  One  person,  who  bad 
gained  two  prizes,  had  been  seven  yean  a 
designer  in  some  of  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts of  Scotland,  and  had  obiained  a 
respectdble  living  there  by  bis  talents  as  a 
designer.  Another  person,  who  had  gained 
three  prises,  had  only  been  three  months  at 
the  school,  havingbeen  educated  elsewhere. 
Two  or  three  other  old  designers  had  ob- 
tained  prizes.  Let  the  House  look  at  the 
falling-off  in  the  number  of  pupils  Ihia 
year,  as  compared  with  the  last.  In  April, 
1844,  the  number  of  pupils  itiending  the 
evening  classes  was  196;  in  July  it  was 
189,  showing  a  falling-off  of  seven.  This 
year,  tbe  number  in  April  was  18S,  and 
in  July,  as  he  was  told,  it  was  only  III, 
being  a  fallingoffofseveniy-five.  This  was 
to  b<i  attributed  to  the  proceedings  of  rhe 
Council  in  expelling  thirty-seven  of  the 
moat  advanced  and  most  able  young  men 
in  the  school.  What  was  the  present  state 
of  the  school?  Mr.  Pugio,  one  of  the 
niost  able  men  in  ihiii  or  any  other  coun- 
try, staled  that  there  were  but  two  Eng- 
lishmen of  any  talent  in  his  service  as 
decoralore  in  the  Gothic  deparlmeui,  and 
theie  were  two  of  the  pupils  who  had 
been  expelled  from  the  School  of  Design. 
In  a  lelier  which  Mr.  Pugin  bad  made 
public,  be  gave  it  as  his  opinion  that 
there  was  no  hope  of  seeing  any  real  good 
:S'ecied  by  the  School  of  Design,  as  at 
it  present  managed  ;  though  under  a  dif- 
ferent system  it  might  have  been  made 
the  meani  of  aeating  a  school  of  nalioDat 


Iifi3  School  ^  Design.  {JdltSS} 

trtiilf.  Should  fail  Motion  Tor  a  Com- 
■Drttee  be  not  frranted,  he  would  enlreat, 
for  ihe  nice  of  the  public  good,  that,  at 
kII  eTenti,  the  right  hoD.  Genilcman  nould 
ili>niiM  the  Council,  and,  inilead  or  hai- 
ing  twenty-rouT  menibeta,  aiiemble  a 
■roaller  body  who  would  attend.  He  at- 
tached great  importance  to  the  aubjeci. 
Owing  ao  much  at  be  did  to  manurac- 
inrea,  h«  felt  the  freatest  potsible  interest 
in  their  advancemeDt  in  every  way.  The 
boo.  QeDlleman  concluded  by  moving 
that— 
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"A  Select  Comniiilee  be  appointed,  to  io- 
qnire  into  the  ailegaliom  contained  io  the 
Peiition  of  the  Senior  Siudentt  of  (he  School 
of  Detign  in  Somenet  House,  and  into  the 
general  tnanageinenl  and  preteni  date  of  that 
School." 

Sir  O.  Clerk  wai  unable,  upon  the 
part  of  the  Government,  to  comply  with 
the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Member,  as 
be  thought  that  nothing  could  be  more 
calculated  to  deitroy  the  prospect  of  pub- 
lic beneRl  arising  from  ihe  School  of  De- 
■tga,  than  for  the  House  to  accede  to  the 
prayer  of  a  small  number  of  iludents  for 
a  Committee  of  Inquiry  into  their  alle- 
gationi.  The  hon.  Member's  complaints 
seemed  tn  resolve  themielvet  into  two 
cisises,  the  one  founded  upon  e;rosi  par- 
tiality alleged  to  have  been  showo  to  Mr. 
Wilson,  the  other  on  gross  injustice  al- 
leged to  have  been  perpetrated  towards 
Mr.  Herbert.  Mr.  Wilton  was  chosen 
by  Ihe  dirccton  to  succeed  to  Mr.  Dyce, 
upon  that  gentleman's  nilbdrawal  from 
the  eitabliihment.  He  was  an  artist  of 
very  high  talent,  and  one  for  whote  works 
etmiiderable  prices  had  been  given  by  the 
best  judges.  Betides  bit  qualiBcaiiont 
as  an  artist,  Mr.  Wilson  wui  a  man  of 
6ne  taste  and  eitentive  knowledge  of  the 
history  of  the  fine  arti.  No>v,  the  duties 
of  director  of  the  School  of  Design  were 
different  from  ihote  of  a  mere  teacher  of 
painting.  He  did  not  with  to  say  a  word 
indtiparsgement  of  Mr.  Herbert;  but  he 
was  employpd  in  the  srhool  merely  tg 
teach  drawing  from  the  figure — not  a  pri- 
narv  or  principd  object  of  the  S<-hool  of 
Design,  but  one  of  an  entirely  subsidiary 
nature.  Mr.  Herbeit  wss  Dot  a  teacher 
of  ornamental  design;  but  uofortunately, 
because  the  pursuit  of  drawing  from  the 
figure  was  one  more  likely  to  be  attractive 
lo  yaung  men  of  anistic  talent,  than  the 
Bcchanical  wotk  uf  designing  pttterns. 
ihere  was  a  teodency  on  the  part  of  many 
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the  yoong  persons  frequenting  the 
School  of  Detign,  to  go  there  with  the 
view  rather  of  studying  in  order  to  be- 
come artists,  than  mere  designers  of  pat* 
terns   for    msnufactum.     To    this   fact, 

light  be  traced  the  late  unfortunate  dis- 
turbances in  the  school.  By  far  the  la^r 
numbers  of  the  alleged  "senior  students" 
were  under  nineleeD  years  of  age ;  four  of 
them  were  only  GFleen,  another  four  were 
only  sixteen,  and  only  five  or  six  were 
above  the  age  of  twenty.  An  unfortunate 
difference,  in  which  the  petitioners  had 
taken  part,  had  arisen  betvreen  Mr.  Her- 
bert and  Mr.  Wilson,  the  former  having 
applied  disparaging  epithets  to  the  latter, 
for  which  there  could  he  no  juitificaiioo. 
According  to  the  rules  of  the  school,  no- 
tices had  been  affixed  to  the  doors  of  the 
class  rooms,  stating  that  certain  students 
had  incurred  punishments  for  inatiention. 
One  of  them  had  been  attached  to  the 
door  of  Mr.  Herbert's  clais  room,  and  he 
and  his  pupils  took  up  the  matter  aa  t 
personal  insult.  An  unseemly  altercation 
took  place  ia  the  class  room,  Mr.  Herbert 
appealing  to  the  atodenti  against  the 
character  of  Mr.  Wilton.  It  was  then 
found  necesiary,  in  order  to  preserve  dis- 
cipline, to  suspend  the  class.  Let  then 
examine  some  of  the  statements  of  the 
students  implicated;  and  then  let  them 
say  whether  such  representations,  coming 
from  boys,  many  of  them  under  fifteen 
years  of  age,  to  the  effect  that  Mr,  Wil- 
son was  incapable  of  giving  them  instruc- 
tion, could  be  for  a  moment  entertained 
by  the  House.  The  grievances  of  the 
students  bad  been  put  into  a  printed 
shape,  under  Ihe  title  of  their  "  deposi- 
tions." Now,  among  the  students,  thero 
was  oae  person,  twenty-nine  years  of  8f;e, 
named  Heam  ;  and  in  order  lo  show  the 
animus  bv  which  these  lads  were  inspired, 
he  would  direct  attention  to  some  of  hit 
statements.  Thi^  gentleman  then  staled, 
that  Mr.  Wilton  took  him  into  his  privxie 
room  to  show  him  some  of  his  (Mr,  Wil- 
son's)  original  drawings;  and  that  on 
being  left  to  copy  one  of  these,  he  dis- 
covered in  a  corner  of  the  canvass  the 
name  of  an  Italian  arti«t.  The  inference 
was  obvious.     Noiv,  ihe   f<ict  was    thi«, 

Mr.  Wilson  had  given  this  young  man  to 
copy  some  characteristic  drawings  of  his 
own  early  Italian  architecture,  upon  which 
he  had  ivritten  in  ihe  corner  the  name  of 
the  place  at  which  the  several  drawings 
were  made,  and  which  ibis  learned  critic 
2P 
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niiiook— Dever  having  heard  of  the  town 
or  Otvteto— for  ihe  name  of  some  great 
unknown  and  ud  appreciated  Italian  ar- 
tiit.  After  thia  ipecimen  of  ibe  (alenit 
and  acquirenienl*  of  ihe  leader  of  the 
diiaaiiified  itudenti,  be  put  it  to  the 
Houia  nhether,  on  the  ground  of  inch 
complainli,  the  bon.  Membfr  had  made 
out  bis  case  for  inquiry?  However, 
if  the  bon.  Member  was  right  ia  hit 
atalement  that  the  School  of  Design 
wai  making  no  progren,  that  would 
be  an  important  point  in  hi>  favour. 
He  hoped  that  he  would  go  to  the  exhi- 
bition now  open  at  Somerset-houte,  and 
perhaps  he  would  there  see  what  would 
make  him  change  hi*  opinion.  That  ex* 
bibition  was  one  of  the  best  which  had  yet 
been  opened  to  tbe  public,  and  it  had 
been  got  up  without  any  particular  osten- 
tation or  iiraining  after  effect.  But  the 
beat  proof  of  (he  excelleuL-e  of  the  patterns 
Gooaisted  in  the  fact  that  no  tooner  were 
they  exhibited  ihsn  the  greater  number 
were  pnrcbaied  at  high  pricea  by  eminent 
manufacturers.  There  waa  a  test  of  the 
progresi  which  the  school  had  made.  He 
believed,  too,  that  applicatioas  had  been 
made  by  varioui  manufacturers  to  the 
Council  to  recommend  them  to  young  men 
■s  deaignera  in  various  branches  of  indus- 
trial production.  Many  persona,  too,  who 
had  formerly  received  their  patterns  from 
France,  found  it  unnecessary  now  to  do 
so,  as  they  were  enabled  to  get  patterns 
here  drawn  with  just  as  much  skill  and 
taste  as  any  received  from  abroad.  An- 
other proof  of  the  success  of  the  school 
would  be  found  in  the  progressive  increase 
of  the  students.  Considering,  indeed,  the 
•bonnets  of  ibe  time  during  which  the 
acbool  had  been  founded,  itwasturpriting 
bow  BO  much  had  been  effected  by  it;  and 
althoDgh  thete  studenti  had  complained 
of  Mr.  Wilson  not  being  able  to  impart 
instruciioo  to  them,  yet  that  gentleman 
had  received  the  most  Battering  teslitno- 
'  nialt  from  those  who  were  really  the  senior 
atndeota  of  the  school,  thanking  him  for 
tbe  instruction  and  information  which  he 
had  communicated  to  them,  both  as  re- 
garded the  history  and  the  sivie  of  art  in 
all  ages  and  all  counlriei.  Under  thete 
circurat lancet,  looking  to  tlie  progrcit 
which  the  school  had  made,  to  the  satis- 
factory nature  of  the  present  eshibliion, 
knowing  that  the  situation  of  Mr.  Herbert 
had  been  filled  up  by  tn  arlisi  of  quite  at 
great  reputation ;    kuowing  all  this,  and 


being  of  opinion  that  tbt  recent  attuk  vm 
Mr.  Wilton  had  been  dictated  hj  n.  bad 
heart,  he  trusted  that  he  had  said  enosgh 
to  thow  the  Hooie  tbe  propriety  of  re- 
fusiog  the  Committee  moved  for  bj  th« 
bon.  Member. 

Mr.  Ewart  ihoogbt  tbe  time  of  tbw 
Huuae  ought  not  to  be  taken  np  by  mere 
personal  drtputei;  but  on  that  portion  of 
the  question  which  wat  out  peraonal  % 
Member  waa  justified  in  making  a  few 
remarks.  What  waa  the  aspect  of  the  caa« 
before  them  ?  Did  the  bon.  Baronet  deny 
that  the  school  waa  disorganlied  ?  lliirty- 
seven  of  the  senior  pupils  had  seceded; 
he  called  the  achool  ditorganixed,  for  it 
wat  ihua  torn  and  rent  atundcr.  Mr. 
Herbert,  the  matter,  had  left;  the  oom- 
plaints  were  general ;  the  manufacturers 
complained  that  they  cnuld  not  get  good 
designs  ;  Mr.  Pugin,  one  of  the  most  eiai- 
nent  judges  of  art  in  the  country,  declared 
the  state  nf  the  achool  to  be  highly 
unsaiitfaciory,  and  said  he  wat  obliged  to 
seek  oat  aiiista  to  work  bis  otnamenit  o« 
tbe  Continent.  Had  ihay  not  a  right  tbeo 
to  ask  for  inquiry  ?  For  what  parpoeewaa 
the  school  originally  established  I  It  waa 
eitabliihed  by  Lord  Sydenham,  in  conte* 
qucnce  of  the  Report  of  a  Commillee  of 
which  the  bon.  Member  for  Lambeth  (Mr. 
Hawes)  and  other  hon.  Gentlemen  wera 
Memben.  He  wat  asked  by  Lord  Sydan* 
ham  to  be  a  member  of  the  Cooocil,  but, 
disapproving  of  the  constitution  of  tba 
school,  he  refused ;  tbe  school,  he  believed, 
would  have  gone  on  well  had  it  becD 
properly  conducted,  and  he  believed  it 
would  hereafter  produce  excellent  effeol a. 
But  tba  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  O.  Clerk) 
aeemed  to  consider  that  tbe  object  of  lh« 
school  waa  to  make  woikmen,  not  artiata. 
That  waa  the  fatal  error ;  in  that  cooaitted 
the  error  of  the  whole  system.  A  school 
of  design  ooght  to  rest  upon  two  thinga— 
the  study  of  tbe  human  figure,  and  oopj- 
iog  from  nature,  Thii  wat  tbe  course  of 
itudy  puriueU  by  the  most  emioent  artists, 
like  Rafiaelle,  or  ihote  who  had  wrought 
practically  in  the  an  of  omameni,  like 
Beovenuto  Cellini.  The  great  school  of 
Napoleon  at  Lyona  was  based  on  the 
study  of  the  figure;  and  the  acbool  at 
Somen et-house  would  atl^io  greater  eni- 
neoce,  if  the  same  course  of  stady  wert 
adopted.  Id  Paris,  in  the  EeoU  Aayoit 
dt  Duuui  and  the  EcoU  Commmfok, 
study  from  nainre  and  life  was  rigidly 
enforced.    In  the  ichool  at  HnadWMer 
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the  itady  of  the  flgnre  waa  iatroduced 
under  Mr.  Bell;  a  dispute  aroia  with 
Lord  Sydenham  on  the  anhject ;  the  ilud j 
waa  ducoDtinued,  and  to  that  might  b« 
attiibuted  the  decline  of  the  ichool.  Ai 
to  the  conatitutioD  of  the  tchool  at  Somrr- 
Hl-houae,  he  agreed  with  the  hon.  Member 
for  Coventry  that  it  waa  doubtful  wbetber 
ita  government  ihould  be  inlruated  to  a 
board.  He  had  no  faith  in  the  divided 
government  that  ex  tiled  under  boardi, 
and  he  believed  ihe  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Home  Secretary  would  incline  lo  the  lame 
opinion.  He  would  rather  lee  aome  one 
perton  reaponiible  to  that  Houie.  In  a 
council  of  many  membert  there  would  be 
sore  to  be  partiea,  or,  the  greater  number 
absenting  themanlvei  from  idteoeai,  the 
real  authority  fell  into  the  hands  of  five  or 
aix.  He  had  no  wish  to  uie  aucb  a  word 
as  "job:"  but  in  this  case  ihinga had  a 
tendency  ID  become  inch  in  the  banda  of 
a  junta.  He  thought  there  ought  to  be 
an  inquiry,  and  if  the  bnn.  Member  di- 
vided, he  should  lappori  him. 

Mr.  IVaklag  bad  hoped  that  one  of  the 
Council  would  have  nffered  bia  opinion  lo 
the  House,  and  was  surprised  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeih  had  not  dona  so. 
No  answer  had  been  given  to  the  state- 
ment of  the  bou.  Member  for  Coventry ; 
the  bon.  Baronet  (Sir  G.  Clerk)  had  un. 
dettalcen  (he  task,  but  the  hon.  Baronet 
must  feel  he  had  not  discharged  it  to  hii 
own  latisfaction.  He  could  scarcely  have 
weighed  the  case  duly  when  he  told  the 
House  it  waa  a  trumpery  one.  The  public 
money  was  asked  for  to  be  expended  on  Ihe 
school,  and  it  was  alleged  lo  be  in  a  slate 
of  disorganisation  ;  he  waa  also  informed, 
by  peraons  fully  competent  lo  Judge,  that 
it  was  conferring  little  or  no  benefit  on  ihe 
oommuniiy.  Was  this  aiate  of  ihingi  to 
last  T  The  Committee  was  asked  for  at  a 
late  period  of  the  Session,  and  it  was  aU 
most  impossible  ihen  to  go  into  an  in- 
()ui(y;  but,  would  the  Gaverament  grant 
a  Commitlee  at  ihe  commencement  of  the 
next  Session  ?  Were  the  allegations  made 
by  the  students  to  be  passed  over  unre- 
garded? Where  was  their  imubordination, 
or  allegations  of  miscoodtict  on  tbeirpart  ? 
Was  any  charge  ever  made  against  ihem 
till  they  complained  to  the  Council  ?  For 
,  making  that  complaint  they  were  expelled 
the  establigbment,  and  all  their  expecta- 
tions and  proipecta  blasted.  Was  the 
insliiulion  made  for  the  masters  or  the 
•tudenls  t  The  Report  made  by  the  Coun- 
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cil  lo  the  House  of  Commona  passed  over 
the  differences  in  silence ;  only  the  slightest 
reference  was  made  lo  them  in  a  portion 
of  one  paragraph.  There  was  not  a  word 
about  the  diamisaion  of  Mr.  Herbert ;  the 
Report  was  an  attempt  to  deceive  and 
practise  a  delusion  on  the  House.  The 
facts  moat  material  to  the  utility  of  the 
eslabliihment  were  entirely  concealed. 
Mr.  Herbert's  dismissal  waa  an  insult  to 
that  gentleman,  and  an  injustice  to  the 
aludeuls;  a  gentleman  of  higher  attain- 
ments and  capability  could  not  be  found 
in  the  country— he  was  universally  re- 
spected in  the  school,  and  waa  dismissed 
on  account  of  a  difference  with  the  direc- 
tor. He  thought  there  ought  to  be  a  fair 
inquiry.  He  understood,  out  of  the  twenty- 
four  membera  of  the  Council,  only  four 
were  present  when  Mr.  Herbert  was  dis- 
missed ;  and,  besides  this,  he  had  heard 
that  when  a  reconciliation  was  talked  of 
belween  Mr.  Herbert  and  the  director,  one 
of  the  four  said,  ihey  must  put  a  atop  to 
this  I  The  atudents  merely  complained  of 
Mr.  Wilaoo'a  incompetency,  and  he 
thought  they  would  not  have  risked  such 
a  complaint  without  cause.  The  Council 
never  inquired  into  the  justice  of  their 
complaint,  but  dismissed  them  at  once: 
waa  it  to  go  forth  to  all  the  schools  in  the 
couulry,  that  the  students  must  not  com- 
plain of  their  masters,  under  pain  of  dis. 
missal?  The  constitutioo  of  the  school  was 
generally  defective.  It  was  governed  by 
a  sort  of  piebald  board  ;  and  with  snch  a 
board  it  was  perfectly  impossible  that  the 
school  would  ever  be  well  governed,  nei- 
ther would  it  ever  be  well  conducted,  white 
the  favoured  director  was  continued  in  an 
office  to  which  he  was  incompetent.  His 
incompetency  laid  the  foundation  of  the 
insubordination  of  the  pupils,  and  the  in- 
fluence of  intellect,  as  a  controlling  power, 
was  necessarily  lost,  or  at  least  weakened. 
Mr.  Hawtt  said,  the  bon.  Member  for 
Coventry  had  received  most  incorrect  in* 
formation  on  this  subject.  He  had  alao 
made  use  of  language  at  regarded  the 
Council  of  which  they  had  a  just  right  to 
complain.  The  conduct  of  the  Council 
by  no  means  laid  them  open  to  the  charge 
of  jobbing,  or  of  being  a  clique,  or  of 
having  "cooked  up"  their  Report.  The 
Couocd  laid  their  Report  upon  the  Table 
of  the  H  ouse,  but  they  had  not  dared  even 
lo  allude  to  the  fact  that  they  had  dis- 
missed Mr.  Herbert,  nor  would  the  House 
have  been  awata  of  the  fact  bad  it  cot 
2P2 
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of  jobben,  he  (Mr.  Hawei)  would  Dot  cOD- 
wnt  to  in  inquiry  on  auth  temiB, 

Mr.  fVyte  coDid  aUo  bear  teitimonj  to 
ihe  fainMi  and  fainiCH  of  the  inqoirj  in. 
■titnted  by  the  Council  ioto  what  he  mmt 
Heiignate  as  this  unfartuDftte  quarrel.  Ha 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose  the  Mih 
tion  as  it  then  stood. 

Mr.  Hume  would  adviae  hii  boo.  Friend 
not  to  preii  his  Molion.  The  fact  of  (he 
diamiisal  of  a  man  of  so  much  talent  as  Mr. 
Herbert,  indicatedlhat  there  wassoroething 
wrong  in  the  present  lystem.  There  must 
be  in  the  Report,  he  thought,  a  aupprea- 
sion  of  some  important  facts,  aad  he  inist- 
ed  that  Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
consent  to  lay  additional  informatioD  on 
the  Table,  in  order  to  enable  the  Hoase 
to  form  a  correct  judgment. 

Amendment  negatived. 


been  for  the  Motion  of  his  hoo.  Friend. 
He  said  it  was  not  dealing  fairly  with  the 
House.  He  trusted  that  the  right  bon. 
Baronet  would  lake  the  whole  case  into 
his  serious  ettentioo  before  the  next  Ses- 
sion; because,  in  regard  to  the  fine  arts 
and  the  position  of  the  working  classes  in 
respect  of  them,  there  could  be  no  more 
important  question.  He  understood  that 
from  Manchester  alone  opwsrdsof  20,0001. 
was  sent  abroad  for  designs.  It  was  true 
that  the  Report  did  not  allude  to  the  dis- 
missal of  Mr.  Herbert,  and  be  thought  the 
Council  would  not  hare  well  discharged 
their  duty  to  the  public,  had  they  filled  it 
with  a  detailed  account  of  the  unfortunate 
squabbling  which  had  broken  out  in  the 
scliool.  The  Council  deeply  regretted  the 
fact;  but  Mr.  Wilson  and  Mr.  Herbert 
could  not  agree — the  Council  failed  in 
effecting  a  reconciliation  between  them  ; 
and  as  both  gentlemen  could  not  remain 
in  the  school,  ihe  Council,  after  deep  and 
very  anxious  consideration,  determined 
that  it  would  be  for  the  interests  of  the 
school  that  Mr.  Wilson  shoald  remsio 
director;  consequently  Mr.  Herbert  was 
compelled  to  retire.  Mr.  Wilson  was  well 
known  to  be  an  eminent  artist.  He  hsd 
been  sent  abroad  to  report  on  works 
of  ancient  art;  he  made  his  Report, 
which  was  laid  on  the  Table  of  that  House, 
and  it  was  one  which  had  nerer  been  sur- 
passed. The  hon.  Member  passed  a  high 
eulogium  on  the  talents  and  fitness  of  Mr. 
Wilson  for  his  situation  as  director,  and 
ohiierved  that  that  gentletnaa  had  fur- 
nished a  Ueport  on  ancient  art  which  was 
confessedly  the  best  that  had  been  made, 
and  which  had  been  considered  sufficiently 
ROod  to  be  printed  by  order  of  that  House. 
The  hoD.  Member  for  Coventry  said  the 
achool  hsd  declined;  but  the  amount 
of  fees  received  in  each  year  showed  that 
it  had  gone  on  progressively.  In  I; 
the  fees  received  amounted  to  1S3^. 
1839,tol67^;  in  1840,  to  103/.;  in  1841, 
to  133^. ;  in  1842,  to  164^.  iu  1843,to338/. 
and  in  1844,  to  3-261.  The  increase  in  ih 
number  of  students  was,  of  course,  in  the 
same  proportion.  The  manufacturer*  re- 
garded this  school  wiih  so  much  interest, 
that  they  applied  for  and  received  several  of 
the  studenli  as  apprentices  to  ornamental 
work.  There  was  not  one  of  Ihe  directors 
that  would  not  be  glad  to  see  any  altera- 
liou  made  that  could  promote  the  interest 
of  the  school;  but  when  inquiry  was 
■ought  on  the  ground  that  they  were  a  set 


Polick({ksland).]  Vacant  CltmenU 
moved — 

"The  consideration  of  the  petitions  of  John 
Connif,  E.  Kirwsn,  Robert  Clegg,  and  Joseph 
Bojfd,  formerly  in  the  Irish  police  ;  and  fur- 
ther, to  recomineiid  some  cbso^  being  made 
in  the  regulations  of  that  body." 
The  noble  Lord  complained  of  the  system 
of  quartering  whole  families  on  the  pub- 
lic, by  putting  them  into  the  police  force, 
and  also  of  Ihe  mode  in  which  ihe  pen- 
sions and  superannuation  fund  were  man- 
aged. The  stipendisry  magistrates  re- 
ceived the  largest  sums  as  superannuation 
allowances  in  proportion  to  what  they 
paid  to  the  latter  fund,  whilat  the  pri- 
vates who  paid  moat,  received  the  least. 
He  thought  it  waa  altogether  improper 
to  mix  up  the  magistracy  and  the  po- 
lice, and  he  could  not  understand  the 
principle  on  which  the  superannuation 
allowances  to  the  magistrates  were  regu- 
lated. The  Oovernment  had  been  much 
abused  for  the  appointment  of  Major 
Priestly  as  Depoiv  Inspector  of  Police; 
but  be  (Lord  Clements)  was  happy  to 
compliment  them  on  that  atep,  which  h« 
believed  to  be  a  wise  one. 

Sir  T.  Frematttle  said,  the  charge  was 
not  of  such  a  serious  nature  ss  to  need  a 
minnle  defence,  and  therefore,  he  should 
not  enter  on  the  question  at  any  length. 
He  reminded  the  noble  Lord  that  it  was 
the  practice  of  the  army  Tor  superior  offi-- 
cers  to  try  inferior,  and  it  wss  sanctioned 
in  the  police  by  Act  of  Parliament.  It 
was  creditable  lo  the  management  of 
Colonel  M'Gregofi  thM  the  noble  Lord 
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eonid  bring  no  nrongec  chargei  agaiDst 
the  police  ihan  ihoie  he  had  made  on 
this  occaiion.  He  (Sir  T.  Fremantle)  re- 
gretted the  diimiaial  of  some  uf  theae 
penODi,  because  he  koew  that  three  oF 
them  were  men  of  good  character;  but 
with  reaped  to  Boyd'a  caae,  that  individ- 
nal  had  Mated,  that  he  had  applied  to 
Lord  Clemeoti,  became  be  uaderalood 
that  he  could  procure  him  a  peniioD. 
Boyd,  however,  had  had  the  rntl  graiuiiy 
allowed  by  law  previoualy,  and  so  like- 
wise bad  the  olhen  in  quettton.  The 
noble  Lord  bad  complaioed,  that  the  sona 
of  officer*  were  appointed  to  tiiuatiom  ia 
the  constabulary;  hot  he  (Sir  T.  Freman- 
lle)  thought  that  wai  a  fact  for  which  the 
Govern  meal  should  be  praised  rather  than 
blamed,  at  they  thos  rewarded  old  and 
deserving  men,  who  had  terved  their 
country.  M>itb  reipecl  to  the  non-receipt 
of  rewards  for  the  apprebeniionf  of  offen- 
ders, it  arose  from  the  great  difficulty  in 
determining  the  right  claimant.  The 
noble  Lord  had  referred  to  the  evidence 
of  Colonel  M'Gregor;  hnt  he  was  bound 
to  say,  that  Colonel  M'Gcegor  had  the 
confidence  of  his  superiors,  and  that  he 
eminently  deserved  it.  In  regard  to  the 
military  character  of  the  police  in  Ireland, 
be  ahonid  be  very  glad  that  ihey  could 
go  about  without  arms;  but  the  stale  of 
the  conntry  rendered  it  impotiible.  Un- 
der these  circumstances  he  could  not  agree 
to  the  Motion. 

Mr.  Sheil  wished  to  ask  a  question  re- 
■peciing  the  distribution  of  the  patronage 
over  this  force.  Under  the  late  Govern* 
ment,  Colonel  M'Gregor  had  appointed, 
be  believed,  two  in  three  of  the  vacancies 
in  the  chief  constablei. 

Sir  T.  Fremantle :  No,  one  in  three. 

Mr.  SAetl  wished  to  ask  what  waa  the 
course  now  pursued,  and  whrlher  the 
recommendation  of  Colonel  M'Gregor  was 
not  considered  almost  conclusive  ? 

Sir  T.  Framantle  said,  that  no  change 
had  been  made  by  the  present  Govern- 
ment with  reference  to  those  appoint- 
ments. All  the  inferior  posts  were  placed 
at  Colonel  M'Gregor's  disposal,  and  of 
the  superior  officers  two  out  of  three  be- 
longed to  the  Lord  Ueuienant,  and  a 
great  many  were  given  to  the  sons  of 
officera.  The  third  belonged  to  Colonel 
H'Oregor,  to  promote  such  officera  as  he 
considered  entitled  to  ptamotion. 

Motion  negatived. 

House  in  Committee> 
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CoMHiTTSE  OF  Suppt.Y.J  The  first 
Question  was,  that  the  sum  of  3,410^,  be 
granted  to  defray  the  charges  of  the  Ciril 
Establishment  of  the  Bahama  Islands. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  wished  to  make  some 
observations  on  this  Vole.  The  popula- 
tion of  the  Bahamas  was  35,000,  and  the 
local  revenue  was  21,9431.  He  thought, 
■bat  with  such  a  revenue  they  ought  not 
to  come  to  this  country  for  any  more. 
The  great  principle  of  these  Coloniea 
ought  to  he  that  they  should  cut  their 
coat  according  to  their  cloth.  He  found 
in  these  Votes  5,670/.  for  Judicial  officers. 
Then  there  was  an  income  of  3,227L  for 
clergymen.  Could  these  Colonies  provide 
nothing  for  clergymen?  He  did  not 
mean  to  divide  the  House;  but  ha  hoped 
that  next  Session  these  Estimates  would 
be  brought  forward  at  a  better  time,  and 
that  those  who  objected  to  these  charges 
on  this  country  would  take  the  opportu. 
oity  of  recording  their  sentiments  on  the 
subject. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question  that  a  sum  or4,049J. 
be  granted  for  tbe  Civil  Establishment  of 
the  Bermudas, 

Mr,  C.  Bailer  said,  that  this  was  on  a 
different  fooling,  as  the  Bermudas  were  a 
penal  settlement,  but  considering  that  the 
population  was  only  10,000,  and  Ihe 
revenue  15,000/.,  and  that  this  year  there 
was  a  surplus  of  1,907/.,  they  ought  not 
to  come  and  ask  of  thia  county  a  sum  of 
4,049/. 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  said,  that  Ihe  Ber- 
mudas were  a  great  military  aiation,  in 
conaequeoce  of  their  being  a  penal  set- 
tlement, and  that  increased  Ihe  charge. 
This  relief  had  always  been  given  to  the 
Colony,  for  ihoogh  in  some  yeara  there 
was  a  aurplua,  in  others  there  was  a  de- 
ficiency. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

OntheQuestioD  thattheaum  of  3,070/. 
he  granted,  to  defray  the  charges  of  the 
Civil  Establishment  at  Prince  Edward'a 
Island, 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  that  this  waa  about 
the  worst  case  he  knew.  The  population 
of  this  Colony  was  nearly  50,000  ;  the 
revenue  waa  10,500/. ;  the  iiland  pos- 
seised  a  very  rich  aoil,  and  an  admir- 
able climate,  and  yet  we  were  charged 
with  Ibis  additional  Estimate.  He  did 
not  object  to  the  payment  by  tliis  country 
of  the  salary  of  the  Lieutenant  Governor, 
for  he  thought  the  most  prudent  course 
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would  be  lo  defray  from  the  public  fundi 
of  this  countr;  the  laUriei  o(  ColoniHl 
Goveroon  aad  of  theii'  Kcretiriea.  But 
he  could  not  cooceive  why  the  Colouj 
•hould  uot  pay  ibe  salariei  of  iti  cbief 
JQBlice,  Btiorney  general,  and  other  offi- 
cer!. He  would  not  now  divide  ibe  Houk 
on  tbii  Vote  ;  but  he  wiibed  to  stale,  that 
it  was  bis  inteniion,  doriag  the  next  Sei- 
aion  or  Parliament,  lo  do  more  ihan  merely 
call  tbe  attention  of  the  House  to  ibeae 
subjects. 

Vole  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question- that  tbe  sum  of  12,000/. 
be  granted  In  defray  tbe  charge  tor  tbe 
Civil  Esiahllsbment  at  St.  Helena,  and  for 
pensions  and  allowances  to  Officers  of  the 
East  India  Company's  late  establishment 
in  Ibat  Island, 

Mr.  WiUianu  said,  be  thought  this  Vote 
eices8i>e  in  amount.  There  were  in  St. 
Helena  forty  officers  paid  by  tbe  people  of 
this  country,  to  govern  m  population  of 
4,800  persons;  and  the  colleclion  of  a 
revenue  of  15,0001.  in  (hat  island  cost 
2,593^,  or  about  17^  percent.  During 
the  war  this  island  was  of  great  impor- 
tance 10  the  East  India  Company,  and  be 
thought  that  Compaoy  ought  to  pay  the 
salaries  and  allowances  of  their  retired 
officers. 

Vote  agreed  lo. 

On  the  Question  that  7,2191.  be  granted 
to  defray  the  Kxpenies  of  the  Settlement 
nf  Western  Australia, 

Mr.  C.  Butler  said,  the  population  of 
this  Colony  consisted  of  3,476  persons, 
and  these  unhappy  people  were  taxed,  for 
local  purposes,  to  the  amount  of  9,070/, 
or  nesriy  3/.  a  head.  He  wished  lo  know 
how  that  roonev  was  spent? 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  said,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  had  given  notice  of 
the  question,  he  would  have  been  prepared 
to  answer  it.  There  were  numerous 
charges  for  colonial  chaplains,  colonial 
surgeons,  and  other  purposes  which  were 
not  included  in  the  present  estimate. 

Tbe  Chancellor  of  the  Exckeipter  said, 
a  considerable  sum  had  been  expended  ir 
this  Colony  in  the  erection  of  public  build- 
ings. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question  that  a  sun  of  3,1711. 
be  granted  to  defray  the  Expenses  incurred 
at  South  Australia, 

Mr.  Hindley  said,  the  Government  bad 
made  an  agreement  wiih  purchasers  of 
land  in  Ihia  Colony,  by  whicb  the  money 
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paid  for  land  was  to  be  applied  to  tba 
promotion  of  emigration.  A  very  esira- 
vagant  outlay  had  been  made  by  one  of 
the  Governors  on  public  bnildings;  the 
Isle  Government  had  refused  to  booour 
his  bills;  and  a  sum  of  66,000/.  bad  beea 
appropriated  from  the  funds  acquired  by 
the  sale  of  land  to  defray  this  outlay,  in- 
stead of  its  being  applied  to  the  eztenaioa 
of  emigration.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Government  intended  lo  applj 
theinm  which  had  thus  been  taken  from 
the  fund  to  purposes  of  emigration  I 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  said,  the  agreement 
was  that  tbe  fund  derived  from  the  sale  of 
land  should  be  Itabte,  in  the  6r«t  inatance, 
to  meet  any  expenses  necessary  for  tbe 
purposes  of  ihe  Governnenl ;  and  that,  if 
it  was  nnt  so  required,  it  should  be  applied 
to  promote  emigralian.  It  was,  undoubt* 
ediy,  tbe  intention  of  the  Government  to 
apply  as  large  a  prnportion  as  poesible  of 
the  money  received  for  tbe  sale  of  land  to 
Ihe  promotion  of  emigration  to  Soutb  Aus- 
tralia. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  Ibe  Qnestion  that  tbe  svm  of  339/. 
be  granted  in  aid  of  the  charge  of  tbe  SeU 
tlement  at  Port  Essinglon, 

Mr,  C.  BulUr  asked  whether  there  was 
any  truth  in  the  report,  that  it  was  the  in- 
teotioD  of  the  Government  to  eataUish 
convict  Coloniea  in  the  northern  part  of 
New  Holland? 

Mr.  Q.  W.  Hope  said,  there  was  no  in- 
tention of  establishing  such  a  setileaent 
at  or  near  Port  Essington.  He  could  not 
say  that  such  an  establishment  might  not 
be  formed  in  the  north  of  New  Holland, 
but  nothing  had  yet  been  detennined  oa 
the  subject. 

Vote  agreed  lo. 

On  Ihe  Question  that  the  sum  of 
1 1,353/.  be  granted  for  Expenses  of  tho 
Ecclesiastical)  Establishment  of  the  British 
North  American  Provinces  to  the  3Ut  of 
May,  1646, 

Mr.  fV.  WnUami  objected  to  the  Vote. 
He  thought  that  the  proposed  amount 
waa  100  much ;  beudes  this,  he  thought 
thet  tbe  principle  of  paying  the  clergy  by 
votes  of  this  kind  was  most  objectionable, 
especially  in  a  Colony  like  Canada.  He 
wished  to  know  what  had  become  of  the 
proceeds  of  the  hundreds  of  thousands  of 
acres  that  had  been  reserved  for  tbe 
clergy,  and  which  bad  been  actoally  sold 
to  defray  soane  of  the  expensea  of  the 
Colony.    Wby,  he  wished  to  uk,  bad  not 
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the  prodace  of  tboie  mIoi  beeD  applied  lo 
the  psymant  or  the  clar^  ?  Ha  would  di- 
vide the  Comniiltefl  upon  the  Vote. 

Dr.  Bouiring  objected  to  the  difference 
betwevn  the  amount  of  MJarj  paid  to  (be 
Protestant  and  Roman  Catholic  blsbopi 
of  NewToandland  and  Nora  Scotia. 

Mr.  Sheil  objected  to  the  diitinctioni 
made  between  the  lalarias  paid  to  tlie  Ro- 
mKD  Cetbolic  and  the  Proieatant  biehopi 
in  the  Coloniei.  In  NewfoUDdiand,  Tor 
iDstanee.  the  aalBr;  of  the  Roman  Catholic 
biahop  oaa  only  751.  a  year,  whilit  ibe 
salary  of  the  Protestant  btihop  in  the 
aaroe  locality  waa  lo  large  a>  to  ifford  a 
remarkable  contrail.  Ha  thought  tbat 
distinction*  of  thia  kind  ought  not  lo  be 
Bo  remarkably  kept  up  in  a  Colony  inha- 
bited by  a  Roman  Catholic  population. 

Mr.  Hopeaaid,  that  theiura  paid  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  bitbopa  in  Canada  wai 
the  aubjeot  of  agreement  with  the  Go- 
vernment, and  muet  be  conlinued  during 
their  ljf«. 

Mr.  Shril  Mud,  that  be  only  wished  to 
call  th*  attention  of  the  Houte  to  the  dis- 
parily  between  the  payment  to  the  Roman 
Catholic  clergy  and  to  the  ProleaEant 
clergy.  He  thought  that  a  diilinction  of 
ihia  kind  ought  not  to  be  made. 

Viscount  Sandon  obierved,  that  the 
Protaiiant  bishop  of  Newfoundland  got 
nothing  at  all ;  and  before  they  proposed 
any  increase  to  the  amount  paid  to  the 
Roman  Catholic  bishop,  they  ought  tu 
be  sure  that  be  would  receive  it,  teeing 
bow  much  oppoced  the  Roman  Catholic 
hierarchy  of  Ireland  were  to  any  con- 
neiion  with  or  payment  by  ibe  Slaie. 

Mr.  C.  Bulla-  said,  that  the  Roman 
Catholic  Church  in  Canada  was  richly 
endowed.  The  Catholic  clergy  in  Canada 
were  well  provided  for,  and  most  com- 
foriably  situaied.  The  Established  Church 
was  also  well  provided  for.  However, 
without  wishing  to  deprive  those  establisb- 
mtots  of  their  endowments,  ha  should 
vole  with  ihe  boo.  Member  for  Coventry, 

Mr.  O.  W.  Hope  said,  that  the  whole  of 
these  charftea  were  for  the  lives  of  the  in- 
dividuals only. 

Mr.  C.  BuOer  observed,  that  if  so,  if 
they  were  merely  annuities  payable  lo 
certain  individuala,  he  would  nut  oppose 
the  Vote. 

Viscount  SandoK  said,  it  would  be  an 
eitremely  improtidcot  act  lo  dispose  of 
tbe  cleigy  revenues  at  present,  as  sug- 
gested by  tbe  boa.  Member  for  Covcaity, 


inasmuch  as  they  were  of  but  Utile  value. 
Let  them  6rst  train  tbe  inhabitants  of 
those  provinccB  to  habits  of  industry  and 
civilization,  by  which  means  those  lands 
might  be  rendered  much  more  valuable  i 
and  then,  if  they  pleased,  diipoie  of  them. 
But  it  would  be  a  miserable  and  mistaken 
economy  to  do  so  at  present. 

Mr,  Shell  observed,  that  with  regard  to 
Lower  CBoads,  there  were  no  epiacopal 
estates  there.  As  yet,  too,  the  Legisla- 
tive Aiaerobly  of  Lower  Canada  was  un- 
disturbed by  religious  dissensions,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  very  bad  policy  to 
introduce  <nch  dissension  for  the  salce  of 
10  small  a  sum. 

Dr.  Bowring  opposed  the  Vote. 

Mr.  CoUett  wished  to  ask,  whether  on 
the  decease  of  the  present  Colonial  bishops 
ibe  charge  would  still  be  continued? 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  said,  that  the  impre*. 
lion  was  that  those  charges  would  cease  ; 
but  that  impression  depended  only  upon 
statements  made  in  Parliament, 

Mr,  WilUamt  observed,  that  tbe  laroa 
aiiertion  had  been  made  in  1645,  and  yet 
tbat  ihe  Vote  remained  Ihe  same. 

Mr,  Hope  said,  tbat  the  Vote  had  been 
diminiihea. 

The  Committee  divided. — Ayea  60: 
Noes  18  ;  Majority  42. 

LUt  of  the  K^w, 


Acland.T.D, 
AciDTi,  Col. 
Barkly,  H. 

Barinjf,  rt.  hon.  W.  B. 
BlackbornB,  J.  I. 
Bonhwick,  P. 
Bowlu,  AdiD, 
Broadley,  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Bruges,  W.H.L. 
Cardwall,  E. 
Clsrk,  rt.  hon.  Sir  O. 
Clive,  hon.  R.  U. 
Cockburn.rt.hn.SirO. 
Corry,  rt,  hn.  H, 
Cripps,  W. 
Darby,  G. 
Deniiou,  E.  B. 
Duneombe,  hon.  A, 
Estcourt,  T.  G.  B. 
Fiiiroy,  hon.  H. 
Freniaot)e,rt.hD.SirT. 
Gardener,  J,  D. 
Gatkell,  J.  M. 
Gordon,  hon,  Capt. 
Goulburn,  rt.  hon.  H. 
Graham,  rt.  hn.  Sir  J. 
HaniiliOD,  0.  A. 
Uanilton,W.J. 


Hayea,  Sit  E. 
Henlej.  J.  W. 
Herbert,  n.  hon.  S. 
Hope,  J.  W. 
Hoihan,  Lord 
Ingeiire,  Visct. 
Jocelyn,  Viict. 
Jones,  Capt. 
Lefroy,  A. 
Lincala,  Earl  of 
Mackenzie,  W.F. 
MaiEerman.J. 
Meynell,  Capt. 
Morgan,  U. 
Nicholl,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Pakinglon.J.  S. 
Palmor,  G. 
Peel.  rt.hn.  Sir  R, 
Peel,  ,1. 
Prini;l«,  A. 
Sandon,  Vitct. 
Scoli,  hon.  F. 
Sheil,  n.  hon,  R.  L. 
Smiib,  n  ho,  T.  B.  C. 
Somerset,  Lord  G. 
Spooner,  R, 
Stuart,  B. 
Tennent,  J,  E. 
Tbesiger,  Sir  F,     i 
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TELLKSS. 

Trotter,  J. 

Young,  J. 

Vetey,  bon.  T. 

Baring,  U. 

List  of  Ike  Noes. 

BooTerie,  hon.  E.  P. 

Mitchell.  T.  A. 

Bowring,  Dr. 

Blorris,  D. 

Broth enon,  J. 

PlumridKe,  Oapl. 

Bailer.  C. 

Prolheroe,  E. 

Colebrooke,  Sir  T.  E. 

Shendan.  R.  B. 

Colle.i,J. 

Wakley,  T. 

Duncan.  G. 

W»wn,J.T. 

Dunda).  Adm. 

Fielden,  J. 

TELLERS. 

H««e.,  B. 

William*.  W. 

Bindley,  C. 

Crawford,  W.  S. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Oo    the   Quesiio 

n    that    th«   min  of 

l&,895f.  be  granted  for  the  Indiao  Dt- 
pirtmeot  in  CanadB, 

Mr.  Hindiey  objected  (o  it,  on  the 
ground  iliat  the  amount  neceiaar;  for  ihat 
depaitment  should  be  procured  oo  the 
voluntary  syiiem. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  said,  that  hit  impreHJon 
was,  that  if  that  sum  were  to  be  paid  by 
the  people  of  this  country,  the  bed  thin^ 
that  could  be  done  with  it  would  be  to 
throw  it  into  the  sea  at  once,  for  he  be- 
lieved  thai  money  never  waa  more  ican- 
dalously  applied.  When  be  held  office 
iu  Canada,  lie  cauied  inquiries  to  be  made 
into  the  management  of  iheae  Indian  tei- 
llementi,  and  he  found  lhat  there  were 
DOl  three  real  Indiar.a  in  the  whole  of 
ihem,  in  Lower  Canada.  The  people  were 
a  kind  of  half-caite,  and  were  at  diuolute, 
wortbleti,  and  idle  a  population  at  were 
to  be  found  anywhere  oo  the  face  of  the 
globe.  The  largeal  item  in  the  Vote  wai 
one  of  14,1£7/.  for  Indian  preteott, 
Blorci,  &c.,  and  he  waa  aware  that  aome 
importance  waa  attached  to  ihoae  pre- 
tenta;  but  he  was  aure  any  one  wbo  wsi 
acquainted  with  the  circumitancea  in 
which  ihey  were  made  would  agree  with 
him  thai  they  did  a  great  deal  more  mis- 
chief than  good.  The  Governor  went  up 
into  the  settlement,  and  he  took  care  to 
give  to  the  inhabitants  nothing  but  what 
■hould  be  really  useful,  such  as  clothing, 
•gricutlutal  implements,  and  to  on  ;  but 
the  fact  wai,  that  traders  always  weut  up 
also  at  the  same  lime  with  the  Governor, 
carrying  with  them  brandy  and  tobacco, 
tnd  ariicles  of  that  detcriplioo.  The  in- 
habitantt,  directly  they  received  their  pre- 
■enta  horn  the  Governor,  ei  ^ 

with   the  traders  for  the 
brandy ;  and  the  conteqtM 
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the  whole  letllement  invariably  becans 
the  tcene  of  the  mott  licentioua  debauch- 
ery for  the  next  fortnight  or  three  week*. 
He  contended  that  there  should  be  aoaie 
inquiry  at  to  the  tumi  voted  away  for 
puiposei  of  ihii  nature.  Upon  auch  a 
aubject  no  one  could  better  advite  the 
Government  than  Lord  Metcalfe;  and  he 
hoped  that  before  next  year  a  report  would 
he  obtained  from  that  noble  Lord  at  to  the 
utility  of  ibote  pretenti. 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  satd,  lhat  the  angges- 
lion  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  been  anticipated.  Inquiriet  were  go- 
ing forward,  and  he  hoped,  before  neit 
SettioR,  information  on  the  aubject  would 
be  in  the  hands  of  Her  Majesty's  G(k 
verament. 

Mr.  W.  WiUiamt  thought  that  tbos« 


Seseott  were  completely  thrown  away. 
any  of  the  Indiana  were  better  off  than 
our  agricultural  labonrera  at  faoae. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

On  the  Question  that  48,800/.  be  grant- 
ed for  defraying  the  expenses  of  Slipendi~ 
ary  Justices  in  our  West  India  Colooiei, 

Mr.  Hawtt  aaid,  they  were  nearly  use- 
less. In  hit  opinion,  an  annual  report 
ought  to  be  made,  telling  forth  (he  nature 
and  extent  of  the  services  which  thev  per- 
formed. 

Mr,  G.  W.  Hope  aaid  a  few  words  in 
support  of  the  Vote,  the  purport  of  wbtch 
it  was  irnpottible  to  catch  in  ibe  gallery. 

Mr.  W.  WdliarBt  said,  that  he  so  de. 
cidedly  disapproved  of  the  Vole,  that  bo 
should  divide  the  C-ommittee  on  it. 

The  Committee  divided. — Ana  61  : 
Noe«  10  1  Majority  51. 

On  the  Question  lhat  the  aum  of 
80,000/.  be  granted  for  the  Expenua  of 
the  Establiihment  at  Hong  Kong,  and  tb« 
British  Polls  in  China, 

Mr.  Hawet  laid,  he  thought  ibta  wai  an 
immense  sum  to  commence  with  at  these 
establishments. 

The  ChoMcethr  of  the  Exchtqner  uid, 
the  expenses  of  living  were  very  high  at 
these  placet,  and  that  in  coaaeqaesce  of 
their  reported  in>alut>riiy  it  had  been 
fonnd  necessary  to  give  increased  salariea 
(o  induct  persona  to  accept  offices  there. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Chairman  then  reported  pregms.  Bona 
retumr  -(tee  to  tit  ^sio. 
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Sir  J.  Graham  roie  lo  atata  tha  altera- 
tions he  propoaed  to  make  in  this  Bill.  It 
wa*  Ilia  inlention  to  moTe  ibat  the  Hoii*e 
■liould  go  into  Cnmmitiee  pro  fomd,  in 
order  that  his  proposed  Amendment! 
might  be  prioled,  and  it  was  his  intention 
to  proceed  with  the  measure  io  ihe  next 
Session  of  Parliament.  The  right  hon. 
Baronet  went  on  to  state  that  it  was  bit 
intention  to  adhere  to  his  proposal  to  in- 
corporate the  general  praciilioners,  and 
that  in  England  there  should,  in  all  cases, 
be  two  examinations  before  the  parties 
should  be  admitted  as  general  practiiion- 
ers.  He  also  adhered  to  the  prorision 
which  made  the  age  at  which  theexami- 
oaiion  should  commence  tweotif-iwo  years. 
But,  iaatead  of  the  examination  beforb 
a  joint  board  of  physicians  and  surgeons, 
he  proposed  that  the  first  examination 
should  be  by  a  board  of  general  practi- 
tioners, aod  that  subiequenily  there  should 
be  an  exainiaation  before  ■  joint  board  oF 
surgeons  and  physicians.  Those  who 
passed  both  examinations  were  then  to  be 
Kgislered  as  general  practiliooera,  and  to 
become  members  of  the  College  of  Sur- 
geons. He  further  proposed  that  the  fees 
for  examination  by  the  Colleges  of  Phy- 
sicians and  Surgeons  should  be  raised,  so 
as  to  pay  the  examiners  properly,  and  pro- 
vide  for  the  museum  and  library,  &c.  of 
the  College  of  Suigeons,  to  which  the  can- 
didales  would  belong,  viz.  51.  5s.  for  the 
College  of  Physicians,  51.  5s,  for  the  Col- 
lege of  Surgeons,  and  101.  Ifls.  for  the 
mnseuro,  library,  and  general  expenses. 
He  proposed  also  that  the  examinations  in 
Scotland  and  Ireland  by  the  Colleges  of 
Fbyiicians  and  Surgeons  should  be  kept 
distinct,  in  order  to  equalize  the  number  of 
examinations  for  the  license  of  the  general 
practitioner  in  the  three  kingdoms.  On 
removing  from  one  kingdom  to  another, 
all  classes  of  practitionera  to  be  admitted 
members  of  the  corresponding  College  in 
the  kingdom  to  which  they  so  remove, 
without  further  examination,  but  on  pay- 
ment of  the  same  fees  as  if  they  had  been 
originally  examined  and  admitted  membera 
of  that  College.  Army  and  naval  surgeons 
and  those  intended  to  practise  in  the  Co- 
lonies need  be  examined  only  by  the  Col- 
leges of  Physicisas  and  Surgeons  (besides 
the  army  and  naval  medical  boards  in  the 
case  of  army  and  naval  men)  ;  but  he  did 
not  propose  that  they  should  thereby  ac- 
quire the  right  of  practising  in  England 
Within  five  years,  unless  thej  had  also 


passed  the  College  of  Qeneral  Practilion- 
eri.  Those  who  were  now  practising  in 
England  with  Scotch  or  Irish  diplomas  as 
general  practitioners,  to  be  admitted  lo  re- 
giiter  as  general  piactitioners  without  ex- 
amination. He  further  proposed  that  the 
clauses  relating  to  Universities  should  be 
struck  out,  and  DO  restriction  imposedeilber 
as  to  the  lime  of  residence  necessary  for 
granting  degrees,  or  the  assumption  of  the 
titles  of  graduBiioD.  With  respect  lo  the 
nomination  of  the  members  of  the  Council 
of  Health,  be  proposed  that  the  number 
should  be  reduced  from  nineteen  to,  at  the 
highest,  thirteen,  including  the  Secretary 
of  State  ;  and  that  the  Crown  should  hate 
the  right  of  nomination.  Application  had 
been  made  to  him  to  advise  the  Crown  to 
grant  a  supplementary  charter  to  the  Col- 
lege of  Surgeons.  That  matter  was  now 
before  the  Crown,  and  arrangements  had 
been  made  which,  he  believed,  would  in- 
duce him  to  adviie  Her  Majesty  to  grant 
the  supplementary  charter- 
Bill  went  through  Coromittee  projbrmi. 
Mr.  Wakley  very  much  feared  that  the 
changes  proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  not  be  aatisfaclory.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  certainly  taken 
great  pains  in  reference  to  the  subject, 
and  the  public  were  indebted  to  him  for 
the  aervices  rendered  them  on  ibisquestioo; 
but.  Instead  of  simplifying  his  plan  by  the 
proposals  ho  had  now  made,  he  (Mr. 
Wakley)  was  afraid  that  the  additional 
number  of  examinations — the  double  ex- 
aminations as  to  Scotland  and  Ireland— 
woald  not  be  satisfactory.  The  profession, 
however,  would  have  an  opportunity  of 
considering  the  question  during  the  recess, 
and  he  hoped  that  all  parties  would  con- 
cut  in  bringing  about  a  satiafactory  con- 
clusion to  this  very  important,  but  ex- 
tremely difficult  question. 

Bill  as  amended  to  be  printed. 
House  adjourned  at  two  o'clock. 
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Ibish  Orkat  Westebv  Railway 
Bill.]  Tba  Earl  of  Bttborough  Bild, 
ihai  be  thought  that  no  noble  Lord  who 
bad  lead  the  Report,  could  doubt  that 
fraad  had  been  perpeiraled  io  making  out 
the  liita  of  tubtcriberi  to  the  Railway. 
It  waa  not  intended  in  the  Report  to 
bring  a  charge  of  tbi*  kind  againet  the 
director*;  but  that  it  had  occurred 
through  their  negligence.  The  Houte 
WB>  aware  that,  in  underlikinge  of  thie 
kind,  it  was  cuaiomarj  to  put  in  the  lt*t 
of  the  proviaioDal  commiliee  the  namei 
of  peitons  of  influence,  and  more  eipeci- 
My  thoie  connected  with  other  railwaya; 
but  if  penoni  aufiered  their  namei  to  be 
ihui  iiied,  the;  ibould  take  care  to  lee 
that  the  proceeding*  were  properly  carried 
on.  The  noble  Earl  ihen  proceeded  to 
read  eztractH  from  the  evidence  taken  be. 
f«re  the  Commiitee  appoiaied  to  inquire 
iaio  the  allegaliooi  of  Hr.  Pym't  pcntion 
with  reipcct  to  the  allotments  or  ihares, 
with  the  view  of  showing  that  the  alaie- 
menta  in  that  petition  had  been  proved. 
He  thought  that  the  statement  of  his  no> 
bic  Friend  (the  Marquess  or  Claoricarde), 
(hat  the  RtH  part  of  the  Report  bad  not 
been  proud  by  the  etidence,  could  not 
be  suBioJDed.  He,  iberefoie,  was  satis- 
fied, in  consequence  of  ihe  utter  want  of 
adherence  to  llie  Standing  Orders  of  that 
House  by  the  promoters  of  this  Bill,  that 
they  could  not  allow  it  to  proceed.  It 
could  not  also  be  said,  that  the  second 
Report  did  not  sustain  the  allegations  in 
the  first.  Under  these  circumstances,  be 
felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  move  that  the  Bill 
be  taken  into  further  coosideration  this 
day  three  months. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  could  not 
unilersland  the  reason  that  induced  bii 
noble  Friefid  to  fix  on  this  psiticular  Rail- 


war  Bill  vllh  aneb  energy,  with  a  new  of 
prcveatiDg  tbe  further  progress  of  it.  Ha 
did  not  sea  why  this  Bill  should  be  sUHped 
with  acharacter  of  fraud,  when  many  olber 
Railway  Bills,  against  which  (be  aaoM 
charge  could  be  sustained,  aa  to  the 
names  of  unquslitied  persons  being  affixed 
(o  the  contract  deed,  had  been  allowed  Io 
peas  without  any  observation.  His  eon- 
plsirt  Bgatnst  the  Report  of  the  Comnil- 

was,  that  it  brought  (he  charge  of 
systematic  fraud  having  been  need  for  tba 
purpose  of  obtaining  the  requisite  number 
of  signatares.  Now,  had  bis  noble  Friend 
said  oneword,  or  quoted  a  single  portion  oT 
evidence,  to  show  that  any  man  had  bean 
induced  egainst  his  will  to  sign  the  coai- 
tract  deed  to  which  his  name  wai  affixed, 
or  that  greater  frauds  had  been  perpetrated 
by  persons  getting  shsret  without  refer- 
and  inquiry,  than  was  tbe  case  widi 

r  railways?  When  a  specific  cha^ 
of  fraud  was  brought  against  any  one, 
the  Committee  should  show  that  there  was 
good  evidence  to  sustain  snch  an  accnea* 
lion;  but  ihere  was  no  evidence  to  jasiify 
such  a  charge.  He  denied  the  whole  of 
the  allegations  contained  in  (be  Report 
of  the  Committee.  The  whole  of  the  pro> 
ceedings  with  respect  to  the  appointoMnt 
of  the  first  Commiliee,  were  irFegular. 
That  Committee  was  named  to  inquire 
into  the  allegsiioas  coniiined  in  the  pcti* 
lion  of  a  Mr.  Pym,  a  stockbroker  in 
Dublin,  who  was  largely  interested  in  iba 
success  of  atmospheric  railways;  and  who 
was  also  u  large  canal  proprietor,  and,  liks 
other  canal  proprietors,  was  opposed  (o 
this  Bill,  under  the  oolion  that  it  night 
be  injurious  lo  his  interests.  So  it  might 
be  immedtslaly,  but  would  not  ultimately ; 
and  some  of  those  people  had  seen  tbeir 
miitake,  and  withdrawn  their  opposition 
lo  railways  I  but  then  Hr.  Pym  was  a 
shareholder  in  another  railway,  and  he  (tbe 
Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  was  glad  that 
■  be  House  had  inquired  into  tbe  eltega- 
tions  of  Mr.  Pym ;  but  ha  contended  that 
their  Lordships  ou^ht  net  to  pounce  npoa 
an  unfortunate  Bill,  which  had  been  ac- 
tually victimized  by  fraudulent  person^ 
and  a  company  which  could  not  protect 
itself  against  those  fraudulent  parties. 
Their  l.ordship8  aoKht  to  attack  the  sys. 
tern,  not  individuals.  Ha  Iroited  that 
next  year  there  would  be  some  material 
alteration  in  the  sysiem  of  railway  govern- 
ment—the present  system  vras  meat  vn- 
satisfactory.     H«   knew. that   Uu  Hone 
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MM  DlMt  unwilling  to  act  agaioBt  the 
Report  of  k  Select  Committee;  but  the 
proceeding!  of  the  Commiitee  on  thii  Bill 
vera  nltogether  different  from  ihote  on 
any  other  that  be  recollected.  The  Hoote 
■honld  remember  that  Mr.  Pym  went  be- 
fore the  Standing  Ordera'  Commiitee  |  but 
hit  evidence  wai  not  received,  became  it 
•ppeared  that  he  had  no  locui  itandi,  ai 
ha  wai  not  a  proprietor  in  the  line,  or  had 
an;  other  interest  in  connesion  or  in 
compeiition  with  it.  This  penon,  then 
presented  a  petition  to  that  House,  which 
was  most  irregularly  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee,  which  certainly  was  agaioit 
the  Standing  Orders.  He  conceived  that 
it  would  be  a  most  unjust  proceeding,  if 
they  did  not  allow  this  Bill  to  pass.  He 
did  not  deny  that  tome  fretidf  had  been 
oommitled,  but  he  strongly  denied  that 
the  director!  and  promoters  of  the  Bill 
were  in  any  way  a  party  to  them.  [The 
Ear]  of  Betborovgh:  The  Report.]  The 
Report  did  not  directly  make  such  a 
charge;  but  it  staled  that  soma  persons 
had  got  a  certain  number  of  signniures 
improperly  a£Bxed  to  th*e  contract  deed. 
Was  it  not  notorious,  that  there  was  no 
description  of  ingenuity  whicb  was  not 
resorted  to  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining 
•bares,  u  sueb  large  profit  was  often  de- 
rived from  speculating  in  ihem  T  It  was 
known,  aleo,  that  the  stockbroker!  had 
DOW  lists  of  persons,  called  black  lists, 
who  were  constantly  engaged  in  the  traffic 
of  sbarei,  and  many  of  these  persons  had 
imposed  on  persons  engaged  in  promoting 
English  and  Scotch  railways,  who  were 
much  better  able  to  protect  themselves 
from  such  proceedings  than  the  promoters 
of  an  Irish  railway;  and  all  this  arose 
from  th«  imperfect  stale  of  the  law.  The 
noble  Marquess  then  proceeded  to  read  a 
list  of  the  nunes  of  persons  who  hsd  im- 
posed upon  the  directors  of  this  Company, 
and  who  had  been  referred  lo  in  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee,  and  showed  that 
those  person!  were  lubscribers  for  shares 
in  several  English  and  Scotch  Railway 
Compaoiea  to  a  much  larger  amount,  than 
was  the  esse  with  respect  to  the  Dublin 
and  Galway  Railway.  By  referring  to 
Tha  IHmet  newspaper,  in  which  the  adver- 
tisement fur  this  Company  first  appeared, 
it  would  be  found  that  out  of  twenty- 
CD  ur  advertisements  of  railway  com- 
panies published  in  it,  only  fnur  required 
any  reference  at  all ;  and  in  the  Tlimet  of 
the  6tb  or  7tfa  of  November  last — ka  did 


not  then  recollect  which  wai  the  date- 
there  were  no  less  than  fifty  railway  ad- 
irlisementi,  all  inviting  the  public  to  take 
lares,  and  of  these  only  ten  required  any 
Terence  to  be  given.  Thos  the  Dublin 
and  Galway  Railway  Bill  was  now  to  be 
thrown  out  because  they  did  that  which 
had  been  done  by  four-fifths  of  all  the 
railways  in  England,  Scotland,  and  Ire- 
land, when  they  were  really  in  the  market. 
But  he  would  come  lo  what  had  been  de- 
scribed as  the  model  of  a  railway,  and  of 
a  board  of  director!,  namely,  the  London 
and  York,  and  to  that  model  of  a  witness, 
Mr.  Moatt.  When  that  gentleman  had 
been  asked  whether  they  bad  had  any  ap- 
plicBiion*  from  men  of  straw,  such  aa 
ilable.boya  and  men  of  that  class,  he  re> 
plied  that  they  had  not  above  twenty  ap- 
plications in  which  they  had  been  imposed 
upon.  If,  therefore,  thai  Company,  which 
was  so  much  cried  up,  had  been  imposed 
upon  in  twenty  cases,  how  could  it  be  ei- 
pected  that  a  namber  of  Irishmen  forced 
10  resort  to  the  London  share-market 
should  be  more  successful?  That  re- 
minded him  of  another  argumeal.  Tha 
evidence  of  this  witness  showed  that  even 
great  English  companies  did  not  disdain  to 
give  allotments  of  shares  at  first  without  In- 
quiry, and  that  it  was  only  when  tbey  got 
■  poiitioa  in  the  market  that  they  took 
the  precaution  to  have  men  of  undoubted 
credit  selected  as  their  shareholders.  In 
fact,  it  was  quite  necessary  at  the  com- 
mencement of  such  undeTlnkings  that  mora 
than  ordinary  risk  should  be  inconed. 
The  witness  stated  that  it  was  Found  to  be 
always  the  case  that  when  cspital  was 
coming  in,  it  begot  other  capital  from  sub- 
scribers  of  greater  respectabdity.  It  waa 
s  notorious  fact  that  in  the  case  of  the 
Greenwich  Railway,  whicb  now,  he  be- 
lievedt  carried  as  many  passengers  aa  any 
railway  in  England,  that  fully  half  of  the 
cspital,  when  the  Bill  passed  through 
Parliament,  was  utterly  bad,  but  that 
these  shares  afterwards  fell  into  good 
hands.  And  in  another  railway,  also^tbe 
Gloucester  and  Bristol  Railway — which 
now  conferred  great  benefits  on  the  part 
of  the  country  through  which  it  passed, 
upwards  of  one-third  of  the  subscription 
list,  B!  it  originally  stood,  was  found  to  be 
bed,  though  the  shares  of  this  company 
were  now  selling,  or  had  been  selling  two 
days  ago,  at  30  per  cent,  premium.  He 
coold  not,  therefore,  tee  why  they  ware  to 
make  an  example  of  the  Dublin  and  Oal> 
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way  C<»npBaj,  wbilat  others  had  beeo 
allowed  to  pau.  It  was  qoite  pouible  for 
parties  10  get  op  rraadnleot  csie«,  for  the 
purpoie  of  eitortiog  money  from  the  di- 
nclwi.  For  inataoce,  four  peraona,  A,B, 
C,  and  D,  might  ugo  (he  lubsrriptioD  Mil 
for  each  other,  and  iheo  if  they  rooad  the 
■pecDialion  oot  10  anawer  their  wuhei,  thej 
could  go  to  the  directort,  and,  under 
threaiB  of  expoaing  ibeir  own  dishonest;, 
extort  money  from  them.  Tn  thit  way,  he 
conld  account  for  ihe  peiittoa  of  the  per- 
son, or  rather  the  name  of  Gerard  Barry. 
No  inch  man  could  be  found,  and  though 
the  name  waa  one  (bat  aounded  familiarly 
enough,  it  could  not  be  diicovered  that 
this  peraoQ  bad  ever  esitled.  The  enliie 
smoQDt  required  to  be  labtcribed  in  thii 
Company,  under  ihe  Slinding  Orderi, 
waa  8i0,000i,,  while  the  amonnt  really 
■ab«;ribed«uBI9,000/.,ofwhich67,200/. 
waa  found  to  be  bad.  But  then  by  (he 
■Iteration  which  had  been  propowd  in  (he 
original  plan,  a  saving  of  twenty  miiea 
woald  be  effected,  in  consequence  of  the 
Galway  line  joining  the  Cuhel  line  at 
Portarlingion.  A  sum  amounting  in  the 
entire  to  328,000/,  Mould,  from  ibis  and 
Other  circumstances,  he  a*ailBble  o*er  and 
above  whit  waa  neceuary  lo  complete  the 
line,  independent  of  which  the  Great 
Southern  anil  Wesiero  Railway  Company 
now  offered  to  ■nbscribe  lOO.OOOf.  addi- 
tional capital  if  the  Bill  were  now  passed. 
The  noUe  Mstquess  proceeded  to  refer 
to  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Mnlrany,  the  engi- 
neer, and  of  General  Sir  John  Burgoyne, 
cbsitman  of  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ire- 
land, given  before  Ihe  Committee,  to  show 
the  great  importance  of  this  line  of  rail- 
way, and  then  continued  lo  say  that  be 
would  humbly  lubroii  to  the  Home  that 
this  Bill  shonld  be  allowed  to  pasi  on  the 
ground  of  its  gre St  utility  lo  the  country 
— on  the  ground  that  its  rejection  could 
effect  no  public  good— on  the  ground  that 
by  throwing  out  the  Bill  they  could  do 
right  to  no  person  who  had  been  wronged 
—that  they  could  not  remedy  any  imper- 
fectiona  in  their  law— and  that  they  coald 
do  nothing  except  put  a  stop  to  one  of  the 
most  important  works  that  could  be  no- 
derlaken  in  Ireland,  and  thai,  too,  at  a 
moit  critical  period  in  the  affairs  of  that 
Gonniry.  The  preMnt  Session  bad  not 
been  either  a  very  short  or  a  very  unim- 
poriani  one,  and  yet  he  would  put  it  fairly 
to  the  House  what  had  ihey  done  for  Ire- 
land ?    They  had  ceitaioly  made  an  at- 
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tempt  to  improve  the  social,  political,  and 
religious  feelings  of  the  country,  by  pass- 
ing certain  billa  for  ibe  promotnn  of  edu- 
cation, but  they  had  effected  nothing  hr- 
ther.  They  had  old  reports  from  Coib- 
mittees  appointed  over  and  over  agaia  to 
inquire  into  the  state  of  Ireland,  and  ta 
theae  they  bad  now  to  add  the  report  of 
the  Commission  over  which  his  noble 
Friend  (the  Earl  of  Devon)  had  presi4ed. 
All  these  reports  described  again  and  agwn 
the  misery  and  wretchedness  of  ibe  people, 
and  the  necessity  of  procuring  enpkiy- 
ment  for  them,  if  the  Legistatore  wjabed 
to  alter  their  condition.  But  the  Pvlia- 
meni  had  done  nothing.  They  had  maile 
uo  ad^tional  grant  for  public  works  ia 
Ireland^^lhey  had  made  no  provision  for 
improving  the  Poor  Law,  or  for  providiag 
for  emigration,  or  in  any  other  waj  for 
beocfiliog  Ihe  country ;  and  yet  now  wbea 
a  number  of  great  capitalists  came  forward 
and  offered  to  execute  this  great  public 
work,  which  would  give  employment  to 
the  poor,  develop  the  reaoureea  of  the 
country,  and  add  to  its  improvement  io 
every  possible  way,  and  when  all  they  re- 
quired was  permission  lo  lay  out  Ibeir 
money,  the  House  was  about  putting  an 
entire  stop  to  this  most  beneficial  under- 
taking, solely  on  the  ground  that  the  di- 
rectors had  been  deceived  by  fraudulent 
persons  in  London,  It  waa  not  unlikely 
that  auch  men  as  General  Canlfield  (and 
a  more  honourable,  respect^le,  and  ven- 
erable officer  could  not  be  named)  would 
be  unable  lo  detect  such  parties,  when  men 
like  Sir  I.  Goldsmid  and  Hr.  Hudson  had 
been  deceived  hy  them.  He  (the  Har- 
quess  of  Clanricarde)  could  not  believe 
that  the  House  would  thus  slop  this  Bill ; 
it  oaght,  be  cooceived,  to  he  n-camwkt- 
ted. 

EsrI  Bathurtt,  as  chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill,  wished  to  state  that 
they  had  not  felt  ihemaelves  the  less  bound 
to  report  the  frauds  they  found,  because 
such  practices  might  have  existed  else- 
where. In  fact,  the  Committee  had  given 
no  opinion  on  the  Bill,  nor  was  the  House 
placed  under  the  necessilTi  therefore,  of 
(uslaining  any  finding  of  theirs.  The 
Committee  had  only  reported  that  cer- 
tain frauds  had  been  commitied ;  and 
ihtty  had  left  it  to  the  Houae  to  decide 
whether  those  frauds  so  vitiated  the  Bdl 
thai  it  ought  not  to  be  passed. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklov  said,  he  was  ex- 
tremely sorry  to  find  that  he  was  conpel- 
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led  10  vote  igainit  tb«  further  pn^resi  of 
the  Bill.  He  believed  that  the  work  would 
be  a  most  bene6ciBl  one  for  Ireland.  Bui 
it  (hould  be  remembered  that  that  was 
the  firit  CBie  of  grois  and  palpable  fraud 
in  connexion  with  the  proceedirtgi  of  rail- 
way companies  ihat  had  been  brought 
under  their  Lordihipi'  notice ;  and  he 
certainly  thought  ihat  ihey  ought  not  to 
allow  those  fraudi  to  puss  unpunished. 
He  had  a  further  reason  for  objecting  to  iha 
passing  of  the  Bill,  and  that  objection  was 
(bunded  on  the  fact  that  their  Lordships 
could  have  no  security  that  the  money 
necessary  to  construct  the  works  would  he 
forthcoming,  and  that  those  works  would 
be  completed. 

The  Earl  of  St.  Gertnatu  said,  be  could 
not  agree  in  the  remark  at  to  the  peculiar 
character  of  the  parties  deceived.  The 
directors  were  not  nnioplitsticated  Irish- 
men, but,  for  the  most  part,  gentlemen 
resident  in  London.  It  would  not,  in  hit 
opinion,  be  desirable  ihat  the  House 
should  interrupt  the  labours  of  the  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill.  It  appeared  to  him, 
on  the  contrary,  that  they  ought  to  allow 
that  Committee  to  proceed,  and  lo  hear 
all  the  evidence  ihat  coold  he  adduced  in 
the  case.  He  believed  that  it  would  he 
quite  consistent  with  the  practire  of  Par- 
liament to  allow  supplementary  subscrip- 
tion lists  to  be  put  in,  and  that  practice 
might  be  adopted  in  the  present  case.  He 
did  not  aik  their  Lordships  to  pause  be- 
fore they  deiermioed  on  rejecting  ihe 
measure,  on  the  ground  thai  they  should 
took  more  favourably  on  the  Bill  because 
it  was  one  aSeciins  Ireland,  than  ihcy 
would  look  on  m  Bill  affecting  England. 
All  he  asked  was,  that  justice  might  be 
done  in  the  matter.  He  admitted  ihat  a 
rase  of  great  laxity  and  carelessneis  had 
been  made  ont  against  the  promoters  of 
the  line,  but  he  did  not  ihinL  that  they 
ought  at  once  to  determine  at  that  alage 
on  rejecting  the  Bill.  Let  the  Select  Com- 
mittee proceed  with  its  inquiries,  and  pro- 
nounce a  decision  on  the  merits  of  the 
case,  after  they  had  heard  all  the  evidence 
that  could  be  brought  forward  on  the 
subject. 

Lord  Beaumont  said,  that  he  should  not 
hsnre  had  ihe  least  hesitaiion  in  acceding 
to  Ihe  Motion  of  the  noble  Earl,  if  he 
thought  Ihat  by  rejecting  the  Bill  he 
would  be  punishing  the  parties  who  had 
committed  those  fraudi.  But  the  fact  was, 
tbit  they  would  not  by  that  means  be 


punishing  those  parlies,  but  innocent 
persona,  who  had  in  no  way  contributed 
to  those  frauds.  The  individuals  who  had 
fraudulently  obtained  the  scrip  had  since 
parted  with  it,  at  a  considerable  profit  to 
themselves;  and  ibat  acrip  was  now  held 
by  persona  who  were  ready  and  able  to 
pay  up  ihe  amount  of  their  shares.  It 
sppeared  that  they  could  not  punish  even 
(be  managers;  for  those  managers  had 
sold  out  the  500  shares  which  each  of 
them  had  taken  in  the  6rst  instance.  In 
his  opinion,  their  Lordships  ought,  if  pos- 
sible, lo  adopt  such  measures  as  would 
prevent  the  sate  of  scrip  immediately  after 
it  bad  been  allotted  ;  for  that  was  the 
source  of  alt  the  most  objectionable  pro- 
ceedings in  connexion  wilh  railway  specu- 
lations. He  considered  the  fairest  course 
would  he  for  the  Coramiltee  lo  euter  upon 
the  coDiideration  of  the  preamble  of  ihe 
Bill,  and  ascertain  whether  there  were 
funds  sufficient  to  carry  out  the  project  io 
case  Ihe  Bill  should  ultimately  pass.  But 
he  had  only  to  observe  in  conclusion,  ibat 
it  seemed  to  him  very  expedient  that 
Ihe  House  should,  wilhout  delay,  adopt 
some  general  meaaure  for  the  prevention 
of  the  perpeitaltoQ  of  any  similar  frands 
in  future. 

The  Duke  of  CUvebind  fully  agreed  in 
Ihe  sentiment  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  just  sat  down,  thai  it  was  most 
desirable  for  that  House  to  lake  loma 
means  lo  prevent  such  frauds  as  those 
complained  of  from  being  practised.  It 
was  alleged  as  an  excuse  for  ihe  conduct 
of  the  Company  under  consideratioo,  ihat 
similar  practices  were  carried  on  in  all 
Railway  Bills;  but  that  was  no  ground 
for  permitting  a  fraud  which  waa  delected 
from  being  punished.  The  present  case 
was,  it  seemed,  the  first  one  in  which 
those  frauds  had  been  found  out ;  and  it 
was  then  ceclsiniy  the  duty  of  Parliament 
to  take  cognizance  of  that  which  had  been 
delected.  The  time  bad  arrived  wheo  it 
became  absolutely  necessary  lo  endeavour 
to  put  an  end  to  the  system  of  jobbing 
which  was  now  going  on  j  and  before 
the  present  Session  terminated  he  thought 
it  indispensable  that  the  Legislature  should 
come  to  some  general  resolution  on  the 
subject — a  course  which  would  deier  the 
promoiers  of  railways  hereafter  from  pur. 
suing  Ihe  line  of  conduct  which  they  now 
did.  One  way  he  would  suggest,  by 
which  he  conceived  the  evil  alluded  to 
might  be  remedied,  and  that  was,  lo  in* 
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trodnce  a  cIbom  into  every  Rsilwtj  Bill  lo 

[irevenl  parties  lo  whom  fharei  weia  aU 
otled,  Bud  who  were  subicriben  to  the 
■ubicription  coalnct,  TroD)  telling  tlieir 
■crip  until  at  leait  two-tliirdi  of  the  monej 
■honld  bate  been  paid  up.  He  hoped  the 
Houw  would  001  tufier  the  Seiiion  lo  piu, 
boweveT  advanced  it  might  be  in  the  year, 
without  comiD^  to  some  general  leiolu- 
tioo  on  tliii  autijccl. 

Lord  Redttdalt  said,  the  real  queition 
before  their  Lordihipi  waa  thia :— A  charge 
had  been  brought  agiioit  ctriain  paniei 
of  Dot  having  Gomplifd  with  the  tdIbi 
and  regulatioaa  required  by  that  Houae 
to  be  obaerved  in  iti  proceeding;!,  and  tliai 
charge  having  been  folly  brought  home  to 
theoi,  were  iheie  partiei  to  be  allowed  to 
go  acot  free?  It  wai  laid,  indeed,  that 
their  Lordihipa  would  not  be  puniihiag 
the  guilty  iodividuali;  that  the  weight  of 
their  cenaure  would  fall  upon  those  who 
purchaaed  sharea  bond  Jide.  Now  ihose 
who  had  piirehaaed  iharea  knew  very  well 
tbej  were  doing  an  illegal  act ;  and  they 
■hould,  therefore,  be  satiiBed  to  take  the 
riih  and  the  contequeocea  of  their  own 
conduct.  The  queition  here  waa,  not 
whether  or  not  thia  Bill  would  be  a  good 
tneasnre  for  Ireland,  but  whether  that 
Houie  waa  prepared  or  not  to  uphold  ita 
own  rulei  and  Standing  Orderi  ?  If  it  wet 
a  reason  that  theie  parties  ihould  oot  be 
puniahed  becauie  others  had  been  guilty 
of  aimilar  practices,  not  a  pickpocket  who 
waa  detected  in  his  guilt  but  might  lay, 
"  Ob,  you  ought  not  lo  inflict  punishment 
on  me  alone  \  there  ara  twenty  other  per- 
sons picking  pockets  in  the  same  place, 
you  caught  me— am  I  alone  to  suffer?" 
He  had  only  to  tay  in  conclusion,  that 
this  was  an  occasion  on  which  the  Houte 
ought  to  enforce  its  own  rules,  if  it  did 
not  make  up  its  mind  to  let  them  be  all 
considered  aa  mere  waste  paper  in  future. 

Lord  MonteagU  feared  that  when  once 
a  spirit  of  gambling  got  abroad,  it  would 
be  impossible  for  any  measures  they  might 
introduce  to  repress  il.  There  were  many 
laws  at  this  moment  in  existence  to  pre- 
vent fraudulent  practices,  but  they  were 
found  insufficient  for  that  purpose.  He 
doubted  very  much  whether  throwing  out 
the  present  Bill  would  lead  to  any  such 
salutary  consequences  as  were  calculated 
on.  But  at  the  same  lime,  be  should  say 
that  after  the  fraud  which  had  been  dis- 
covered in  Ibia  matter,  to  pats  this  Bill 
now,  would  be  productive  of  mjicbiefous 
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results.  The  House  having  ado ptsd  ctrtaJa 
rules  and  regulations  for  the  management 
of  its  business,  waa  bound  to  enforce  then  ; 
and  though  he  confesaed  be  did  so  with 
some  reluctance,  believing  that  this  tnea- 
sure  was  calculated  to  be  of  great  benefit 
lo  Ireland,  he  felt  constrained  to  give  bis 
vote  in  favour  of  the  Motion  of  (be  noble 
Earl  behind  him  (the  Earl  of  Besboroogb). 
He  did  not  think  that  those  gentlemen 
who  took  an  active  part  in  ibe  manage- 
ment of  this  Company  were  guilty  of 
fraud  themselves ;  but  they  had  not  acted 
with  sufficient  caution,  and  were  bound 
to  have  used  more  oare  in  preveotiDg  the 
interests  of  others  which  were  eotmsted 
to  them  from  tufferiof  through  (heir  neg- 
lect. The  rejection  of  the  measnre,  bow- 
ever,  did  not  by  any  means  prejndtee  the 
undertaking  hereafter ;  and  aa  it  was  one 
calculated  to  be  of  great  benefit  to  Ire- 
land, he  regretted  that  it  should  be  post- 
poned even  for  a  time. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  would  briefiy  stale 
why  he  intended  to  vote  agaiaat  the  pro. 
position  then  before  the  House.  He  would 
be  glad  to  know  how  it  waa  in  any  way  ne- 
cesiary  to  the  ends  of  justice  that  this 
Bill  should  be  thrown  out?  Who  wore 
the'parties  to  whom  they  were  doing  justice 
by  rejectiog  this  measure  T  Was  it  ne- 
cessary to  do  so,  with  respect  to  the  indi< 
vidusl  who  had  preseoted  a  peiitioo  lo 
that  House?  Was  it  in  justice  to  (be 
landed  proprietors  through  whose  proper^ 
ties  the  line  was  to  past,  that  they  adopted 
this  course?  Waa  it  in  justice  to  any  other 
project  thai  might  be  more  advanlageoua, 
that  they  were  called  upon  to  throw  out  tbia 
Bill?  No  such  thing.  It  was  merely  in 
justice  to  the  House  of  Lords  itself  they 
were  asked  to  do  so.  Now,  such  being  the 
caie,  he  thought  there  were  peculiar  cir- 
cumstances in  this  matter  which  made  il 
fit  for  them  to  consider  whether  it  was 
right  to  take  this  means  of  vindicating 
their  own  orders.  The  Report  of  the  Select 
Committee  charged  certain  promoters  of 
the  Bill  with  having  been  guilty  of  frauds. 
Now,  he  did  not  ihiok  there  was  any  evi- 
dence before  it  which  sastataed  such  an 
allegation.  It  was  said  the  coorse  the 
House  was  about  adopting  waa  for  the 
purpose  of  puniihing  the  parties  who  jo- 
fringed  its  Standing  Orders.  Now,  they 
would  not  be  punishing  those  parties ;  they 
would  be  punishing  others.  Was  not  the 
arm  of  the  law,  however,  sufficiently  long 
to  reach  those  who  were  really  guilty  ?  The 
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throwing  out  of  t  nnaun  of  m  moch  im- 
portance  u  that  »ai  not  ihi  way  lo  pro- 
ceed. They  might,  even  in  vindicating 
tbair  own  orden,  commit  a  gieat  public 
■ril  in  attampting  to  pvoiih  paniea  who 
were  guilty  of  a  fraod  that  ihey  eonld  not 
reach  after  all.  He  coooluded  by  an- 
nouncing his  intention  to  oppoae  the  Mo- 
tion before  tba  Houae. 

The  Marqueii  of  Cttatricarde,  In  ex- 
planntion,  obterved  that,  notwithstanding 
all  the  allegaiions  they  heard  about  the 
Btandiag  OHeri,  the  reception  of  that  pe- 
tition had  been  an  infringement  upon  them, 
auch  a*  bad  not  lalceo  place  on  any  other 
Railway  Bill  in  England  or  Scoilind. 

The  Earl  of  Baborwgh  then  briefly 
replied. 

The  Duke  of  Wellii^ton  wiihed  lo  make 
only  one  obiervation  on  what  had  fallen 
from  hU  noble  Friend  near  him  (the  Earl 
of  Devon).  There  could  be  no  doubt  that 
the  evidence  went  to  ihow  that  nothing 
more  could  be  charged  against  ihe  direc- 
tora  than  negligence  in  theperrorntance  oF 
their  duty.  He  bad  to  observe,  that  in  the 
commencement  of  the  Report,  the  directora 
had  been  called  upon,  iF  they  thought 
proper,  to  aniwer  those  chargei,  but  at 
they  bad  not  thought  fit  to  do  lo,  he 
thought  the  propoiilion  of  the  noble  Lord 
muat  fall  to  the  ground. 

Od  Question,  that  the  words  proposed  lo 
he  lefi  out  stand  part  of  the  Motion? 
House  divided : — Contents  35;  Non-coa- 
tonta  8  ;  Majority  37. 

Reiohtd  in  the  AffirmiUme,  and  the 
further  consideration  of  the  Billput  off  for 
three  monih^ 

Nbw  Stamdivo  OaoKH.]  The  Mar- 
quess of  Lantdomiu  roie  lo  propose  the 
adopiioD  of  a  Standing  Order  of  whic!i  he 
had  given  notice.  His  attention  had  been 
called  to  ibe  lubject,  in  coniequence  of  a 
court  of  juatiue,  afier  full  considciation, 
having  deteinioed  tbat  a  (pecial  case 
should  bs  made,  for  the  purpose  of  trial  by 
full  court,  of  the  simple  and  leral  qofi* 
lion,  whether  a  person  whose  name  was 
inserted  in  the  Act  of  Variiament,  aU 
ihnugh  there  was  no  proof  oF  his  bavini; 
consented  to  its  beiog  inserleJ,  was  lufK- 
eient  evidence  of  his  being  a  director  of 
the  company  to  which  the  Act  alluded  7 
Whatever  might  Iw  the  result  of  that  pro. 
ceeding,  he  thought  it  was  necessary  for 
the  protection  of  their  Lordahipa  and  the 
public,  that  (hey  should  adopt  the  SUnd* 


ing  Order  he  was  aboot  to  propose.  It 
was  well  known  that  it  was  Ihe  common 
practice  to  insert  namea  of  persons  as  di- 
rectors of  a  company  who  bad  no  Icnow* 
ledga  whatever  of  its  eiistenoe,  for  the 
purposs  of  inducing  the  ignorant  molti> 
tude  to  embark  their  property  in  the  un- 
dertaking. Fur  the  protection  of  the  pnb> 
lie,  therefore,  aa  well  as  of  iodividuiili.  It 
was  necessary  that  soma  auch  Standing 
Order  as  ibat  wliich  be  had  to  propose 
should  be  adopted  by  their  Lordshipi.  The 
noble  Marquess  (hen  laid  on  the  Table  a 
Resolution,  that  when  in  any  Bill  to  be 
hereafter  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
eiiabliihing  a  Company  for  carrying  on 
any  work  or  undertaking,  the  namea  of 
any  person  or  persons  ihould  be  introduced 
as  manager,  director,  propiietor,  or  oiher- 
wiie  concerned  in  carrying  mch  a  Bill 
into  effect,  proof  ihall  be  required  before 
the  Standing  Orders'  Committee,  that  Ihe 
said  perion  or  persons  had  subscribed  their 
names  to  (he  petition  for  the  said  Bill,  or 
to  a  printed  copy  of  the  Bill,  aa  brought 
np  or  introduced  into  the  Houae. 

Motion  to  be  taken  into  further  con- 
sideration on  Friday  next. 

Poor  Law  (Scotlano)  Bill.]  On  the 
Motion  of  the  Duke  of  Bwxleuek,  the  Bill 
Teas  read  a  third  time. 

On  Question,  that  the  Bill  do  pass. 

The  Marquess  of  Breadalbant  aaid,  that 
the  Government  would  best  consult  the 
interest  of  Scotland,  if  they  postponed  the 
passing  of  that  measure  tilt  next  Session, 
If  they  persisted  in  passing  it  during  the 
present,  the  consequence  would  be,  that 
they  would  have  to  briogina  Bill  to  amend 
it  nest  Session. 

Lord  CottenAum  propoMd  to  atrilce  out 
the  17th  Clause,  which  hsd  no  connexion 
with  the  Bill,  and  which  went  to  unite 
South  Leith  to  Edinburgh,  for  the  purpose 
of  parochial  assessment  for  the  poor,  which 
was  in  direct  opposition  to  the  judgment  of 
the  Court  of  Session,  and  that  of  their 
Lordships,  on  the  point  involved  in  it. 

The  Duke  of  BuccUmck  said,  he  could 
not  consent  to  the  omission  of  the  clause. 
The  decision  of  their  Lordships  had  made 
the  alteration  in  the  law  necessary. 

Lord  Campbell  was  surprised  that  Her 
Mojesty's  Government  should  still  persist 
in  this  clause,  which  would  bring  a  re- 
proach on  the  Government.  It  completely 
reverted  the  decision  of  that  Home,  cod- 
tinning  the  decision  of  the  Court  below,  on 
an  appeal  which  he,  as  an  advocate,  nip- 
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ported,  and  his  noble  snd  learned  Friend 
(Lord  Cottenham),  at  Judge,  being  at  the 
time  Lord  Chancellor,  gare  bi>  unpreju- 
diced opinioii  in  farour  of  that  decision. 
He  had  no  heatatlon  in  Mjing,  therefore, 
that  to  attempt  to  upset  it  by  a  clauie  of 
thU  kind  would  be  regarded  as  an  iniqui- 
toui  proceeding.  He  truil«d,  that  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woobacb 
would  not  bentate  to  give  the  Houm  the 
benefit  of  hii  opinion  judicially  upon  the 
■ubiect. 

The  Earl  of  DaOattie  defended  the 
clauie  aa  a  simple  measure  of  justice.  There 
was  no  intention  whatever  in  proposing  it 
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to  impUKU  the  decision  of  that  House,  or 
to  question  the  correctness  of  the  opinion 
as  to  the  law  of  tbe  case  laid  down  bj 
noble  and  learned  Lords  opposite ;  but  he 
was  certainly  astonished  to  bear  it  now 
argued,  that  because  that  House  had  de- 
cided that  the  law  wits  so  and  so,  therefore 
the  Legislature  was  to  be  precluded  from 
altering  it.  He  admitted,  that  by  the 
law,  as  it  existed,  the  parishioners  of  South 
Leith  were  liable  to  be  assessed  for  Edin- 
burgh ;  hut  it  was  moat  unjust  that  they 
should  be  so,  and  he  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  not  refuse  them  relief  by  acceding 
to  this  clanse. 

The  Lord  Chancttior  said,  he  bod  read 
the  case,  aod  looked  at  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  vrould  State  his  impression  as 
briefly  as  possible.  In  the  year  1756  the 
Heriot  Hospital  was  the  owner  of  the 
ground  in  question.  That  hospital  had 
granted  it  under  a  certain  contract  to  the 
persons  under  whom  the  present  parties , 
claimed.  That  was  a  contract  fur  build- 
ing houses,  and  it  was  provided  that,  if 
upon  any  future  occasion  it  should  be 
taken  within  tbe  royalty  of  Edinburgh,  it 
should  pay  poor-rate  burdens  to  that  city. 
It  was  clear  that  the  contract  entered  into 
between  these  parties  could  not  affect  the 
parish  of  Leith,  and  the  land  in  question 
was  liable  to  pay  parochial  burdens  to  the 
parish  of  Leith.  Therefore,  in  conse- 
quence of  this  contract,  if  the  land  in 
question  had  been  included  within  tbe 
royalty  of  Edinburgh,  it  would  have  been 
liable  to  pay  parochial  burdens  both  to 
that  dty  and  to  the  parish  of  Leith.  It 
was  clear  that  that  would  be  the  effect  of 
the  contract  between  the  parties,  because 
no  contract  between  particular  individuals 
could  affect  the  rights  of  the  parish  of 
Leilh.  Tbe  next  point  of  the  case  was 
this— an  Act  of  Parliament  was  passed  ten 
yeui  sft«w«rds  for  thepurpote  of  carry- 


ing tbe  contract  into  effect.  It  veciled 
tbe  terms  and  provisiona  of  tbe  emtraot, 
and  declared  in  express  terms,  aceoidiag 
to  the  stipulations  of  the  contract,  that  the 
spot  in  question  should  be  included  in  Ota 
royalty  of  Edinburgh,  and  contribute  to 
the  public  burdens  of  the  city  of  Edin- 
burgh. It  had  been  said  that  it  diaserend 
or  disjcHned  that  district  from  tbe  rest  of 
the  parish  of  Leith  ;  but  although  it  did 
■0,  it  said,  in  ex{»«as  terms,  it  should  eoa. 
tinue  to  contribute  to  tbe  public  burdens 
of  tbe  parish  of  Leith  as  heretofc«c^  If 
there  had  been  no  Act  of  PatUament,  the 
contract  would  have  imposed  double  bur- 
dens. The  Act  of  Parliament  did  not 
vary  the  case  :  on  the  contrary,  it  confirm- 
ed it,  and  in  express  terms  stipulated  that 
it  should  be  Lable  to  double  burdens. 
That  was  the  case  decided  before  the  Lord 
Ordinary,  and  the  Court  of  Session,  in 
conformity  with  tbe  contract  and  the 
terms  of  the  Act  of  Parliament.  It  after- 
wards came  before  their  Lordships'  House, 
and  was  argued  at  the  bar,  and  their 
Lordships  confirmed  the  decision  of  the 
Court  below  on  the  same  grounds,  via., 
on  the  footing  of  the  contract.  Now  what 
was  tbe  state  of  the  case  ?  The  parties  who 
held  the  property  at  this  time,  held  it  sub- 
ject to  all  tbe  liabilities  of  the  original 
agreement,  by  which  they  were  bound. 
The  agreement  passed  with  the  land,  with 
the  titl^,  and  the  parties  mere  as  much 
bound  by  the  contract  as  the  original  con- 
tractors, and  that  was  the  decision  of  their 
Lordships'  House.  Under  these  circom- 
stancea  what  was  now  proposed  to  be 
done  !  It  had  been  decided  that  tbe  pro- 
perty was  to  be  arranged  between  tbe  par- 
ties by  a  certain  mode.  Their  Lordsbjpi 
were  now  Interposing  after  that  decision, 
and,  by  Act  of  Parliament,  practically  to 
reverse  it.  They  were  saying  this  right 
shall  be  decided  in  a  different  way.  If 
two  parties  litigated  together  in  a  court  of 
law,  and  the  decision  was  in  favour  of  A, 
would  it  be  reasonable  lo  come  to  the  Le- 
gislature and  say,  "Although  the  right  is 
with  A,  we  will  legislate  and  say  that  in 
future  the  right  shall  be  with  B  }"  And 
that  was  really  the  case  in  the  present  in- 
stance. He  hod  been  called  upon  judi- 
cially to  give  bis  opinion,  and  be  felt 
bound,  however  favourably  disposed  to- 
wards tbe  measure,  to  say  that  be  con- 
cutred  in  the  decision  that  had  already 
been  pronounced  on  tbe  question.  What- 
ever decision  their  Lordshipa  might  conw 
to,  be  was  bgtind  to  state  bu  lesd  opinioiii 


ioD  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack.  Uuder  these  circumstances,  he 
should  recommend  hia  noble  Friend  to 
withdraw  the  clause. 

The  Duke  of  Baccleueh,  after  what  had 

fallen  from  his  noble  Friend,  said  he  would 

persist  in  preBsing  the  clause. 
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He  did  not  believe  that  the  parties  antici- 
pated all  the  consequences  of  such  a  con' 
tract— that  thej  would  be  liable  to  be 
taxed  according  to  their  "means  and  sub- 
itaDce,"  and  not  according  to  the  value  of 
the  land.  The  effect  of  it  was  hard,  be- 
cause persons  residing  in  the  district  were 
liable  to  be  taxed,  not  according  to  the 
value  of  the  land,  but  by  their  means  and 
substance,  to  Leith  and  also  to  Edinburgh. 
That  was  no  doubt  a  case  of  extreme  hard- 
ship, but  still  it  was  a  contract,  and  a 
binding  contract.  Whether  their  Lord- 
■liips  would  interpose  and  put  an  end  to  it, 
was  for  their  Lordships  to  determine. 

Lord  Campbell  trusted,  after  the  decla- 
ration  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  on 
the  Woolsack,  that  the  noble  Duke  oppo- 
site (the  Duke  of  Bucdeuch)  would  at 
once  withdraw  the  clause. 

The  Earl  of  Haddington,  speaking  as  a 
legislator,  and  not  judicially,  was  of  opin- 
ion that  the  clause  ought  to  be  retained  ; 
for  the  purpose  of  removing  the  hardship 
complained  of. 

Lord  Collenham  felt  extremely  surprised 
that  the  Government  should  persist  in 
transferring,  by  Act  of  Parliament,  the 
property  belonging  to  one  man  into  the 
hands  of  another.  He  was  4)uite  certain 
that  the  clause  had  been  framed  by  parties 
who  knew  nothing  of  the  facta ;  and  he 
could  not  imagine  how  tlie  clause  could  be 
retained,  after  the  opinion  deliveied  by  his 
noble  and  learned  Friend  the  I<ord  Chan- 
cellor. 

The  Duke  of  WelUn^ion  said,  it  was 
rather  unfortunate,  that  in  the  considera- 
tion of  this  question,  the  abstract  legal 
question  should  have  been  mixed  up  a 
little  with  party  views.  It  certainly  did 
appear  to  him,  when  the  question  was  first 
■larted,  that  the  legal  question  was  brought 
forward  very  much  with  the  view  of  pro- 
moting the  postponement  of  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Bill  to  a  distant  period.  His 
noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack 
had  stated  his  entire  concurrence  in  the 
legal  opinion  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Lords  opposite;  and,  most  undoubtedly, 
notwithstanding  the  law  was  intended  in 
make  a  great  alteration  in  the  system  of 
administering  the  Poor  Law  in  Scotland, 
and  most  particularly  on  this  very  spot — 
in  the  very  locality  which  was  the  subject 
Df  this  clause,  he  felt  that  it  was  absolutely 
impossible  for  the  House,  upon  a  question 
of  this  description,  to  differ  in  opinion  with 
■uch  authorities  as  the  two  noble  and 
learned  Lords  opposite,  backed  bv  the  opia- 
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Lunatic  Astlcms  and  Pacper  Lu- 
natics Bill.]  The  Lord  Chancellor  said, 
he  would  take  the  opportunitjr,  before  tlie 
House  went  into  Committee  on  this  Bill, 
which  was  a  Bill  to  regulate  the  ciire  and 
treatment  of  Lunatics,  of  briefly  stating 
the  nature  and  objects  of  the  measure,- 
The  Euhject  was  one  of  deep  interest,  as 
their  Lordships  would  concur  with  him  in 
thinking,  when  he  told  them  ihst  at  tfaia 
moment  there  were  neariy  21,000  lunatics 
in  England  and  Wales,  a  great  proportion 
of  whom  were  paupers,  who  would  in  s 
certain  degree  corae  within  the  range  of 
the  Bill  now  under  consideration-  Before 
the  year  1774,  before  the  14ih  G^o.  IlL. 
there  was  no  adequate  protection  for  per- 
sons in  that  unhappy  cunditiun  ;  not  only 
was  Ecarcely  any  adequate  protection  af- 
forded to  them  by  law,  hut  they  were 
often  made  the  instruments  of  fraiid  in 
order  to  obtain  po^sesaiun  of  properly,  and 
for  other  unjusliliable  abuses.  The  Sta- 
tute 14th  Geo.  111.  did,  to  a  certain  de- 
gree, afford  a  remedy;  but  ils  provision! 
were  in  many  instances  neglected,  and 
were  in  many  other  instances  found  whnlty 
inadequate  to  meet  the  eviU  they  were  in- 
tended to  remedy.  The  law  remained  in 
this  state  until  1830,  when  a  friend  of 
his,  with  whom  he  »as  on  terms  of  inti- 
macy, in  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
Mr.  Robert  Gordon,  directed  his  attention 
to  the  subject;  and,  after  a  good  deal  of 
consideraiiun ,  embodied  his  views  in  a  Bill, 
which  afterwards  passed  into  a  law,  in  the 
2nd  and  3rd  year  of  the  late  King,  by 
which  Commissioners  were  ap|>ointed  with 
powers  to  license  houses  for  the  reception 
of  lunatics,  within  a  certain  district  round 
the  metropolis,  and  to  visit  establishnienta 
of  this  nature  :tll  over  the  kingdom.  Other 
provisions  were  also  adopted  for  the  pur- 
pose of  remedying  the  evils  to  which  ha 
had  referred.  That  Bill  was  a  mere  tem- 
porary meosure,  to  endure,  he  believed,  for 
three  years,  or  to  the  end  of  the  next  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament.  That  was  a  connder- 
able  improvement.  Former  experiments 
having  fuled,  Parliament  had  no  confi- 
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dene«  that  any  tettlement  of  the  matter 
could  be  efikted  by  this  Act.  The  mea- 
aure,  however,  worked  bo  latufaclorily 
duriog  ihe  period  to  which  he  had  referred, 
that  before  it  expired  it  was  again  renewed, 
with  wme  alterations,  by  the  unanimous 
consent  of  both  Houset  of  Parliament.  It 
continued  in  force  for  another  period  of 
three  or  nearly  four  years,  and  application 
was  again  made  to  Parliament  to  renew 
the  provisions  of  the  Act,  with  further  al- 
terations and  additions  vrhich  experience 
had  su^esled  ;  so  that  the  Act  had  been 
twice  reoewed.  It  was  now  on  the  point 
of  expiring,  after  an  experience  of  twelve 
Tears ;  and  the  satisfactory  manner  in  which 
Its  provisions  had  worked,  the  wholesome 
discipiine  exercised  through  il«  means  ove: 
this  unhappy  ckss  of  persons,  in  the  opin- 
ion of  the  Government,  rendered  it  advis- 
able to  embiidy  its  provisions  in  a  perma- 
nent, measure.  A  noble  Lord  (Lord  Ash- 
ley), one  of  the  Commissioners  under  the 
Act,  who  had  attended  most  sedulously 
the  performance  of  his  duty  as  an  unpaid 
Commissioner,  and  wlio  on  all  occasions 
had  displayed  the  greatest  activity,  wher- 
ever motives  of  humanity  called  for  his  ex- 
ertions, was  the  author  of  this  Bill,  and 
introduced  it  into  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. It  would  be  necessary  for  him  Ic 
(tate,  now  that  the  Act  was  intended  to 
be  made  a  permanent  measure,  what  alter- 
ations, suggested  by  experience,  it  would 
be  desirable  to  introduce  into  the  Bill. 
During  the  last  year,  a  Report  of  the  Lu- 
nacy Commissioners  had  been  laid  on  the 
Tables  of  both  Houses  of  Parliament,  point- 
ing out  the  defects  of  the  existing  system, 
the  manner  in  which  they  might  be  reme- 
died, and  suggesting  various  additions  to 
the  existing  provisions.  The  first  altera- 
tion, which  was  rendered  necessary,  indeed, 
by  the  measure  becoming  permanent,  wan 
the  permanent  appointment  of  Ihe  Com- 
missioners. Ihe  present  Commissioners 
were  twenty  in  number,  of  whom  eleven 
were  paid,  consisting  of  barristers  and  phy- 
sicians, or  medical  practitioners ;  th«  re> 
ntaing  nine  being  gentlemen  who  per- 
formed their  duties  gratuitously  from  mo- 
tives uf  benevolence.  It  was  proposed  by 
the  present  Bill  to  reduce  the  number  uf 
paid  Commisiioners  to  six,  and  of  ihc 
unpaid  Commissioners  to  fire.  The  whole 
number  of  Commissioners,  under  the  pre- 
sent Bill,  would  therefore  be  eleven.  While 
the  measure  was  temporary,  it  followed 
as  a  matter  of  course  that  the  paid  Com- 
missioneri  were  alio  temporary ;  they  were 


IIS8 

renewed  every  year,  and  the  nuM  iitdi- 
viduals  were  retained:  the  gentlemen 
originally  appointed  having  showa  tbeoi- 
selves  most  efficient  in  the  discha^  of 
their  duties.  The  consequence  of  hanng 
Commissioners  appointed  for  such  short 
periods  was,  that  you  could  not  abstract 
them  entirely  from  the  professions  to  whidi 
tbey  belonged,  and  to  whicli  it  would  be 
impossible  for  them  to  return  with  advan- 
tage after  an  absence  of  four  or  five  yeani 
This,  undoubtedly,  led  to  considerable  in- 
convenience ;  for  that  their  profeuioaal 
occupations  should  occasionally  dash  with 
their  attendance  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Commission,  was  inevitable:  it  was,  there- 
fore, thought  expedient,  in  making  ibe 
Commission  permanent,  to  secure  the  atten- 
tion of  its  memberi  excluaiTely  to  tbe 
duties  required  by  it.  They  were  not  la 
be  allowed  to  practise  either  in  the  ptofes- 
sioDs  of  lew  or  medicine,  but  ihey  would 
be  required  to  give  their  entire  attention 
to  the  dutiea  of  their  office  as  Commia> 
sioners.  By  deciding  upon  this,  tbey  wete 
enabled  to  lUminish  the  number  of  Com 
mtsaioners  in  the  proportion  which  he  bad 
just  Slated.  Another  change,  which  had 
been  the  subject  of  some  comment,  was  tbe 
mode  in  which  it  was  propoied  to  remu> 
nerate  them  for  their  aervices.  Under  tbe 
existing  Act,  they  were  paid  by  means  of 
fees  fur  their  attendance  at  boards,  and  a 
certain  allowance  which  they  received  for 
travelling  expenses  in  visiting  the  various 
establishments  of  the  country.  The  acalt 
of  remuneration  was  one  guinea  for  every 
hour  they  attended  at  the  board,  and  five 
guineas  for  every  day's  attendance  in  tha 
country,  besides,  be  believed,  an  additional 

fuinea  for  sustenance  during  the  journey, 
nitead  of  this,  it  was  proposed  to  leaia- 
them  by  means  of  a  fixed  salary ;  for 
considerable  inconvenience  was  fouiul  to 
result  from  the  former  mode;  for  if  the 
whole  eleven  paid  Commissioners  happened 
toattend  a  board,  and  the  proceedings  lasted 
four  or  five  bonis,  the  expense  of  the  board 
might  amount  to  501. ;  and  it  sometimea 
happened  that  scrupulous  members,  fearing 
lest  they  might  be  suspected  of  consulting 
llieir  own  interests  rather  tluin  the  per* 
furmance  of  their  duty  to  the  publie.  wen 
often  unwilling  to  hold  boards.  Ue  WM 
aware  that  the  new  mode  was  i^anled  by 
some  as  calculated  to  lead  to  increased 
expenditure;  but  that  was  a  mistaken  ides, 
for  the  result  would  be  a  saving,  at  h» 
(rusted  he  should  be  able  to  Mtuff  ihait 
Lordships  in  Coramitne.    TbsMlaijpn 


..CoCH^Ic 


Lmiatie  Aiytumt  amd  { Jdlt  39}        Pauper  Lunatics  Bill, 


1189 

posed  to  be  given  tn  each  paid  Commit' 
noner  was  1,500^.  a  jear,  making  a  yearly 
espeDM  of  9,0001.  Tor  the  whole  number; 
and  It  turned  out  on  inquiry  that  the  ex- 
penset  of  the  Commisaion  lait  year  exceeded 
that  sum ;  to  that  their  Lordships  would 
find  a  considerable  diminution  in  expense 
effected  from  circumstances  to  which  he 
irould  now  refer.  By  the  effect  of  this 
Bit),  the  duties  of  the  Commissioners  would 
be  greatly  increased  and  extended ;  so  that 
if  tbey  were  still  paid  by  fees,  they  would 
necessarily  receive  much  larger  incomes 
than  they  obtained  under  the  existing  Act 
for  the  discharge  of  their  additional  duties. 
The  CommissiDners  were  named  in  the 
Bill ;  they  were  not  named  by  him  (the 
Lord  Chancellor],  hut  with  bis  approba- 
tion. They  were  selected  from  the  exist- 
ing Commissioners,  and  were  some  of  the 
most  able  and  most  efficient  of  that  tespeci- 
able  and  honourable  body ;  and  he  felt 
assured  that  all  those  of  their  Lordships 
acquainted  with  the  subject,  and  with  the 
quali6cationB  of  the  gentlemen  so  named, 
would  he  perfectlv  satisfied  that  the  selec- 
tion was  a  most  judiciuus  one.  So  much 
with  regard  to  that  part  of  the  subject. 
He  had  stated  that  the  duties  of  the 
Commissionen  were  to  be  extended.  It 
was  a  very  singular  circumstance,  that 
altboueh  the  Commissioners  had  the  power 
of  visiiing  all  private  asylums,  they  had 
no  power  to  visit  hospitals;  subscription 
hogpttats,  in  fact,  were  oul  of  the  range  of 
the  existing  Act ;  they  were  entirely  out 
of  the  range  of  the  regulations  imposed 
by  law.  It  was  not  necessary  for  a  party  to 
be  received  into  a  subscription  hospital 
that  he  should  have  a  certificate  or  an 
order ;  he  was  received  as  a  matter  of 
course,  and  these  hospitnl.i  could  not  be 
rieited  by  the  Commissioners.  A  provi- 
sion hnd,  therefore,  been  introduced  into 
the  present  Bill,  empowering  the  Commis- 
sioners to  visit  establishments  of  this  de- 
scription ;  and  he  felt  assured  their  Lord- 
riiipa  would  join  with  him  in  thinking  that 
a  due  supervision  and  scrutiny  by  expe. 
rienced  and  intelligeut  persons,  was  just  as 
necessary  in  these  establishments  as  in  pri- 
vate asylums;  would  prove  most  advan- 
tageous for  the  public  interest ;  and  would 
conduce  greatly  to  the  comfort  and  happi- 
ness of  those  subject  to  such  a  calamity, 
and  afford  an  additional  hope  of  their  ulti- 
mate restoration  to  reason.  Another  im- 
provement in  the  Bill,  to  which  he  was 
anxious  to  direct  their  attention,  was  one 
of  considerable  importance.    At  present. 
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paupers  were  confined,  by  order  of  the 
justices,  on  production  of  a  medical  certi- 
ficate ;  but  it  was  not  necessary  that  the 
justice  who  sent  him  into  confinement 
should  see  the  pauper ;  and  it  frequently 
happened  that  paupers  were  sent  into  con- 
finement without  being  seen  by  the  justice 
signing  the  order.  It  was  certainly  neces- 
sary that  the  certificate  should  be  recent ; 
but  everything  was  vague  and  indefinite 
on  this  point.  The  present  IMIl  required 
that  no  pauper  should  be  confined  unless 
he  should  have  been  seen  immediately 
before  by  the  person  signing  the  order, 
and  that  no  medical  certificate  should  be 
allowed  except  where  the  person  signing 
it  had  seen  the  pauper  within  seven  days 
of  the  period  of  his  confinement.  Their 
Lordships,  he  trusted,  would  see  the  great 
importance  of  establishing  salutary  guards 
in  a  system  of  this  description.  Another 
point  which  it  was  material  to  consider  was, 
that  these  visitors  would  be  empowered 
to  examine  and  inspect  any  establishment 
where  any  p»uper  might  be  confined,  or 
was  supposed  to  be  confined.  They  were 
not  to  interfere  with  Poor  Law  Guardians 
or  with  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners ;  but  if 
they  saw  anything  requiring  amendment, 
it  would  be  their  duty  to  report  it  to  the 
Poor  Law  Commissioners,  so  that  it  might 
be  rectified.  Their  Lordships  would  also 
find  a  power  conferred  in  the  Bill  of  visit- 
ing gaols.  This  was  a  materird  provision, 
introduced  into  the  Bill  for  the  purpose  of 
extending  the  operation  of  the  former  Act. 
There  was  another  most  important  paint 
to  which  he  wished  to  draw  their  atten- 
tion. He  did  not  know  how  it  happened, but 
in  the  first  Bill  introduced,  although  every 
establishment  of  this  description  was  liable 
to  inspection,  and  was  put  under  the  juris- 
diction of  the  Commissioners,  when  the 
Bill  came  up  to  their  Lordshiijs'  House,  a 
clause  was  introduced  for  the  purpose  of 
exempting  what  were  called  "single" 
houses — that  is,  houses  where  only  one 
patient  was  confined.  It  was  considered  a 
matter  of  delicacy  that  such  establishments 
should  be  screened.  Now,  it  had  always 
struck  him  that  these,  above  all  others,  were 
the  establishments  which  required  to  be 
examined  and  inspected  with  the  greatest 
degree  of  vigilance,  being  more  liable  to 
be  made  the  means  of  abuse,  and  of  inflict- 
ing cruelty  on  patients.  A  puiver  was 
certainly  given  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  on 
sufficient  information  being  ndiluced  to 
warrant  an  inquiry,  to  direct  an  inspection ; 
but  when  he  informed  their  Lordships  that, 
2Q2 
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fruardiKi)  of  the  penon  of  tbe  lunatic ;  and 
then,  if  there  should  appear  no  prMpect  of 
ultimate  recovery,  the  Lord  Chancellor 
might  ordera  coinmissionofluaacf.  Thna 
were  the  principal  alteratioiu  propoMd. 
There  was  another  subject  to  which  be 
would  briefij  call  their  attention.  At 
present,  persons  who  kept  prirate  asylums 
were  in  the  habit  of  receiving  u  boarders, 
personi  suffering  from  a  nervoua  tempet*- 
raent,  or  a  weak  understanding.  Theae 
individuals  were  without  any  guard  or 
protection,  and  were  allowed  sometimei  to 
execute  instruments  binding  their  ptf>perty. 
Now,  these  cases  it  was  highly  necessaiy 
to  subject  to  some  control ;  the  present 
Bill  prohibited  private  asylums  from  taking 
any  inmstes  of  this  description.  There  was 
another  abuse  tu  which  be  would  also  ad- 
vert. Notwithstanding  the  provisions  <^ 
the  Bill,  and  the  activity  and  vigilance  of 
(he  Commissioners,  it  was  found  impossihlo 
to  detect  all  the  windings  by  which  due 
inspection  was  sometimes  defeated.  The 
Commissioners  were  allowed  to  inspect 
every  part  of  these  asylums ;  but  it  was 
necessary  that  they  should  exercise  their 
utmost  vigilance  to  see,  that  they  discov- 
ered every  part.  In  more  than  one  in- 
stance, series  of  apartments  had  been  dis- 
covered entirely  concealed  from  view,  and 
to  which  the  Commissioners  had  never 
been  allowed  admisaiun.  In  one  instance, 
the  Commisuoners,  by  mere  accideotf  di»> 
covered  three  sleeping  cells  of  such  s 
description  that  they  would  not  have  been 
allowed  foe  a  moment,  if  they  bad  been 
open  to  inspection  ;  and  would,  in  all  prob- 
ability, have  caused  tlie  keeper  of  the 
house  to  lose  his  license.  It  was,  there- 
fore, proposed  in  the  present  Bill,  not  only 
to  empower  the  Commissioners  to  examine 
every  part  of  a  building,  but  to  tnake  it 
the  duty  of  the  keeper  or  superintendent 
to  show  every  part  of  tbe  house,  making 
him  liable,  for  neglect  of  this  duty,  to 
animadversion  and  punishment.  The  noble 
Lard  then  moved  that  the  House  should 
go  into  Committee  on  the  Bill. 

The  Earl  of  EI4on,  in  general,  approved 
of  the  Bin ;  and  he  had  no  inientioa  of 
doing  more  than  moving  that  the  Wame~ 
ford  HoGpitsl,  near  Oxford,  upon  which  a 
private  individual  had  b^towed  several 
thousand  pounds,  be  exempted  from  its 
operation,  he  having  been  entrusted  with 
a  petition  from  tbe  noblemeo  and  gentle- 
men who  superintended  it,  praying  to  that 
effect 

Lord  MwttagU  wu  of  o^umi  ibu  tbe 
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although  he  had  held  the  Great  Seal  for 
several  years,  be  did  not  remember  a  single 
application  of  this  kind  ever  having  been 
miide,  he  apprehended  they  would  be  of 
opinion  that  this  remedy  was  not  ofa  very 
effectual  kind.  One  provision  with  respect 
to  these  houses  was  this :  they  were  not 
obliged  to  make  a  return  until  a  year  after 
the  patient  had  been  placed  there.  Now, 
it  was  notorious  that  there  were  a  great 
number  of  such  houses  in  which  single 
patients  were  confined,  yet  the  number  of 
returns  did  not  exceed  thirty  or  forty 
a  year  ;  and  he  understood  that  it  was  by 
no  means  unusual  to  transfer  patients  from 
one  asylum  to  another.  In  order  to  evade 
the  return.  If  it  were  left  to  him,  he 
confessed  he  should  be  for  placing  these 
establishments  on  precisely  the  same  foot- 
ing as  the  rest.  Such  a  course,  however, 
did  not  seem  palatable  to  their  Lordships; 
and,  as  a  different  course  had  been  pursued 
by  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  he  was 
willing  to  recommend  that  course  for  their 
Lordships'  adoption.  Certificates  would 
be  required,  and  returns  must  be  made  to 
the  Commissioners,  when  any  person  was 
lodged  in  an  establishment  of  this  kind, 
and  a  year  would  not  be  allowed  to  elapse, 
as  formerly.  The  visiting  of  these  estab- 
lishments was  not  to  be  open  to  all  the 
Commissioners;  but  the  Chancellor  was 
to  hnve  the  power  of  selecting  two,  for  the 
purpose  of  private  inspection.  These  pro- 
visions appeared  to  him  a  great  improve- 
ment on  the  farmer  law.  Their  Lotilships 
were  aware,  that  in  a  matter  of  lunacy,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  did  not  put  himself  in 
motion  ;  he  could  only  act  on  an  applica- 
tion being  made  to  him,  upon  which  he 
ordered  an  inquiry,  if  tbe  case  seemed  to 
warrant  it ;  after  which  he  look  possession 
of  the  property,  and  made  an  order  for  its 
proper  application.  But  a  party  might 
possess  a  great  deal  of  property,  and  might 
be  confined  in  a  lunatic  asylum — perhaps 
in  an  asylum  for  the  reception  of  one  pa- 
tient merely,  on  ihe  certificate  of  a  medical 
man,  without  any  commission  whate' 
issuing.  unle!<B  a  petition  were  made  to  1 
Lord  Chanceilor  for  that  purpose.  What 
became  of  the  property?  It  was  wholly 
unprotected  ;  and,  in  many  instances,  those 
who  had  obteioed  possessiou  of  it,  after 
paying  the  allowance  for  the  lunatic  in  an 
asyluii:  for  a  year  or  two,  dissipated  or  lost 
the  whole  of  it.  Many  such  cases  had 
come  under  his  own  notice.  Under  this 
Bill,  the  Lord  Chancellor  was  empowered 
to  apDoint  a  receiver  of  the  pcopert;,  aad  a 
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certainty  of  a  defpree  of  superviiion  and 
inspection,  would  be  a  guarantee  for  the 
introduction  of  all  the  improved  practice  of 
treatment  into  those  institutions,  and  would 
induce  persons  more  readiljr  to  endow  them ; 
and  he  wat  sorr;  that  tbe  Bill  was  not 
extended  to  Ireland. 

House  in  Committee.  Amendment! 
made.  Report  thereof  to  be  received  on 
Thuradajr. 

The  House  adjourned  at  11  o'clock, 
until  Thursday. 
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Sb*ll  Dbbts  (No.  3)  Bru.]  On  the 
Quesiion,  that  the  Smalt  Debts  Bill  (No. 
3)  be  read  a  third  time, 

Mr.  H.  Berkeley  saii,  he  would  be  sorry 
to  cause  any  impediment  to  the  passing  of 
this  Bill;  inasmuch  as  he  admitted  that  it 
contained  a  great  deal  of  good.  He 
thought  that  much  evil  would  be  inflicted 
on  the  people  by  (he  exercise  of  that  power 
given  to  the  Secretary  of  Stale  by  the  8th 
Clause.  The  Secretary  of  State  was  by 
this  clause  empowered  to  extend  or  dimin- 
ish the  jurisdiction  of  the  courts,  so  as  to 
equalise  them  all.      Ha  hoped  that  the 


liter  i 

Sir  J,  Graham  could  hold  out  no  hope 
of  the  kind  ;  for  he  considered  tbe  clause 
to  be  highly  necessary  to  give  effect  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill. 

Bill  read  a  third  time  and  passed. 

Rbodlition  of  Customs.]  The  Cus- 
toms Regulation  Bill  was  read  a  Third 
time. 

Mr.  Wainn  trusted  that  vessels  relum- 
ing to  a  British  port  in  ballast,  after  landing 
a  cargo  at  another  British  port,  would  be 
exempted  from  the  pilotage  dues  exacted 
from  foreign  vessels.  The  hon.  Member 
moved  to  leave  certain  words  to  give  effect 
to  this  distinction. 

Captain  Pecketl  seconded  the  Amend- 

Mr,  Carry  thought  the  Amendment  was 
brought  forward  at  too  late  a  period  of  tbe 
Session ;  and  he  should  distinctly  oppose 
any  alteration  in  the  clause. 

Tbe  House  divided  on  the  Question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out 
stand  part  of  the  Bill: — Ayes  11  ;  Noes 
26 :  Majority  15. 

Liit  of  the  Aees. 

Bouverie,  bon.  E.  P.  Siewan,  P.  M. 

Barring,  Dr.  Tufnell,  tl. 

Bralherton,J.|  VVarburton,  [I. 

Dennisiouo,  J.  Yorke,  11.  R. 
Ilawe!i,B.  TELLEas. 

Henley,  J.  W.  Wawn,  J.  T. 

Palmer,  G.  Pechell,  Capt. 

L^t  of  the  Noes. 

Arltwrigbt,  G.  NoTihlaod,  Visct. 

Baring,  n.  hr>.  W.  B.  Peel,  J. 

Bruce,  Lord  E.  Polliill,  F. 

Buller,  Sir  J.  Y.  Saodon,  Visct. 

Cripps,  W.  Smith,  ri.hn.T.  B,  C. 

UenisoD,  E.  B.  Somerset,  Lord  G. 

Divctt,  E.  SpcMiner,  R. 

Forester, hn.  G.C.W,  !>ui too,  lion.  II.  M. 

Frema(itle,rl.hD.SirT.  Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 

Fuller,  A,  £.  Trotter,  J. 

Goulburn,  rt.  hoD.  H.  Wellesley,  Lord  C. 

Itamilion,  G.  A.  tellers. 

Meynell,  Capt. 
Niclioli,  rt.  baa,  J 


Cardoell,  K. 
Young,  J. 


Bill  passed. 

Joint  Stock  BtNKS  (Scotland  a\d 
iRELitNn).]  On  tbe  Motion  for  going 
into  Committee  upon  the  Joint  Stoik 
Banks  (Scotland  and  Ireland)  Bill, 

Mr,  Bouverie  objected  to  the  measure, 
because  it  was  to  have  a  retrospective  ef- 
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feet,  and  would  counteract  that  Act  of  ttie 
Le^slature  which  had  been  passed  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Seiuon  upon  the 
subject,  upon  ibe  faith  of  which  engage- 
ments had  been  entered  into  which  would 
be  siriouslj  ttfiected  by  this  Bill,  if  it  was 
permiited  to  pass  into  a  law.  He  should, 
therefore,  move  that  it  be  committed  this 
dav  three  months. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  iaid, 
that  he  did  not  think  the  hon.  Member  was 
borne  out  in  his  statement  by  the  facta  of 
the  case.  He  merely  wished  the  House  to 
gOi  pro  Jbrmd,  into  Committee  now,  for 
the  purpose  of  postponing  the  arguments 
upon  it  until  Friday  next,  when  it  would 
be  recommitted,  and  when  the  extent  of 
the  objections  to  the  measure  could  be 
satisfactorily  known.  There  wa«  to  be  a 
meeting  of  Scotch  bankers  to-morrow  on 
the  Biibjcct. 

Mr.  H.  M.  Stewart  protested  against  the 
principle  of  pressin);  forward  this  Bill,  be- 
cause the  Scotch  bankers  were  said  to  be 
favourable  to  it.  They  would,  of  course, 
be  glad  that  thii  measure  ghould  pais ; 
because  it  would  have  the  effect  of  increas- 
ing their  monopoly,  and  preventing  new 
banks  being  established.  This  was  a  ques- 
tion which  ought  to  be  decided  by  the 
mercantile  intereats  of  Scotland,  who  were 
directly  opposed  to  it.  He  merely  asked 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  delay  this 
Bill  until  they  could  fairly  take  the  opin- 
ion of  the  people  of  Scotland   upon  its 

The  House  went  into  Committee. 

Clauses  were  agreed  to. 

The  House  resumed.  Report  to  be  re. 
ceived. 

The  House  then  adjourned  till  fire 
o'clock. 

St*ndinq  Orders — Railwats.^]  At 
the  five  o'clock  sittings,  ihe  Report  of  the 
Staodiog  Orders'  Revision  Committee  was 
further  coneidered. 

Various  Amendments  were  agreed  to. 

On  Standing  Order  39a,  the  Committee 
proposed  that  the  amount  of  deposit  on 
railway  shares  should  be  one'tenth,  or  10 
per  cent.,  instead  of  5  per  cent. 

l^rd  G.  Somerset  said,  the  Committee 
made  this  proposition  on  the  expectation 
that  speculaiion  would  be  as  rife  this  year 
as  it  was  at  present,  and  in  consequence  of 
the  recent  disclosures  in  Parliament,  il  was 
necessary  to  procure  a  more  respectable 
body  of  shareholders.  The  Amendment 
of  Standing  Order  128  had  reference  to 


Ireland,  and  required  that  noticM  to  land- 
bolden  should  be  deposited  with  tho  clerks 
of  the  Unions. 

On  the  Question  that  th«  Amendment 
be  read  a  second  time, 

Sir  R,  Fergtuon  considered  such  a  sudden 
call  upon  alt  railways  would  work  moit 
detrimentally  to  the  schemes  as  puUie 
works,  and  prove  a  source  of  very  coosideT' 
able  injustice  to  those  persons  who  had 
already  signed  contracts  upon  the  faith  of 
their  being  required  to  deposit  only  5^  per 
cent.  He  moved  to  omit  the  words  "  od»- 
tenth"  for  the  purpose  of  inserting  "  one- 
twentieth." 

Sir  G.  CUrk  hoped  the  House  would 
agree  to  the  Amendment  suggested  by  the 
Committee  in  their  Report.  ConsideriDg 
the  mania  for  speculation  which  had  been 
exhibited  in  ibis  country  during  the  past 
year,  and  the  mode  in  which  the  share  lists 
bad  been  proved  to  have  been  filled  up,  he 
considerea  that  the  Committee  were  per- 
fectly justiGed  in  iheir  recommendKtion, 
and  that  the  House  ought,  upon  public 
grounds,  to  adopt  it.  Were  the  Standing 
Orders  so  amended,  the  public  would  ha*e 
some  security  for  the  completion  of  the 
projects  by  the  necessarily  increased  re- 
spectability of  the  parties  promoting  tbem. 

Mr.  SluaH  WortUy  also  lu^ested  the 
eitreme  inconvenience  that  would  be  caused 
to  shareholders  in  projected  companies  by 
the  adoption  of  this  rule. 

Dr.  Bomring  observed,  that  the  effect  of 
the  rule  would  be  to  give  an  un&ir  advan- 
tage in  the  case  of  those  railroads  which 
were  already  formed,  and  to  operate  u  a 
great  injustice  on  those  which  were  only 
projected. 

Mr.  E.  B.  DmUon  said,  that  the  effect 
of  this  order  would  be  most  unjust  on  those 
shareholders  who  had  signed  the  Parlia- 
mentary deeds  on  the  faith  of  the  existing 
orders,  and  who  had  been  led  to  believe 
that  only  a  certain  amount  would  be  de- 
manded of  them  until  an  Act  of  Parliament 
was  obtained. 

Mr.  Greene  observed,  that  the  injustice 
of  the  proposed  arrangement  might  be  ob- 
viated by  confining  its  operation  to  compa- 
nies hereafter  to  be  projected,  and  not  ap- 
plying it  to  those  which  were  prorisionally 
registered,  or  in  which  the  deposits  had 
been  paid  and  the  deeds  signed. 

Lord  G.  Somertet  said,  that  some  such 
regulation  as  this  appeared  absolutely  ne- 
cessary, in  order  to  stop  the  mania  for  spe- 
culating in  railway  aharos.  He  doubted 
very  much  whetlur  the  nils  wonld  be 


..CoCH^Ic 


1197 


CoMtf 


{JPLT  29} 


Colantl  Lattlour. 


11! 


found  to  QptMe  §0  injurioutl^  u  wu  lup- 
powdi  and  wbeth«r  the  etuea  in  which  ihe 
incremwd  depoiit  nould  be  readily  paid 
would  not  10  far  preponderate  as  to  render 
it  tcarcelj  neceuary  to  consider  the  others. 

Sir  R.  Fergutou  did  not  coniider  that 
the  alteration  would  prove  any  guarantee 
that  the  share  liiti  were  not  filled  up  bj 
fictitious  names  in  the  very  tame  manuer 
Si  heretofore.  However,  as  the  feeiiog  of 
the  House  seemed  to  be  in  favour  of  the 
proposition  of  the  noble  Lord,  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  withdrawD.  Numerous  al- 
terations in  the  Standing  Orders  agreed 


CiSB  OF  CobONBL  Lauiodr.]  Mr.  Mil' 
ntr  GUitott  row  to  move— 

*■  That  a  Select  Comcnittee  be  appointed,  to 
invesligate  iha  allagsliont  conUined  in  Ihs 
Petition  of  Colonel  Auguilus  fiaulour,  pre- 
sented to  this  Home  June  the  etb,  1844,  aoi] 
printed  with  the  Votes  June  the  a6th,  1844, 
aod  to  report  their  opInioD  lo  the  House." 

The  claim  was  founded  upon  these  circum- 
stances. Certain  regulations  were  issued 
by  the  Colonial  Office  in  December,  1838, 
relative  to  the  granting  of  lands  at  the 
Swan  River,  and  containing  a  stipulation 
for  reclaiming  them  within  a  period  of 
twenty -one  years.  Inconformity  with  these 
regulation «,  Colonel  Lauiour  expended  a 
sum  of  40,000/.,  and  sent  Out  200  labourers 
to  (he  settlement;  but  a  question  had  sub- 
sequently arisen  whether  these  regulmions 
weie  binding  upon  the  Government.  This 
being  the  ground  of  the  doubt,  subsequent 
regtiTalions  were  issued  in  January,  1829, 
declaring  that  if  lands  were  not  reclaimed 
within  ten  yean,  they  should  revert  abso- 
lutely to  the  Crown.  In  this  stale  of  af- 
fairs, the  Crown  having  set  up  a  claim  to 
the  possession  of  Colonel  Lautour'a  lands 
at  the  expiration  of  ten  years,  and  the 
claim  being  contested,  the  question  was 
referred  to  the  law  officers  of  the  Crown, 
and  both  the  Attorney  and  Solicitor  Ge- 
neral gave  their  opinions  that  the  regula- 
tions of  1 8'28  were  binding.  Subsequently, 
however,  the  present  Government  referred 
the  question  to  Sir  Thomas  Wilde,  and  be 
declared  that  the  former  opinion  was  de- 
Hvered  upon  an  imperfect  statement  and 
an  erroneous  view  of  the  case,  and  stated 
that  he  had  then  no  doubt  that  the  regula- 
tions of  1838  weie  invalid,  because  they 
had  not  been  officially  promulgated.  An 
a^otenti  however,  was  raised  that  Colonel 
Lwitooi  kad  put  hiintclf  out  of  oourt  by 


his  own  admission,  in  a  letter  addressed  to 
Mr.  Horace  Twiss  when  Under  Secretary 
for  the  Colonies,  in  which  the  petiiioner 
assured  that  functionary  that  his  capital 
had  been  invested  on  the  faith  of  the  ori- 
ginal regulations,  and  expressed  a  hope 
that  he  should  not  be  considered  intrusive 
in  "  soliciting  the  indulgence"  of  twenty- 
oue  years  instead  of  ten.  Now,  this  might 
be  said  to  be  a  courteous  mode  of  insisting 
upon  a  right;  and,  as  in  all  contracts  be- 
tween the  Crown  and  its  Huhjects,  a  gener- 
ous and  forbearing  construction  ought  to 
be  put  upon  the  terms,  he  trusted  that  no 
advantage  would  be  taken  of  this  expres- 
sion of  Colonel  Lautour's,  even  if  it  were 
an  inadvertence.  It  appeared  to  him  that 
this  claim  of  Colonel  Latour's  was  founded 
upon  justice,  and  he  hoped  it  would  re- 
ceive the  iudulgeut  consideration  of  the 
Government. 

Mr.  G.  IV.  Hope  said,  it  was  admitted 
on  the  part  of  Colonel  Lautour,  that  if  he 
was  only  entitled  under  the  regulations  of 
1829,  he  bad  do  claim  whatever.  Now, 
the  publication  of  the  regulations  was 
essential  to  their  validity,  and  there  was 
not  the  slightest  evidence  that  those  of 
December,  1828,  ever  were  published.  »ir 
Thomas  Wildei  in  his  more  recent  opinion, 
declared  most  decisively  that  there  was  no 
claim  under  the  regulations  of  1828.  [Mr. 
Gibion  :  Because  they  bad  not  been  pub- 
lished.] There  were  other  reasons  also. 
Colonel  Lautour  had  not  complied  with  the 
conditions.  Sir  Thomax  VViJJe  stated,  as 
the  hon.  Member  had  said,  that  bis  former 
opinion  was  founded  upon  an  imperfect 
statement  of  the  case.  The  fact  was,  that 
Colonel  Lautour  had  got  100,000  acres  to 
which  he  had  no  title,  and  then  he  came 
forward  with  that  aa  a  ground  why  he 
should  get  140,000  more.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman then  read  a  letter  from  Colonel 
Lautour,  written  at  the  latter  end  of  the 
year  1829,  and  received  at  the  Colonial 
Office  in  the  January  following,  and  which, 
he  contended,  was  in  itself  a  sufficient  an- 
swer to  the  claim. 

Mr.  Mitner  Gihton  would  not  press  the 
Motion  to  a  division  ;  hut  he  trusted  that 
he  bad  said  enough  to  induce  Her  .Majes- 
ty's Uoveroment  to  take  the  subject  into 
their  consideration. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  to  seven 
o'clock. 
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HOUSE    OF   COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  July  30,  1845. 


IScotlMd)  Bill.— By  Sir  1 
fcir,  ALdomep,  ind  Biirgctn 
r  MuDldpal  CoipoiHiaDi  (li 


The  House  met  at  ivelve  o'clock. 

Scinde]  Mr.  Hume  wished  to  ask  ihe 
Chancellor  of  ihe  Exchequer,  whether 
any  iosiiiiPtioiis  had  been  sent  out  by  Gn- 
«eriinicnt,or  Ihe  Board  o1' Control,  relative 
to  rhe  division  orthe  plunder  taken  in  Sciuile; 
and  iT  «a,  whether  the  right  hOR.  Gentle. 
ninn  wtjulcl  object  lo  ihe  protluction  of  a 
copy  of  any  minute  of  Council  on  the  aub- 

Tlie  Chancellor  of  the  Exckequenaid, 
thai  ibe  suhjecl  was  ai  present  under  the 
consideraiion  of  the  Treasury  and  ihe 
Board  of  Control. 

Mr.  Hume  wished  loknow  whether  any 
miuuie  on  the  subject  would  be  ready  lo 
be  sen)  out  by  the  India  mail,  which  would 
leave  on  Monday? 

The  ChanceUoT  of  the  Exchequer  hardly 
thought  that  it  would  be  ready  by  that 
time. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Education  ik  Malta.]  Mr.  C. 
£ul/ersaiil,  he  undetstood  that  the  hon. 
Member  the  Undersecretary  of  the  Colo- 
nies was  prepared  to  give  bd  answer  to  ihe 
queilion  of  »hich  he  had  given  notice  re- 
epcting  Ihe  slate  or  education  in  Malta. 
He  was  anxiout  to  be  informed  as  to  ihe 
measures  taken  by  the  Government  lo 
carry  out  the  recommeodationt  of  the 
Commissioners  with  respect  to  the  promo- 
lion  of  education  in  that  Colony.  T' 
population  of  lbs  Colony  amounted 
1 18,000  persona,  a  number  (o  very  c( 
siderable,  that  it  rendered  the  duty  of  pro- 
moting educBlioii  amongst  them  more  im. 
perative  on  the  GoverniTiVnt.  The  re 
ventieoftbeColunyaraouDled  to  120,000/. 


or  a  little  more  than  If.  per  bead  pa 
annum  ;Bnd,acGoiding  to  the  geoeral  prin- 
ciples on  which  we  acted  with  recpect  to 
those  Colonies  which  bad  large  popula- 
tions, a  sum  proportionate  lo  the  popala- 
ttOD  and  the  revenue  ought  to  be  expend- 
ed in  promoting  education  amongst  the 
people.  On  looking  at  the  Esliraaiea,  bow- 
ever,  he  found  that  only  4,000/.  bad  been 
expended  in  promoting  education  amoogft 
Ive  inhabitants  of  Malta.  This 
!  thought,  was  not  sufficient  f<>r 
pose.  Great  hopes  had  been  ex- 
the  Colony  by  the  Report  of  the 
it  was  understood 
le  renuli  of  thai  Report,  the  Go 
would  adopt  measures  for  the 
education  of  young  men,  to  as  lo  qualify 
them  to  undertake  the  duties  of  acbool- 
masters  on  their  return  to  Malta.  Wiih 
that  view  two  young  men  were  sent  frooi 
Malta  lo  London  for  the  purpose  of  edu- 
cation in  one  of  the  model  schools  here. 
Unfortunately  one  of  these  young  meo 
died  here.  The  other  remained  until  bit 
educBtion  was  completed ;  but  on  his  re- 
turn to  Malta  it  was  found  that  after  the 
expenses  incurred  on  bis  account,  there 
was  no  employment  for  him  as  a  teacher, 
and  he  was  at  length  placed  at  a  clerk  io 
one  of  ihe  Government  depjriments,  Hn 
should  be  glad  tn  bear  tome  explanation 
on  tliitsubjrcl. 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  said,  that  it  was  not 
his  intention  on  that  occasion  lo  enter  into 


the  geoeral  (jiiesiion  bb  lo  the  stale  of 
education  in  Malta;  but  he  vould  stale 
from  his  own  knovfledge  that  there  was  & 
strong  disposition  on  the  pari  of  the  Go- 
vernment here  and  at  Malta  to  consult 
the  wishes  of  the  inhabitanls  in  ever; 
measure  adopted  for  their  improvement, 
and  many  ihingt  had  been  already  done 
in  the  Colony  with  that  view.  But  it  was 
heardly  necessBry  for  him  to  ssj  that  in  a 
population  like  that  of  Malta,  many  local 
prejudices  existed  calculated  to  impedo 
any  general  measures  for  their  improve- 
ment, particularly  with  respect  to  educa- 
tion. An  attempt  had  been  made  to  found 
an  University  there;  but  he  was  torry  to 
say  that  it  had  not  had  that  aucccu  on 
which  its  promoters  bad  calculated,  Thia 
had  arisen  partly  from  the  fact  that  il  bad 
been  planned  on  too  great  a  icale.  and 
partly  from  the  circumstaoce  that  the  g«»> 
tieman  who  had  been  selected  at  iba  pt(» 
tideot  of  the  College,  and  tboae  who  wcra 
iolciulod  to  act  with  him,  did  not  woifc 
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well  It^elher.  Thit  gentleman  was  re- 
moved,  and  h»  place  was  lupplied  by 
a  Roman  Catholic  from  the  College  oF 
Sionyhunt,  whose  tiigb  character  and 
qualificaliont  gave  good  ground  for 
hoping  that  under  bis  care  education 
would  he  greatly  promoted  in  the  Colony. 
It  ws>  not  correct,  then,  to  tay  that  the 
iniereitsof  the  inhabilanta  as  to  educa- 
tion bad  been  neglected  —  far  from 
it.  Fuurteen  primary  achooli  had  been 
already  ettablished.  and  the  College  had 
been  re-otganized  on  a  dilTerent  basis 
from  iia  original  foundation.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  not  correct  in 
■aying  that  only  a  sum  q(  4,000/.  bad 
been  voted  Tor  the  promotion  of  educa- 
tion. The  Tact  was,  that  the  sum  was 
much  Dearer  to  5,000'.:  and  more  would 
be  provided  (as  we  understood)  if  re- 
quired ;  and  it  was  expected  that  another 
report  on  the  subject  would  soon  be  made 
by  the  Government  of  Malta, 

Subject  dropped. 

Oo  the  Question  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
leave  the  Chair  to  go  into  Committee  of 
Supply, 

Abuses  under  thb  Incoub  Tax.] 
Mr.  Fielden  said,  before  going  into  Coin- 
mitiee  of  Supply,  he  wished  to  bring 
foTwrird  a  MoiioD  of  which  he  had  given 
notice,  relative  to  the  treatment  he  and 
others  had  received  under  the  Income 
Tax  Act.  He  did  intend  to  state  the  case 
he  was  going  iaio  on  the  Report  o(  the 
Vote  of  15,000/.  granted  by  the  Houie 
lo  defray  the  expenses  ol'  sheriffs  and  of 
officers  of  tbe  Court  of  Exchequer ;  but 
the  Report  was  brought  up  at  near  two 
o'clock  in  the  morniog,  and  that  he 
thought  a  (ufficient  apology  for  not  avail, 
ing  himsell'of  the  opportunity.  He  wish- 
ed to  know  lomeihing  about  that  Court 
of  Exchequer— whether  persons  against 
whom  its  procei*  iiaued  were  allow- 
ed to  be  heard  in  their  defence  or 
not,  for  until  lately  he  did  not  know  ihut 
an  Engliibman  could  be  drawn  into  a 
court,  and  his  goods  teiied  by  its  order, 
without  having  an  opportunity  of  stating 
to  tbe  court  in  tome  way  his  reason  why 
the  seizure  should  not  take  place.  He 
thought  be  was  justified  in  putliog  this 
question  to  the  First  Lord  of  tbe  Trea- 
■ury  ;  for  it  so  happened  that  in  tbe  year 
1844  three  piocessei  bad  been  issued 
■gsiut  himaeif  and  bJi  brother*  out  of  that 


Court  of  Exchequer  for  the  recovery  of 
Income  Tax  for  profiti  on  trade  for  the 
years  1839,  1840,  and  1341,  and  for  the 
years  1840,  1841,  and  1842,  when,  so  far 
from  having  realized  a  proRt  oo  tbe  average 
of  either  the  first  three  years  or  the  second 
three  years,  they  had  incurred  a  heary 
loss  in  both  periods.  They  bad  submiiied 
proofs  of  that  to  the  Income  Tax  Commis- 
sioners at  Rochdale,  the  truth  of  which 
was  not  denied  ;  but  they  confirmed  their 
asiessments,  and  his  goods  were  seized 
and  sold  by  the  sherilT'— goods  were  taken 
and  sold  to  an  amount  exceeding  the  de- 
mand, and  no  account  had  been  rendered 
to  hiin  and  his  brothers.  He  and  hia 
brothers  had,  it  would  seem,  therefore, 
been  sued  by  the  locome  Tax  officers  in 
tbe  Cuurt  of  Exchequer,  and  a  judgment 
had  been  obtained,  and  his  goods  taken, 
all  without  his  having  an  opportunity  of 
appearing  before  the  Court  to  prove  the 
injustice  of  the  demand.  He  did  not  un- 
derstand such  law  as  that;  and  when  ihe 
House  was  asked  to  vote  a  sum  of  money 
to  sustain  that  Court  or  its  officers,  he 
thought  it  was  a  fitting  opportunity  to 
state  to  the  House  the  complaint  he  had 
to  make  against  the  Court,  its  officers, 
and  all  those  who  were  executing  the  ex- 
traordinary powers  of  the  new  and  hateful 
law  of  taxation  under  which  we  were 
living.  He  (Mr.  Fielden)  knew  that,  in 
his  own  case,  the  conduct  of  those  who 
were  executing  that  act  was  most  arbitrary 
and  unjust ;  and,  as  he  feared  very  cruel 
acts  of  injustice  were  perpetrated  on 
others,  perhaps  less  able  to  bear  up 
against  iha  grievance,  and  less  able  to 
mske  their  wrongs  knowo,  he  brought  his 
case  forward  in  order  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  and  the  Minister*  to  the 
subject.  He  knew  that  injustice  had 
been  done  in  his  own  case,  and  he  wished 
to  have  an  opportunity  of  proving  it  some* 
where  before  a  Commiilee  of  that  House, 
A  notice  of  anotlier  process  being  issued 
against  himself  and  brothers  had  been  re- 
ceived by  them,  dated  the  9ih  of  July  in- 
Biani,  and  it  raa  thus: — 

"  Offitefar  Stamp*  a»d  TattM, 
Somerttt  Bmat,  London,  Jufy  0, 
"  Gentlemen  —  Her  Majesty's  Commis- 
sioners of  Stamps  and  Taxes  bavin;  directed 
immediate  process  to  be  issued  for  your 
arrears  of  taxes  returned  into  the  Exchequer, 
I  beg  to  inforra  you  that,  in  order  to  save  ib« 
expenses  of  a  levy  by  Uie  sheriff,  tbe  aawoDl 
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mail  be  paid  to  Mr.  P«tet  Onaared,  of  Tod> 
raorden,  the  colleclor,  befont  ibe  tPth  inilaDl. 
—I  am,  Genttemen,  your  obedient  Mrrant, 
"  J.  Ttuu, 
"  Solicitor  for  Staoipi  and  Tasai. 
"  AtTMr*  due  lOib  of  Oeiobar,  1&44— 

Property  Tm,  1751. 
'■  Meuri.  Fielden,  Brolben." 

To  thiacominanicalion  tbe]r(Mr,  Fieldeo 
ud  hit  bratheri)  replied  si  (ollowa : — 
"  Todmonbit,  July  10. 
"  Sir — We  have  thii  day  receired  youri  of 
ll<e  0th  inslant,  which  iaforma  qs  Ihit  the 
Cotnmiationen  of  Stamp*  and  Taxes  Fiave 
directed  immediate  process  to  be  issued  for 
out  arrears  of  taxes,  due  oa  the  10th  of  Octo- 
ber last.  Ai  we  bad  writteo  a  letter  to  Mr. 
Gibbi,  of  Bury,  and  polled  it  lo-day, 
lubiect  to  which  your  letter  refers,  we  h 
enclose  you  a  copy  thereof,  and  requesi 
lay  the  same  before  the  CommissiaD 
their  cons  id  era  lion,  and  acquai  nt  ui  with  their 
decision  tbereoo. — We  are.  Sir,  your  obedient 
lerTanis,  FtBuna,  BBoraaBS. 

"  J.  Timm,  Esq^  Solicitor  for 
Stampi  ai>d  Taxes,  Somer- 
set Honsei  Xiondon." 

The  follo*iDg  wu  the  letter  enclosed :  — 
"  Todmonia,  July  10. 
"  Sir—A  schedule  haa  been  delivered  ti 
us  by  Mr.  P.  Urmerod,  assessor  for  Todmor 
den  and  Walsden,  requiring  a  return  of  youi 
proAts  on  trade  for  the  year  1845,  ending  the 
3th  of  A|iril,  1846.  It  is  impossible  before 
the  year  has  expired  to  make  inch  a  return. 
The  returns  we  ha>a  made  for  each  of  the  last 
three  yean  have  been  altoiteiher  set  aside  by 
th«  Com  mini  oners  at  Rochdale,  who  have  as- 
aeiied  us  in  such  amount  for  each  year  as  they 
thought  fit,  giiing  us  notice  thereof,  and  of  the 
days  of  appeal.  We  appealed  against  each 
asseaiment.  On  our  appeal  a^inst  the  as- 
sessment for  the  first  year,  Mr.  J.  Fielden  was, 
as  required,  first  twnrn,  then  eiamined,  than 
told  by  the  cnairman  that  the  Coniniis)ianera 
were  inrested  with  extraordinary  powers  of 
inquiry,  and  ihen  had  a  precept  ^itfo  to  him 
to  be  filled  up  and  returned  within  seven 
dajs,  requiring  a  debtor  and  creditor  account 
of  our  gross  and  net  prolili  for  the  year,  which 
aecouoi  was  to  be  very  full  and  particular. 
We  returned  the  precept  within  the  leTen 
days,  and  stated  the  only  way  in  which  we 
couhi  make  out  a  debtor  and  creditor  account 
■n  the  manner  the  precept  appeared  to  us  to 
require.  To  this  communication  we  have  re- 
ceived no  answer  from  the  Commissioners, 
neither  did  they  in  the  year  of  assesaraenl 
make  known  to  us  the  result  of  our  appeal, 
although  instruction*  haw  to  act  in  our  case 
ware  aenl  to  tbtn  from  the  Office  of  Stampa 


and  Taxes,  Somenat  Hooae,  which  iBslne- 
tiont  were  not  obeyed.  To  prove  the  Irotb  of 
OUT  return  for  the  second  year,  1843,  ending 
the  3ih  of  April,  1844,  Mr.  John  Fielden 
attended  the  Commissioners  on  the  appeal 
day,  and  offered  to  produce  our  books,  if 
required.  They  said  they  did  not  want  to  ae* 
them,  and  that  thay  did  ooldiibalieve  hisalale- 
ment;  but  they  coofirmed  their  aaaeaameni^ 
subject,  however,  to  a  reviiion,  if,  on  the  5th 
day  of  April  following,  we  could  satisfy  the 
Commissioners  that  our  profits  on  the  cur- 
rent year  did  not  amount  to  the  sum  Ibey 
had  assessed  us  at.  The  chairman,  on  an- 
nouncing the  decision  of  Ibe  Board,  nid  that 
'they  had  been  inttrueted  by  the  officials  pn- 
tent  how  to  act.'  In  making  our  i«iam  for 
the  third  year,  1844,  ending  the  5tli  of  April, 
1B45,  we  adopted  a  form  sent  to  ux  by  iha 
receiving  inspector,  Mr.  Walker,  who,  in  a 
letter  accompanying  it,  taid,  '  At  pmoiiscd 
on  the  appeal  day,  I  beg  to  aend  yon  ■  skel- 
eton account  of  income  tax,  and  which,  I 
suppose,  will  ba  satisfactory  to  the  Coauiis. 
tioners  if  madaoot  in  Ihit  way.'  Onraocoao^ 
however,  made  out  id  that  way  did  not  talitfj 
tlie  Commissioneri,  but  they  reduced  tbeit 
aisesiment  from  24,000^.  to  12,000/.  Our  re- 
turns as  to  proSt  on  our  trade  have  all  been 
'nothing,'  taking  the  average  of  the  three 
years  retpectively,  in  conformity  with  mla  1, 
section  100,  of  the  Income  Tax  Act  The 
first  three  years  embraced  1830,  1840,  and 
1B41 ;  the  second  three  years  embtmeed  1840, 
1841,  and  1842}  the  third  three  years  em- 
braced 1841, 1843,  and  1843  ;  all  which  ^ears, 
with  the  esceptioD  of  the  last,  were  notonouily 
years  of  bad  trade  and  falling  prices,  canting 
heavy  losses  to  the  holders  of  large  slocks  of 
manufaoiored  colton  fabrics,  which  w*»  oat 
case.  Said  four  yeart,  1839.  to  1843,  was  a 
period,  too,  in  which  bad  debit  to  an  enor- 
mous amount  were  made  by  ourselves  and 
others,  all  which  facts  we  stated  ajtain  and 
again  to  the  Commiiiioaer*  on  appeal  j  but 
neither  our  oath,  the  offer  of  our  books,  writ- 
ten debtor  and  creditor  accounts,  such  as  we 
gave  in  (the  last  of  which  was  in  the  form 
suggested  at  the  Board),  nor  any  ttaiameoU 
we  have  made,  or  examinalioni  before  tha 
Commitsioners,  have  secured  us  what  ia  right 
and  fair.  Instead  of  which,  our  goods  have 
been  leiied  and  sold  at  auction  three  timet  to 
satisfy  unjuit  demands.  Goods  of  more  value 
thin  Ihe  demand  have  been  teiied  and  sold 
on  each  occasion,  and  no  return  hat  been 
made  to  us  of  either  the  proceeds  of  tales  or 
of  any  surplus.  The  duty  on  the  third  yeaift 
-'"'jsment  l)at  been  demanded  of  ut ;  but  we 
1  not  pay  it,  because  our  business,  taking 
average  of  the  three  years  embraced  in 
return,  was  a  losing  one,  no  inierett  what- 
ever being  charged  during  thai  period  for  tiM 
capital  employed  in  1L  Any  teium,  therefen, 
by  us  for  the  present  year,  will  ba  mad*  lo 
the  Office  of  Slampi  aad  Tum,  Sooimmu 
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"  FlELDEN,  Bl 

"G.J.  GibbijEiq^  Surveyor  of  Taxai,  Bur;." 
To  ihe  DOie  addreaacd  to  the  Commii- 
sioners  on  the  LOth  of  July,  the  hon. 
Member  laid,  that  he  received  the  follow- 
ing aoiwer: — 

*■  Stampi  and  Tomi,  London,  Jvfy  I S. 
"  Genii emen—l'he  Board  oT  Siampa  and 
T»es  hare  liad  before  them  yonr  Iclier  of  ihe 
10th  inil.,  addretsed  to  their  loticilor,  upon 
Ihe  subject  of  his  appticalion  for  pi^rnenl  of 
the  arrear  of  Income  Tax  due  from  you  to  the 
loth  of  October  Itit,  together  wiih  the  copy 
transmitied  by  you  of  your  eotanunication  lo 
the  lurTcyor,  Mr.  Gibhg,  itaiing  the  groundi 
on  vhich  you  object  to  the  aMsiimeiil ;  and 
in  reply,  I  am  directed  to  inform  you,  that 
Ihe  General  Commisaioneri  oFthediiirict  hav- 


no  power  to  interfere  with   their  decision, — I 
am.  Gentlemen,  your  obedient  lerrant, 

"  CUABLES    PSESSLT, 

"  Menra.  Fielden,  Brolhert." 
A  true  return,  aod  b  aigned  declaration 
that  it  was  true,  were  required  of  him. 
If  he  had  returned  iliat  he  had  had  a  pro- 
fit, it  would  have  been  false;  and  many, 
he  believed,  had  done  so,  huping  thereby 
to  escape  the  more  exorbitant  auenments 
ofthe  CoDimiuionera.  He  had,  with  hia 
brothers,  reaolved  to  mHke  a  true  return, 
and  they  had  done  ao.  Now,  what  he 
wanted  lo  know  was,  what  evidence 
should  satisfy  the  Judges  or  Cotnmia. 
aioneri  in  thatcsieT  When  oaiba,  and 
book),  and  written  debtor  and  creditor 
Bccoiinta  of  profit  and  loai  were  rejected, 
what  waa  left  to  be  done  ?  What  tnore 
did  ihey  wan!  7  And  was  this  (o  go  on  1 
Were  hia  goods  to  be  again  seized  and 
■old  by  the  sherifT  under  this  tyrannical 
law  ?  He  had  taken  the  utmost  paina  lo 
convince  the  CommiMionera  his  return 
waa  correct — bad  told  them  that  the 
amouati  lie  showed  them  were  taken  from 
a  document  aigned  by  himself  and  his 
brothers  at  their  annual  stock  taking, 
not  prepared  wjih  any  view  lo  meet  the 
Commissioners'  eyes,  but  to  determine 
each  partner't  share  and  intereat  in  their 
joint  property  at  the  time,  and  what  the 
rcpreaentativei  of  any  one  or  more,  dying 
before  the  next  stock  taking,  would  be 
entitled  to  receive  out  of  the  concern.  He 
had  takea  hia  oath  to  the  correctneia  of 
tbe  iMqiq  of  no  profit  io  tbt  fint  yew, 


when  their  Biaesiment  was  12,0001.;  ho 
had  offered  to  show  them  his  books  in  the 
second  year,  to  prove  that  he  had  no  pro- 
lit,  when  their  eiseasment  waa  again 
12,0001. ;  and,  aa  if  to  show  their  daring, 
and  how  little  they  were  guided  by  fact, 
or  calculation,  or  evidence,  they  had  laat 
year  assessed  him  at  Just  double  the 
amount,  that  was,  24,000/.,  and  before 
they  had  decided  the  appedl  against  that 
assessment  they  demanded  the  duly  upon 
it  of  700i,  On  the  hearing  of  that  appeal 
the  Corai.'.'ssioners  present  were— John 
Elliott,  Chairman  ;  James  Butterwonh, 
Charles  Butierworlh.  Captain  Buiier- 
worih,  also  Ahraham  Briarly,  who  refuted 
to  act.  The  allowance  of  the  atteai- 
ment  of  24,0001,,  and  the  warrant  to  dis- 
train for  the  duty  on  it,  were  signed  by 
the  two  former  of  those  gentlemen,  Mr. 
John  Elliott  and  Mr.  James  Butterwonh, 
on  the  12lh  of  December,  1844,  and  the 
appeal  against  the  assessment  waa  decided 
on  the  29th  of  March,  1845.  So  that 
the  House  would  see  that,  pending  (he 
appeal,  the  Commisiionera  iasued  their 
warrant  to  distrain,  and  two  of  the  very 
men  who  had  isnued  that  warrant  in  De- 
cember  agreed  with  their  brother  Com* 
miiaioners  in  March  following,  to  reduce 
the  Bsaeiiment  from  24,000/.  to  the  for- 
mer sum  of  12,000J.  Wfl!!  not  thia  t  dis- 
graceful mode  of  in)p(}sing  tatea?  Wat 
it  anything  short  of  a  random  confisca- 
tion? He  (itmly  believed  thst  these  m> 
sessment*  were  founded  upon  no  belief 
in  the  Commiisiunera'  minds  that  he 
bad  made  such  proRta  in  trade  at  ren- 
dered him  esseasable,  but  that  Ihey  be- 
lieved he  and  hia  brothers  were  able  to 
pay ;  and,  therefore,  prompted  by  ibe 
Oovernment  local  officiate,  they  made 
theie  round  eisetaments.  The  flourishing 
revenue  to  much  boasted  of  wat  made  up 
in  pari  of  the  fruiit  of  tuch  barefaced 
robbery  at  this  of  which  he  had  been 
the  victim.  He  remembered  that  this 
tax  WIS  wrung  from  the  Government  at 
the  end  of  the  war  by  the  public  outcry 
against  it.  It  was  then  designated  the 
"  highwayman'a  tax ;"  he  believed  it  bad 
loit  none  of  ita  atrocioua  character;  aod 
he  hoped  the  neat  election  would  teach 
English  i^linitters  that  they  mutt  carry 
on  their  Government  by  more  moral  means 
than  a  highwayman's  tax.  When  he  men- 
tioned this  matter  to  the  House  in  Feb- 
ruary last  year,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman 
(the  ChaDcellOT  of  the  Excbequir)  Mid. 
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that  th<  GoTerameDt  had  no  more  con- 
trol over  the  matter  than  any  individuil 
Member  or  that  Houie.  In  Mr.  Preuly'a 
letter,  he  was  now  told,  that  the  Board  of 
Stamp*  and  Tasei  had  no  control  in  the 
matter.  Hit  appeal,  then,  wai  to  the 
Houie;  and  if  the  Hon ae  antwered  bim 
that  it  not  only  had  no  control,  but  no 
will  to  inquire,  let  it  be  Icnowa  to  the 
public  at  once,  that  the  maxim  of  Gngliih 
law,  that  there  it  "no  wrong  without  a 
remedy,"  it  utterly  falie;  and  that,  under 
oar  new  law  of  taxation,  the  Income  Tax 
ComieiiBioneri  and  llie  Court  of  Ex- 
chequer together,  can  aueaa  and  rob  to 
any  extent  aod  with  perfect  impunity. 
He  wat  not  in  the  Houae  when  the  In- 
come Tax  Act  waa  renewed  laai  Klarch, 
beinc  then  confined  at  home  by  illneai; 
but  he  obaerved,  that  in  the  debaiea  of 
the  Houae,  the  case  of  himielf  and  hia 
btcithera  had  been  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Meoibfr  for  Lambeth  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finibury;  on  whirh  occanion  The 
right  hon.  Baronel  (Sir  R.  Peel)  wa»  re- 
ported to  have  said,  "  ihat  he  iruited  in 
the  caae  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham, 
the  Treat ury  would  be  able  to  afibrd  re- 
dreiR."  And  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  wai  re- 
ported to  have  (aid,  on  the  tame  oc^caaion, 
"  that  he  ahonld  be  happy  to  pomt  out  to 
him  (Mr.  Pi^lden)  the  mode  in  which  he 
■huuld  proceed  to  obtain  reilreas."  He 
had,  on  that  intimation.  Called  on  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  long  aince:  but 
the  ritfhi  hon.  Gentleman  had  only  ad. 
Tiaed  him  to  make  his  return  to  the  officer 
of  Stamp*  and  Taxes,  and  requeat  that 
he  might  be  asaeaaed  by  the  Special  Com- 
miuionen,  inaiead  of  going  before  the 
Commiaiionei:*  at  Rochdale;  which,  even 
if  he  ahould  be  fairly  dealt  wiih  for  the 
future,  would  be  no  redreu  for  the  past. 
His  oath  had  been  dieregarded  ;  and,  aa 
he  CDD*cientiou«ly  regarded  the  aolemniiy 
of  an  oath,  and  coniidered  a  man  unfit 
to  hold  a  aeat  in  that  House  who  had 
taken  a  falae  oaih,  he  wiahed  for  an  op- 
portunity of  ahowing  that  House  that  he 
had  been  groitly  wronged  by  these  Com- 
miaiioner*  in  that  respect  aa  well  as  oihera. 
Thia  waa  a  public  queation.  He  brought 
it  forward  as  a  public  question,  believing 
that  in  Lancaahire  the  Income  Tax  had 
been  exacted  mott  unjustly  and  oppres- 
aively  from  thontandt,  and,  in  his  own 
caae,  he  knew  it  had.  If  he  received  no 
aasnrance  that   aucb  wrong  ihould  and, 


he  thoald  conaider  it  hit  duty  to  brinp 
the  matter  before  the  House  in  one  ahape 
or  another,  and  time  after  time,  till  be 
obtained  aome  security  for  himaelf  and 
the  public,  Mr.  Fielden  concluded  bj 
moving  for  the  following  Returns : — 

"  A  Return  of  the  total  amount  of  •saets- 
ments  to  the  Income  Tax  under  schedule  D, 
uf  (he  5ih  and  Gili  of  Victoria,  c.  35,  for  llie 
townibip  of  Todmordcn  and  Waladen,  in  the 
counljf  of  Lancaster,  and  in  the  divisioD  of 
Middleton,  for  the  year  coanDenciog  April 
5,  1B4S,  and  ending  April  5,  1843,  and  foe 
the  year  coramenciug  April  5,  1843,  and  end- 
ing April  S,  1B44,  and  for  the  year  commenc- 
ing April  5,  1844,  and  ending  April  3,  1S45, 
distinguishing  the  amount  assessed  for  eacb 
of  the  said  several  years ;  and  alto  a  return  of 
the  total  amount  received  or  demanded  of 
those  nstesied  in  the  laid  towDsbjp  for  eacb  of 
the  said  years  respectiiely.  Also  a  return  of 
any  correipondence  that  bas  taken  place  be- 
tween the  Board  o(  Stamps  and  Taxat  and 
Fielden,  Brotbera,of  Todmordeo,  relative  to  the 
a>se.«ments  and  demands  made  on  them  under 
schedule  D  of  the  Act  5th  and  6th  Victoria, 
chop  35  ;  bIbo  a  return  of  any  correspondence 
that  has  taken  place  between  .Mr.  George  J. 
Uibht,  of  the  Tax  Office  at  Bniy,  in  the 
counly  of  Lancaster,  a  turvejoc  of  taxes  utv- 
der  the  Act  5th  and  6tb  Victoria,  chap.  35, 
and  Messn.  fielden.  Brothers,  and  Mr.  John 
Fieldet),  of  Todmoiden,  in  the  said  county; 
also  a  return  of  any  correspondence  between 
Mr.  J.  Walker,  of  Liverpool,  receiring  iuspec- 
lor  under  the  Act  51b  and  Glh  Victoria,  chap. 
35,  and  fielden.  Brother^  of  Tndnorden,  in 
ibe  counly  of  Lancaster,  together  with  any 
proposed  skeleton  form  of  account  forlncoaie 
Tax  tupplied  by  the  said  J.  Walker  to  Messrs. 
fielden  ;  and  a  return  of  any  correspondence 
that  has  taken  place  between  the  Commit- 
iioneri  acting  nithin  and  for  the  division  of 
Middlelon,  sitting  at  Rochdale,  in  the  counly 
of  Lancaster,  under  the  Act  5th  and  6th  Vic- 
toria, chap,  35,  and  the  Ckimmissianera  of  Ibe 
Board  of  Stamps  and  Taxes,  relative  to  ihe 
case  of  Messrs.  Fielden,  Brothers,  of  Todmor- 
den,  in  the  said  county,  under  the  said  Act." 

Mr.  fVilliaau  seconded  the  Motion, 
and  hoped  the  Government  would  not 
object  to  the  return.  He  was  glad  hti 
hon.  Friend  had  brought  this  caae  of  in- 
justice and  oppression  before  the  country; 
fortunately  for  him,  he  waa  in  circum- 
siancea  to  enable  bim  to  do  ao;  but  he 
(Mr.  Williaiiia)  ventured  to  say  there 
were  thouaands  who  had  precisely  the 
aaine  complaint  to  urge,  but  wIkmc  cir- 
cumttaoces  and  credit  did  oot  enable 
ihein  to  make  public  thia  sytiem,  not  of 
oppietaion  only,  but  of  abaolute  fraud 
under  the  law.    One  of  his  own  c 
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end  had  made  a  italement  to  bim  of  a 
■imilar  kind.  He  and  hi<  partners  ear- 
ned on  two  branchei  of  business,  on  one 
of  which  ihe  profit*  were  nil :  on  the  olher 
the  profit  wai  1,0001.;  on  the  whole  buii. 
oeas,  the  profit  being  neutralized  by  the 
loM,  there  could  not  he  said  to  be  an; 
profit  at  all,  and  they  returned  nil;  but 
noiwtihitanding;  they  were  aurchBrtied  in 
1,000/.  a  year;  nor  were  there  any  means 
of  obtaining  redreii.  Such  a  state  of 
thing!  ought  not  to  be  alloned  to  eaiii. 
It  waa  not  honest ;  the  Act  iiMlf  did  not 
warrant  it,  but  there  was  no  remedy  ;  the 
parties  who  levied  the  tax  were  far  from 
the  teat  of  power,  and  Bbsumed  that  tn- 
fatlibility  alvayi  clatoied  by  public  offi- 
cers ;  and  if  an  appeal  was  made  to  a 
higher  power,  the  answer  alwaya  was  thai 
vhateTer  the  auboidinate  officera  did  must 
be  light ;  that  they  were  infallible, 
and  no  inquiry  ensued.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Oldham  ought  to  have  justice  done 
him;  that  a  Gentleman  ao  respected 
should  hare  his  oaih  doubted  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  money  out  of  hia  pocket, 
was  Dot  to  be  endured. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  was  quiif 
aware,  having  aome  time  ago  stated  his 
tntentioo  of  moving  for  these  Papers,  that 
with  respect  to  a  majority  of  them,  there 
was  no  objeciion  to  producing  lliem 
with  respect  to  the  correspondence 
the  Commissioners  on  the  subject,  those 
documeota  were  not  of  an  official  charac- 
ter, and  it  was  not  ia  his  power  to  consent 
to  their  production.  He  wished  to  offer 
a  few  obaerrationa  on  the  statement  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  made  to  the  House ; 
the  hon.  Gentleman  and  the  hon.  Member 
for 'Coventry  had  both  slated  that  there 
were  thouaanda  of  similar  cases  of  oppres- 
sion under  this  Act,  but  that  individuals 
were  afraid  to  make  complaints  on  the 
subject.  He  mutt  be  permitied  to  express 
serious  doubts  00  this  point;  he  did  not 
Gad  there  waa  this  great  unwillingness  to 
complaio  on  the  pail  of  persons  who  fell 
aggrieved  by  any  tax  imposed  by  Parlia- 
ment ;  and  he  could  truly  say  with  respect 
to  auch  complaints  from  parties  with  re- 
gard to  the  Income  Tax,  the  Goveromi 
was  entirely  ignorant  of  them.  A  still 
aironger  proof  that  these  coraplaii 
not  so  general, and  that  there  was 
general  feeling  of  hostility  to  the  Income 
Tax,  wat  found  in  this  fact— the  Hoo! 
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there  bad  been  thia  oniverial  sense  of 
on  the  subject,  did  the  hon. 
Gentleman  auppose  that  those  who  repre- 
sented populous  manufacturing  districta 
would  not  have  come  forward  and  atated 
these  complaintB,  or  that  there  would  have 
been  that  general  feeling  throughout  the 
country  in  Tavour  of  ihe  renewal  of  the 
tax  which  was  displayed  at  the  time?  He 
thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  must  feel  in 
his  own  mind  that  no  such  unlteraal  tento 
of  oppresaioD  could  have  existed,  or  it 
could  not  have  produced  so  little  effect  on 
the  country.  So  much  with  respect  (o  the 
general  question.  He  now  came  to  the 
complaint  of  the  hon.  Member  himself; 
and  he  assured  the  hon.  Member  nothing 
could  give  him  more  pain  than  that  he 
should  have  been  tuhjected  to  any  incon- 
venience or  injury  ;  as  far  as  it  waa  in  hia 
power  to  he  of  any  use  to  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man by  tendering  him  any  advice  as  to  the 
course  he  should  adopt,  he  should  have 
been  happy  to  have  eiven  him  any  counsel 
by  which  he  might  have  avoided  the  diffi. 
culty  he  was  placed  in.  But  the  boo. 
Gentleman  must  be  sensible  that  when  the 
law  imposed  a  tax  on  the  country,  and 
parties  to  obtain  redress  of  a  complaint  did 
not  adopt  the  course  the  law  prescribed, 
they  were  themselves  responsible  for  the 
inconvenience  they  experienced.  The 
mode  in  which  the  Properly  Tax  wat  di- 
rected to  be  levied  was  this — Commis- 
sioneri  were  appointed,  who  made  assess- 
ments according  to  their  view  of  what 
parties  ought  to  pay.  On  this  being  known, 
those  parties  were  called  on  to  pay, 
and  if  ihey  thought  themselves  aggrieved, 
they  had  two  modea  of  appeal  —  they' 
might  either  appeal  to  the  geoeral  com- 
missioners of  the  district,  whose  decision 
upon  hearing  the  appeal  waa  tinal ;  or,  if 
he  preferred  another  course,  he  might 
appeal  to  the  Special  Commissioners  ap- 
pointed by  the  Government,  whose  deci- 
sion on  the  appeal  was  equally  final.  Per- 
sons might  go  before  tlie  Commissioners  of 
their  own  district,  to  whom  the  power  of 
hearing  appeals  waa  given;  or  to  th« 
ofKcera  appointed  by  the  Government. 
Having  made  that  appeal,  a  party  mutt, 
of  course,  abide  by  the  decision,  as  in 
every  other  case  of  appeal,  whether  in 
judicial  or  other  matters.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman complained  of  the  final  decision  of 
this  court  of  appeal,  under  which  a  levy 
was  made  upon  him,  which  he  stated  to  ba 
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deciiion  of  th«  proper  tribuDal  being  pro- 
nounced,  the  Court  of  Exchequer  nai 
bound  to  itsue  its  proceii  far  the  levy  ;  no 
imputation  could  he  tnade  on  the  juttice 
of  that  Court ;  it  had  but  complieJ  with 
the  pfo?ision  of  the  law,  which  directed 
the  levy  lo  be  iiiued  when  the  money  wa 
pronounced  to  be  due  lo  the  Crown.  H 
waa  quiie  ready  to  admit  the  hardship  o 
the  party  of  the  circumstance!  attending 
levy,  of  bia  goodt  being  leiied  and  sold  by 
public  auction.  A  tiatenient  of  auch  i 
proceeding  wai  very  likely  to  excite  popu- 
lar feeling;  but  it  ihould  be  re  roe  robe  red 
that  the  money  had  been  declared  due  to 
the  Crown,  and  if  the  Crown  had  not  the 
power  or  enforcing  payment  of  iu  cl: 
by  ordinary  pracesa  of  law,  the  Hnuie 
might  u  well  lave  ittelf  (he  trouble  of 
impoaing  taxes  at  all.  The  taxation  could 
never  be  levied  iT  the  Crown  was  not  abli 
to  reiort  to  the  law.  The  bon.  Qenlleman 
•eemed  lo  thiuk  that  by  the  course  which 
had  been  punued  it  wai  intended  lo  catt 
>  reflection  on  him,  becauae  the  doubt  of 
hi>  return  on  the  pan  of  the  Commia- 
■ioneia  neceaaarily  implied  that  ihe  aiaie- 
ment  of  <he  bon.  Member  was  deficient  in 
truth.  He  did  not  ihinic  luch  aconclution 
waajoitor  fair.  The  queBiionofwhal  were 
ibe  profita  of  trade  was  one  always  liable 
to  doubt,  and  admitting  of  dispute.  The 
Act  laid  down  cerlaio  rulei  by  which  ihe 
amount  of  profit*  should  be  aiseaseil ;  a 
person  without  any  imputation  on  his 
truih  or  honour,  might  make  a  return  un- 
der a  false  idea  of  what  was  correct,  which 
might  be  disputed  by  the  Commissioners. 
He  was  the  last  man  in  the  world  lo  cast 
an  imputation  on  the  verscily  and  honour 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  he  had  no 
donbt  Ihe  Commissioners  felt  the  same. 
But  a>  persons  placed  in  a  public  situa- 
tion, and  bound  by  their  duty  to  atcerlain 
Ihai  the  return  made  was  made  according 
to  law,  if  they  had  erred,  if  the  General 
Commissioneia  had  erred,  if  the  Special 
Commissioners  had  erred,  it  waa  a  mailer 
ofextreme  recrel ;  but  the  Court  of  Appeal 
lo  which  Pariisnient  had  trusted  the 
authority,  and  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle. 
man  had  chosen  lo  apply,  was  not  em- 
powered to  give  eny  relief.  He  (ihe  Chan- 
cellor oF  ihe  Exchequer)  had  no  means  of 
commuoicaiing  wiih  those  Commissioners; 
be  had  received  no  complaints  from  other 
parlies;  and  as  far  as  he  was  able  to  Judge 
from  extrinsic  inquiries,  in  order  lo  ascer- 
laia  Ihe  mods  of  proceediog,  he  mi  ap- 


prehensive Ihe  hon.  Member  for  Oldham 
had  not  complied  wilh  the  necessary  con- 
ditioai.  The  Cotnmtasiooen  did  not  n- 
ceivefromhim  tbeanaweraandeipIvtatioDi 
required  ;  they  wanted  further  informa- 
lion,  and  the  hon,  GeDtleman  distinctly 
refused  to  give  the  information  ihey  wanted, 
but  offered  information  of  a  totally  differ- 
ent characier.  He  was  very  much  afraid 
that  owing  to  that  circumstance  morethao 
any  other,  if  injustice  bad  been  done  iba 
hon.  Gentleman,  he  must  attribute  it  lo 
himself.  The  hon.  Gentleman  had  said, 
thai  on  a  former  occasion  he  (the  Cban> 
cellor  of  Ihe  Exchequer)  had  stated  there 
was  a  mode  by  which  redress  might  be 
obtained,  and  that  he  would  apply  to  him 
tn  say  what  coarse  be  ought  to  adopL  To 
this  he  would  reply,  if  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man  thought  the  general  Commissionera 
prejuiliced  against  him,  he  should  ha*a 
applied  to  the  Special  Commissioners, 
who  were  independent  of  the  district,  and 
could  have  no  local  bias  whatever  as  to 
the  merits  of  this  particular  caae.  He 
deeply  regretted  that  the  advice  tendered 
10  the  hon.  Gi?ntleman  two  yeara  ago  waa 
noi  adopted  till  ihis  present  year.  Aa  far 
ai  he  had  been  able  to  obtain  informaiioii, 
the  main  point  of  difference  between  ibe 
hon.  Gentleman  and  the  Commiaiionera 
arose  upon  the  mode  in  which  stock  ought 
lo  be  valued.  The  question  was,  whether 
cotton  that  had  been  purchased  some  yeara 
before  at  a  higher  price  than  it  then  bore 
in  Ihe  market,  and  manufactured  into  ar- 
ticles, was  to  be  taken  at  the  losa  caused 
by  the  difference  between  the  price  of  (bat 
cotton  when  it  waa  puiehased  and  thai 
which  it  bore  in  the  market  at  the  lime 
the  assessment  was  made.  He  was  speak- 
ing mote  upon  common  report  than  any 
official  informatioo;  but  the  ease  went 
before  the  proper  tribunal ;  the  hon.  Gen- 
leman  declined  lo  give  the  informDiioo 
rished  For,  and  ii  came  lo  a  deciiion  ad- 
verse to  him.  The  question  was  this— 
supposing  cotton  lobe  purchased  in  1838 
ai  7d.  per  lb.  and  made  into  goods  in 
1842,  whether  the  difference  between  the 
prices  at  tho^e  two  periods  was  to  be  taken 
as  loas?  Fiom  ibe  jealousy  oo  the  part  of 
the  HoDse  of  an  iaierference  on  ibe  pan 
of  the  Gotemment  in  private  affairs,  it 
made  the  Commissionera  the  Coan  of 
Appeal.  The  case  in  question  was  broaghl 
before  that  court.  The  pertoas  wbo  had 
a  duty  imposed  on  them  for  the  pabhc 
btaeflt    called   for    farther 
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Kbich  wa*  neceiurr  to  enable  them  to  |  come  Tax   and   accepisd  ibe  repeal  of 


make  up  iheir  mind*  on  ihe  subject  ;  the 
boD.  Gentlemaa  refuied  lo  give  it, 
be  did  not  koow  bov  Ihoie  genilemen 
were  to  act  otberwite  than  by  di 
•gaioit  Ibe  pert;  Ktanag  [o  give  tbat  in- 
furtnatioD.  If  anything  had  occurred 
paiafal  lo  the  hon.  Centleman'a  (etVmgt, 
or  aDything  whicb  be  iboughl  not  roosii- 
teot  with  perfect  equity,  he,  for  one, 
could  not  tee  that  any  blime  attached  lo 
Ibe  pailiei.  The  difficult;  would  not  lievf 
arisen  if  be  had  ihoffn  a.  iiltle  leas  of  thai 
Brititb  virtue  which  led  him  lo  reiiit  witt 
more  than  ordinarj  firmneM  what  he  coo- 
•idered  an  improper  ioirutioD  on  hii  pri- 
vate affaire,  He  uoderiiood  the  bon.  Oeo- 
tlemao  bad  at  laat  appealed  to  the  Special 
Conimisiioneri,  who  were  quite  Tree  from 
prejudice;  and  even  thould  their  deciiioo 
be  unfavourable  to  bioi,  be  hoped  the  hon. 
Geoileman  would  not  be  disposed  lo  re- 
list it. 

Mr.  Fielden,  in  explanation,  said,  IT 
ihe  right  hon.  Geo  item  an  had  spoken 
from  informaiion  ai  to  what  had  luken 
place,  ha  must  tell  himii  w  as  incorrect. 
He  had  aniwered  any  queaiioa  put  to  him, 
he  had  given  all  the  intormation  he  could, 
be  had  offered  hit  books  for  examination  ; 
but  the  first  iniimation  he  had  of  the  deci- 
■ioD  was  ihe  levy  made  on  hia  goodi.  If 
Ibe  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  allow 
him  to  meet  the  Commisaioners  face  to 
face,  or  give  him  a  Committee,  if  he  did 
not  make  out  a  case  for  inquiry  satiafac- 
tory  to  every  reasonable  man,  be  would 
give  up  the  question. 

Mr.  Hawei  hoped  rhe  discouragement 
the  Cbaacellor  of  the  Exchequer  bad  at- 
tempted lo  cast  on  the  "  British  virtue" 
of  offering  a  decided  opposition  to  an  ar- 
bitrary  measure,  would  not  prevenl  any 
person  who  felt  injured  by  the  Income 
Tax  from  slating  his  case,  and  offering  it 
all  the  opposition  in  his  power.  He  had 
always  opposed  ihe  lax  ;  he  ihoughi  it  a 
dangerous  basis  for  a  large  amount  of 
taxation — one  founded  on  a  most  unjust 
principle,  which  could  not  be  carded  out 
into  practice  without  cauaing  compleinis. 
The  right  boo.  Getitleman  auid,  there 
was  not  much  public  oppuaition  lo  it 
when  imposed  ;  but  he  left  out  of  consid- 
Ciaiioo  the  fact  that  when  it  was  pro- 
posed, it  was  accompanied  by  certain 
Other  offers.  He  knew  the  value  of  the 
adaaiasioni  those  offers  were  accepted  by 
eaitaii)  great  iotereiti;  they  look  the  lo- 


duties  on  ibe  importation  of  certain  i 
materials.  A  bargaia  waa  struck;  large 
and  important  ioteresta  accepted  the  In- 
come Tax;  he  did  not ;  maoy  others  did 
not.  The  only  point  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman had  made  in  reply  to  the  bon. 
Member  for  Oldham  was,  that  he  ought 
to  have  appealed  to  the  Special  Commis- 
sioners ;  the  hon.  Member  had  so  ap- 
pealed, and  be  did  not  believe  they  would 
do  anything  but  confirm  the  decision  come 
to  by  [he  other  Commissioners.  They  had 
ample  power  to  act  on  any  appeal  brought 
before  them  ;  but  this  House  could  not 
call  them  to  acconnt.  If  it  could,  the  facta 
the  inquiry  would  elicit,  would  oblige 
■hem  to  give  up  ihe  tax.  The  course  the 
Commissioners  had  taken  bed  inflicted 
great  hardship  on  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and 
at  laat  it  teemed  that  ibey  altered  the  as- 
seasnient  frtim  24,0001.  10  12,000/.  wiib< 
out  stating  any  reason  for  auch  a  mon- 
strous reduction.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
refused  to  return  any  profit,  and  offered 
to  produce  the  balance-sheet  of  the  con- 
cern, by  which  the  profits  were  divided 
between  his  parlntrs  and  himself.  They 
atsesied  him  at  24,000/.  a  jeur,  and  then, 
at  their  own  will  and  pleasure,  reduced  it 
to  12,000/.  That  be  thought  a  case  for 
inquiry.  What  ground  had  ihey  for  giving 
up  12,000/.  a  year?  If  the  aaseasment  of 
24,000/.  was  righl,  they  were  bound  lo 
adhere  to  it.  He  admitted  the  right  hon. 
Geolleraan  was  always  ready  to  give  ad- 
vice, but  he  CDUM  do  nothing  to  give 
any  retief.  They  were  bound  by  the  Act 
of  Parliament,  givmg  the  most  arbitrary 
powers  of  interfering  with  the  profits  of 
trade.  The  right  hon.  Genlleman  said, 
the  difference  arose  aa  lo  the  mode  in  which 
ihe  profits  of  trade  should  be  computed. 
That  difference  would  exist  in  every  cod- 
igdom.  In  all  caaea  it  waa 
difficult  to  aay  what  should  be  carried  to 
All  Ibe  hon,  Mem- 
is  loss  should  be 
deducted  from  ihe  profit,  and  if  they  did 
I,  the  Act  was  more  iniquitous 
than  he  thought  it  waa.  They  weretmnnd 
ke  the  Act  itself  into  consideration  ; 
it  gave  private  individuals  an  arbitrary 
power,  and  it  required  many  AmcndmeDla. 
The  Boards  of  Commissioners  ought  to  be 
in  a  different  manner;  it  never 
could  be  endured  that  individuala  should 
lit  in  judgment  on  the  pecuniary  affairs 
of  tbeir  aeigbboun.    Let  tba  ponar  bt 
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given  to  lome  known  aod  inpooiibte  aa- 
dioiity.  Hii  hon.  Friend  did  not  care 
wheiher  hii  afTuin  were  made  public  or 
not ;  but  olliers  had  not  the  same  credit. 
Hit  bon.  Friend  offered  his  books  for  in- 
■pection  :  why  did  not  the  Cummisiioners 
examine  them  ?  They  refused  to  aicetlain 
from  his  booki  what  hiiproHls  were;  they  re- 
fused lolakeihe  balance-sheet  whichsetiled 
the  amount  or  profits  between  the  parlies; 
it  was  an  unquesiionabie  document,  and 
Ihey  were  bound  to  leceive  it.  U  his  hon. 
Friend  was  wiong,  ihe  public  had  a  tight 
(0  the  tax  on  12,0001.  more.  The  hon. 
gentleman's  case  had  been  thought  tm- 
porlant  enough  lo  be  introduced  by  a 
recent  writer  on  political  economy  into 
his  work,  u>  an  illusiralion  of  his  argu- 
ment on  this  system  of  taxation.  It  was 
a  case  of  deep,  individual,  and  public  in- 
terest, Bod  it  had  received  no  answer, 
except  a  general  sermon  on  the  necessity 
of  obeying  the  law,  and  a  sneer  at  what 
Ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  called  British 
virtue. 

The  Chancellor  of  Ike  Exchequer  said, 
he  had  not  entered  into  the  details  of 
what  passed  before  the  Curnmissioners. 
He  (the  Chancellor  of  ihe  Exchequer)  had 
no  roote  power  to  call  for  particular  re- 
turns from    the   CommissioLieiB  than   the 
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I.  Gentler 


nself. 


Mr.  Hawei  said,  the  objection  to  giving 
publicity  to  private  affairs  did  not  apply 
in  cases  where  the  party  himself  stated 
that  be  did  not  care  about  it. 

Mr.  Bernal  bad  understood  the  light 
hon.  Oenileman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  a  former  occasion  to  slate 
that  some  mode  of  relief  would  be  afforded 
the  hon.  Member.  He  did  not  complain 
of  any  breach  of  promise ;  but  that  was  the 
impresiion  left  on  bit  mind  by  that  dis- 
cussion. The  bon.  Member  for  Montrose 
(Mr,  Hume)  at  the  time  the  tax  was  pro- 
posed had  foreseen  this  difficulty,  and 
proposed  ■  clause  giving  some  depsrtment 
of  the  Government  a  jurisdiction  in  such 
cases.  At  present  there  were  two  courts 
of  appeal — the  local  Board  snd  the  Board 
at  Somerset  House.  His  bon.  Friend  had 
appealed  to  the  local  Board;  he  might 
have  been  to  blame  in  doing  that,  when 
it  was  composed  of  persons  among  whom 
he  bad  taken  a  very  decided  part  in  po- 
litics. If  they  wished  to  diminish  the  uo- 
popniatity  of  the  tax,  they  must  lake  some 
means  of  meeting  such  cases.  The  mes- 
■nte  waa  harried  ihioogh  the  House ;  ihe 


clause  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Hume)  was  rejected,  all  Amendments 
were  disregarded,  and  now  it  was  biglilj 
necessary  the  Act  should  be  reconsidered. 
They  would  have  an  opporiuuity  of  doing 
so  during  the  recess,  and  he  hoped  the 
"  ernmenl  would  avail  themselves  of  it. 
They  should  appoint  some  permanent 
Board  with  power  to  do  something  lo 
mitigate  such  evils  as  those  staled  in  ibe 
case  of  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Old- 
ham had  so  properly  and  juatlj  com- 
plained. 

Mr.  Hume  was  glad  ibe  case  had  beeo 
brought  forward  ;  be  was  an  advocate  of 
direct  laxatioD,  but  he  wished  it  to  be 
levied  with  as  little  trouble  to  the  subject 
as  possible.  When  Ihe  Bill  was  before 
the  House  he  pointed  out  the  anomaly  of 
giving  (he  power  to  levy  a  taxation  of 
4,000,000/.  or  5,000,000i.  to  persons  who 
were  not  responsible  either  to  the  House 
of  Commons  or  to  the  Government,  and 
whom  they  would  have  doing  as  they 
pleased.  The  right  hon.  Genileman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  ibe  Go- 
vernment had  no  power ;  ibere  was  ea 
evil  done,  and  there  was  no  remedy.  He 
implored  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  to  correct  the  evil;  in  another 
Session  there  would  be  lime  to  do  it.  He 
had  formerly  ohjected  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  Land  Tax  Commissioners  were 
appointed ;  they  were  recommended  bf 
the  county  Members,  and  were  appointed 
from  poliiical  reasons.  TUe  constilntioo 
of  the  Income  Tax  Commissioners  wasalas 
subject  to  great  inconvenience ;  thej 
elected  the  supeiinr  Commissioners;  ha 
asked  the  Government  to  lake  away  ihii 
power,  and  make  them  responsible  lo  (bo 
House.  Under  the  representation  that 
the  Act  musl  be  passed  as  a  whole,  aod 
that  it  was  only  for  a  short  lime,  ihe  Oo> 
vernment  rejected  every  Amendment,  and 
did  everything  in  their  power  to  make  the 
tax  not  only  unpopular,  but  unJMt. 
When  the  grossest  cases  of  oppresaion 
occurred  in  the  Tower  Hamlets  ward,  and 
when  they  were  complained  of,  the  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  said  be  could  not 
help  it.  But  it  was  the  Government  who 
made  the  law;  the  Government  were  ibe 
parties  to  blame  for  (he  evils,  and  ihey 
ought  ID  correct  them.  In  the  case  oT 
the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham,  ibe  Con* 
missionets  appeared  to  have  acied  with 
the  extreme  of  rigour,  and  \> 
which  could  oolj    be  explaiocd  by 
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MiiteDK  of  (ome  political  grudge  againai 
him.  But  he  hoped  this  ditcusvion  would 
be  the  means  of  efiecliog  lorae  modifi- 

Sir  R,  Peel  laid,  when  the  Income  Tax 
wat  nnder  con  aide  ration  in  1843,  or  course 
the  question  arose  who  should  be  the 
parties  entrusted  with  certain  powers  nnder 
(he  Act.  The  question  appeared  to  re- 
•olveitselfinio  one  or  other  of  twoalterna- 
tifes— either  that  the  Gofernment  should 
bate  these  powers,  or  that  parlies  them- 
•elres  interested  in  the  just  administra- 
tion or  the  law  should  exercise  tliem.  As 
there  was  great  jealousy  of  the  Executive 
Government  having  >  right  to  inquire  into 
the  affairs  or  individuals,  which  would 
give  it  a  great  influence.  Parliament  de- 
termined to  act  on  the  presumption  that 
this  power  might  be  abused,  and  there- 
Tore  thought  it  better  to  adhere  to  the 
principle  of  the  former  law,  and  gave  the 
power  of  inspecting  private  affairs  to  pri- 
vate individual!.  On  the  whole,  Parlia- 
ment affirmed  that  principle.  Under  what 
circumstances  Hid  the  Government  select 
tlie  Land  Tax  Commissioners  for  the  pur- 
pose of  ihe  Income  Tax  Act?  Why,  two 
years  before,  the  Act  appointing  those 
Commissioners  had  been  by  the  late  Go- 
vernment renewed  and  altered.  The 
present  Government  were  asLed  to  make  a 
new  selection  of  Commissioners  for  the 
purposes  of  the  Income  Tax  Act,  but  they 
thought  it  much  belter  to  adhere  to  the 
Act  ai  it  stood,  and  so  preclude  the  pos- 
aihility  of  any  suspicion  as  to  their  motives. 
He  was  ready  to  admit  that  it  was  objec- 
tionable that  the  private  a£Fairs  of  indi- 
viduals should  be  msde  known  to  others 
who  might  be  their  rivals  in  trade;  but  in 
order  to  meet  that  objection,  the  Special 
Commissioners  had  been  appointed,  before 
whom  persons  could  go  who  did  not  wish 
to  go  before  the  regular  Co mmiasi oners. 
If  the  hoft.  Member  had  really  reason  to 
believe  that  the  Commissioners  were 
actuated  by  personal  motives,  he  could 
have  gone  before  the  Special  Commis- 
iioners,  and  so  have  avoided  altogether 
the  interference  of  his  neighbours  or 
of  his  political  opponents.  It  would 
eanse  him  very  (jreat  regret  to  find 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Oldham  had 
any  just  cause  to  complain  of  the  ope- 
ration of  ihe  Act ;  but  at  the  same  time 
he  must  observe  that,  considering  the 
la^  amount  that  had  be?n  collected 
nnder  the  lai,  the  proportion  of  com' 
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plainls  had  been  much  less  than  conid 
have  been  expected. 

Mr,  Brotherton  complained  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Land  Tax  Commis- 
sioners were  nominated.  As  it  was,  if  a 
borough  Member  wished  to  nominate  one, 
he  could  not  do  so  without  the  consent  of 
the  county  Member,  and  with  him  he  had 
no  chance  if  he  was  of  different  politics. 
With  respect  to  the  case  before  the  House, 
the  reason  nrhy  the  firm  returned  "  no 
profits,"  was,  that  their  humanity  would 
not  allow  them  to  stop  their  works,  and 
lequence  was  that  there  was  a  vast 
accumulation  of  slock.  They  had  had  no 
less  than  600,000  piecea  of  cloth  on  hand 
which  were  unsaleable. 

Captain  Fechell  hoped  the  Government 
would  take  into  consideration  the  cases  of 
those  persons  having  incomes  under  1.^0/, 
a  year,  who  had  been  surcharged,  hut 
who  had  never  had  the  excess  returned  to 
them. 

Mr.  Fielden  said,  he  had  no  wish  to 
divide  the  House,  but  he  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  grant  him 
the  correspondence  between  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Ihe  Court  of  Appeal  and  liie 
Board  of  Stamps  and  Taxes. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  the  correspondence  was  extra-official, 
and  he  could  not  produce  it. 

The  other  Reiurna  were  then  ordered. 

Accidents  oir  Railwats.]  On  the 
Question  being  again  put, 

Mr.  flernof  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  Government  to  a  subject  of  considerable 
importance.  They  were  aware  through 
the  newspapers  that  accidents  had  occurred 
lately  on  two  or  three  of  the  leading  rail- 
roads. Of  course,  there  were  casualties 
of  the  kind  which  were  altogether  beyond 
human  control;  but  it  did  appear,' that  in 
the  case  of  the  accident  on  the  South  East- 
ern Railway  there  had  been  a  want  of  care. 
A  respectable  surgeon,  who  was  a  pas- 
senger, and  who  attended  on  some  of  the 
unfortunate  suSbrers,  expressly  imptigoed 
the  care  and  discretion  of  those  managine 
the  railway,  in  putting  an  engine  behind 
the  train.  There  had  also  been  an  acci- 
dent to  the  mail  train  of  the  Birmingham 
Railway,  where  there  had  not  been  a  sac- 
rifice of  human  life,  but  certainly  a  great 
deal  of  injury  to  the  limbs  of  the  passen- 
gers. He  was  not  able  to  .suggest  a  modo 
hj  which  these  things  could  be  checked, 
but  at  the  same  he  thought  that  wme  good 
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Biglit  ba  done  b^  calling  the  tttentioa  of 
the  right  bon.  Baronet  to  the  HibJMt.   The 

IiunishmeDt  of  an  engioe-driver,  or  of  ■ 
ight-bearer,  did  not  sppear  to  him  to  be 
enough.  The  attention  of  those  gentlemen 
who  obtained  profit  from  the  railwsya 
should  alio  be  drawn  to  the  aubject'  He 
had  read  a  letter  from  a  surf[ean  in  one  of 
the  papen,  which  contained  a  itatement 
perfectly  horrifying.  It  wai  there  stated, 
that  when  the  South  Eastern  train  arrived 
at  the  terminus,  it  was  detained  for  some 
minutes  bf  the  check  taken  to  take  the 
tickets,  although  there  were  persons  in  the 
train  who  were  suffering  from  the  roost 
grievous  contunons.  These  accidents  were 
now  beginning  to  happen  to  all ;  and  unless 
there  was  some  interference,  he  feared  that 
ther  would  have  to  record  some  much  more 
fearful  contingencies. 

Sir  G.  Clerk  said,  whenever  such  acci- 
dents occurred,  it  was  the  practice  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  to  despatch  an  engineer 
officer  to  the  spot  to  ascertain  the  cauM  of 
them.  The  companies  were  also  bound  to 
report  them  within  a  certain  time  after 
they  occurred.  He  expected  that  in  the 
course  of  the  day  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
receive  the  report  of  the  engineer  sent  to 
inquire  into  the  accident  on  the  South 
Eastern  line.  He  mult  at  the  same  time 
observe,  that  although  the  Board  of  Trade 
generally  found  that  any  su^estioni  they 
made  were  attended  to  by  the  Companies, 
yet  they  had  no  power  whatever  to  enforce 
compliance.  It  might,  certainly,  be  here- 
after necessary  to  impose  some  more  effi- 
cient check  on  the  railway  companies  for 
the  prevention  of  accidents. 

Mr.  Cdve  hoped  some  arrangement  of 
the  kind  would  be  made.  He  was  himself 
suffering  severely  from  the  efiects  of  the 
great  carelesanesa  of  those  who  conducted 
the  rdlway  on  the  occasion  of  one  of  the 
accidents  thai  had  been  mentioned. 

Mr.  P'  Howard  said,  that  the  rarity  of 
accidents  on  the  Brussels  and  Antwerp 
Railway  proved  how  useful  wo*  an  efficient 
system  of  superintendence. 

Sir  R.  Peel :  Sir,  I  am  not  sorry  that 
the  h on.  Member  has  called  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  this  subject,  because  as 
the  law  at  present  stands,  there  are  no 
means  of  reaching  those  by  whom  these 
accidents  are  caused  ;  and  if  the  nioral  re- 
sponsibility which  now  rests  on  those  who 
have  the  matiagemenCuf  railways  is  not  suffi- 
cient, it  will  he  necessary  fur  Parliament  to 
Insist  on  some  different  system.  It  is  con- 
tinually urged  that  the  accideolB  by  rail' 
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ways  bear  no  propoitioii  whtinOT  to  Asm 

which  used  lo  occur  by  stage  onch.  TImI 
is  DO  answar — it  is  a  m«e  aophisticwtioii. 
We  have  a  right  to  be  insured  that  thoaa 
wbo  derive  the  profits  fimn  theM  tailwvjs, 
shall  take  erery  pcMsiUe  pnouition  on  be- 
half of  the  public.  Every  prBcautiwt  that 
money  can  command  ought  to  be  taken; 
and  there  can  be  nothing  worse  than  that 
the  public  mind  should  be  disturbed  by  the 
constant  fear  of  theee  accidents.  Itisunfocw 
tunate  for  the  railways  themaelves  that  tha 
growing  public  confideoce  in  them  ahould  be 
destroyed.  It  diiesseen,  that  in  thesetecent 
casea  the  accodeats  which  have  occurred, 
might  have  been  prevented  by  due  precau- 
tion. If  by  the  employment  of  ill-qualified 
subordinate  officers,  these  accidents  are  ren- 
dered more  likely  to  happen,  or  more  fre- 
quent, then  it  will  be  the  duty  of  Pariia- 
ment  to  step  in  and  demand  a  reduction  of 
the  profits  of  those  who  are  concerned  in 
the  railway,  in  order  that  due  precautioni 
may  be  taken  lo  insure  the  public  safety. 

Viscount  FttlmerMtOH  said :  I  wuh  to 
Mj  a  few  words  in  reference  to  the  subject 
of  acddents  on  railways.  As  a  matter  of 
public  duty,  I  think  it  right  to  say  that 
(his  case  of  carelessness,  if  it  be  one,  on 
the  Dover  Railway,  is  not  the  first  instance 
of  bad  management  on  that  particnlar  line. 
I  happened  to  come  from  Dover  to  Loitdan 
in  November  last;  and,  as  I  was  in  my 
own  carriage  at  the  end  of  the  indn,  with 
my  back  turned  to  the  engine,  I  hid 
a  complete  view  of  what  passed.  During 
the  greater  part  of  the  journey,  and  etpe. 
cially  in  passing  through  tha  tunnds,  the 
train  was  not  only  drawn  by  an  engine  in 
front,  hut  pn^lled  by  <me  at  the  hack; 
and  if  any  stoppage  hsid  occunrad,  the  faact 
engine  must  inevitably  have  gone  through 
the  train.  The  passengais,  wnen  they  got 
out  at  the  station,  were  totally  unaware  of 
this  hindermosl  engine  having  been  used. 
On  inquiry  I  was  informed  that,  from  s 
desire  of  economy,  a  tet  of  engines  sreR 
employed  by  the  Company  which  were 
not  strong  enough  singly  to  do  the  work, 
and  that  two  engines  therefore  were  used, 
where  one  would  otbernise  have  been 
sufficient. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

BtjsiHBBa  or  tbk  House. ^  Mr.  Himt 
wished  to  make  a  suggestion  lo  the  right 
hon,  Baronet  as  to  the  arrangement  of  the 
business  of  the  House  for  the  uezt  Sessioa 
of  Parliament.  The  Government  had  thli 
year  token,  of  late,  both  Taeiday  lod 
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Thnndsf  for  themMlrei ;  BDd  the  conie- 
quence  wai,  that  there  were  ooir  so  many 
Motions  to  b«  mode  that  they  could  not  get 
on  with  Supply.  The  great  object  of  thew 
arrangetaentg  should  be,  to  ascertain  with 
a*  much  certainly  as  pouible  trhen  particu- 
lar hudueva  would  oome  on ;  but  the  effect 
of  the  present  lystem  was  to  create  great 
uncertainty,  and  yet  not  to  advance  the  pub- 
lic builnen.  What  he  would  auggest  was, 
that  next  Seaiion,  Tuesdays  and  Thursdays 
aliould  be  appropriated  to  Motions,  and 
Monday  and  Friday  to  Supply  and  the 
Government  business.  He  also  proposed 
that  on  Wednesdays  the  House  should  al- 
ways meet  at  twelve  o'clock,  and  proceed 
with  Orders  of  the  Day,  sitting  till  six 
o'clock,  after  which  Members  would  be  set 
at  liberty  for  the  evening.  He  proposed  also 
that  no  Committeeson  Private  Bills  should 
sit  on  Wednesdays. 

Sir  R.  Peel  reminded  the  House  that 
this  Session  hod  been  a  peculiar  one,  owing 
to  the  great  press  of  private  business.  Go- 
vernment hod  introduced  their  financial 
measures  at  the  earliest  period ;  as  well  as 
all  others,  the  Irish  measures  particularly, 
which  were  likely  to  meet  with  opposition. 
Therefore  they  hod  done  their  utmost  tc 
expedite  ihv  public  business.  On  one 
measure  alone — the  Maynooth  Bill — there 
had  been  eleven  nights'  debate  before  the 
second  reading.  With  respect  to  next 
Session,  be  would  be  ready  to  support  the 
hon.  Member's  proposition  to  meet  early  on 
Wednesday,  and  sit  till  six  or  hslf.past  six 
o'clock.  That  would  be  much  better  than 
iitUng  for  five  continuous  nights,  the  fatigue 
of  which  vos  too  much  for  any  atrength.  It 
was  not  possible  for  those  who  attended  that 
House  for  fourteen  hours  a  day  duly  to  dis- 
charge their  duty  to  the  public,itwas  utterly 
impossible  for  those  who  bad  also  official  ra- 
iponnbililies.  With  respect  to  the  Govern- 
ment having  taken  Thursday  for  their 
busineis,  he  doubted  much  whether  they 
had  gained  anvthine  by  it;  but  in  doin^ 
so,  they  had  only  followed  the  precedent  of 
several  Sessions  both  under  the  present 
and  the  late  Government.  That  arrange- 
ment would  not  have  been  made  if  it  had 
been  seriously  objected  to,  nor  would  it  ever 
be  pressed  against  the  wish  of  the  House, 
He  hoped  thst  for  the  rest  of  the  Session 
tbtj  would  be  allowed  to  proceed  with  the 
public  business,  and  that  Merobers  who 
had  Motions  would  exercise  that  forbear- 
ance which  would  allow  of  the  Session 
being  brought  as  soon  as  possible  to  a  close. 

Hr.  Han>tt  hoped  that  the  aittiugs  on 


Wednesdays  would  be  really  attended  for 
the  purpose  of  public  business,  and  that 
the  Members  of  the  Government  would 
attend.  He  begged,  however,  to  say,  that 
no  imputation  whatever  rested  on  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  as  regarded  the 
regularity  of  their  attendance  during  the 
present  Session.  With  respect  to  the  ap- 
propriation of  Thursdays,  he  would  suggest 
that  it  should  be  a  Government  day  after 
the  1st  of  July.  In  that  case,  Members 
would  not  put  iheir  Notices  on  the  Paper 
after  that  day. 

Mr.  Bemal  hoped  the  right  hon,  Baro- 
net did  not  suppose  that  the  Session  of 
1846  would  be  less  distinguished  by  the 
pressure  of  railway  business  than  that  of 
1845.  He  thought  it  deserved  the  seri- 
ous attention  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet, 
whether  it  were  likely  that  they  would  be 
able  to  obtain  in  successive  Sessions  the 
attendance  of  Members  on  Railway  Com- 
mittees, and  whether  they  would  not  be 
compelled  to  adopt  some  other  system. 

Sir  R.  Peel  begged  to  remind  the  hon. 
Member  what  had  been  the  result  of  the 
attempt  to  transfer  the  railway  business  to 
a  Government  tribunal.  He  was  con- 
vinced that  if  that  House  parted  with  the 
power  of  adjudication,  they  would  never 
be  satis6ed  with  the  decisions  of  another 
tribunal,  and  that  there  would  be  still  a 
struggle  on  the  third  reading.  If  it  went 
forth  to  the  public  that  the  House  of 
Lords  had  discharged  their  duty,  while 
the  House  of  Commons  had  shrunk  from 
theirs,  their  position  in  the  country  would 
be  altered,  and  they  would  feel  compelled 
to  step  in  at  the  third  reading  of  Bills,  in 
order  that  they  might  retain  their  position 
in  the  Constitution. 

Mr.  Aglionbi/  congratulated  the  House 
on  the  assent  given  by  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Montrose  to  meet  early  and  rise  early 
on  Wednesdays,  He  could  not  omit  the  op- 
portunity  of  paj'ing  his  tribute  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government  for  their  r^ular 
attendance  in  that  House.  Not  even  the 
most  assiduous  Member  of  the  House  had 
surpassed  them  in  the  attention  they  had 
devoted  to  the  public  business. 

Mr.  C  Duller  could  not  refrain  from 
expressing  his  opinion  that  the  present 
system  of  conducting  the  railway  business 
of  that  House  was  the  most  defective  and 
mischievous  that  had  ever  been  devised, 
from  the  expense  to  which  parties  were 
put,  and  the  uncertainty  that  attended  the 
deciuons  of  difierent  Committees.  It  was 
2  E  2  ,  -  I 


1223 


lfatia»al 


a  Kandal  to  the  Legiiliturfl  of  the  ooun- 
trj.  The  i^K^t  boo.  Baronet  laid  that 
tiiej  had  tried  the  experiment  a{  a  Go- 
vernment  Board.  But  that  Bwrd  had 
odIj  b  partial  field  of  inquiry,  it  did  not 
embrace  the  whole  lubject.  He  thought 
thej  wojld  he  ultimately  compelled  to 
transfer  the  decisioa  on  theie  Railvaj 
BilU  to  a  whollj  independent  tTibuooI. 

The  Chaacelior  of  the  Exckeqtter  said, 
that  thi<i  was  a  subject  which  would  depend 
next  Senton  on  a  great  many  pointi  and 
difficultiei  which  could  not  be  considered 
now.  He  hoped  hon.  Memhen  would  now 
let  the  public  bunnesa  proceed. 

Mr.  iV.  Williamt  complained  that  the 
Guvemment  had  introduced  eleven  Bitli 
within  onljr  a  few  weelu  of  the  cloie  of  the 
Se^ion,  and  when  it  wu  imponible  that 
they  could  be  duly  conitdered. 

Subject  at  so  end. 

Natioital  Dbfskcss.J  Viicount  PaU 
mertloK  said:  My  principal  object  in 
rising,  is  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  a  matter  of  great  national  im- 
portance, directly  connected  with  the  bu- 
siness upon  which  we  are  about  to  enter — 
I  mean  that  of  the  Committee  of  Supply; 
it  is  the  great  imperfection  of  the  present 
state  of  our  national  mrans  of  defence.  1 
repeat,  that  this  is  a  subject  of  the  utmost 
importance.  I  think  that  any  man  who 
values  peace,  and  who  is  sennble  of  the 
advantages  which  the  country  derives 
from  it,  must  feel  that  this  is  a  matter  of 
first-rate  importance;  for  peace  between 
tu-o  countries  can  never  be  secure  except 
when  they  stand  upon  a  footing  of  equality 
with  regard  to  their  respective  means  of 
self-defence.  Now,  Sir,  France,  as  I  had 
occasion  to  stale  on  a  former  occasion,  has 
now  a  standing  army  of  340.000  men, 
fully  equipped,  including  a  large  force  of 
cavalry  and  artillerv,  and,  in  addition  to 
that,  1,000,000  of  the  National  Guard.  I 
know  that  the  National  Guard  of  Paris 
amounts  to  80,000  men,  trained,  disci- 
plined, reviewed,  clothed,  equipped,  and 
BccustoDied  to  duty,  and  perfectly  compe- 
tent, therefore,  to  take  tbe  internal  duty 
of  the  country,  and  to  set  free  the  whole 
of  the  regular  force.  Now,  Sir,  if  France 
were  a  country  separated  from  our  own 
by  an  impassable  bnrrier — if  she  bad  no 
navy,  or  if  the  Channel  could  not  be  cross- 
ed, 1  should  say  this  was  a  matter  with 
which  we  had  no  concern.  But  that  is  not 
the  case.  In  the  firet  place,  France  has  a 
fleet  equal  to  ours.    I  do  not  speak  of  the 
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number  of  ve«eli  actnally  in  extatenoc^ 
but  of  the  fleet  in  commiatioa  and  half- 
commission,  in  both  which  respects  the 
fleet  of  France  is  equal  to  that  of  this 
country.  But,  again,  the  Cbanoel  it  no 
longer  a  barrier.  Steam  navigation  has 
rendered  that  which  was  before  impassable 
by  a  military  force  nothing  more  thsm  a 
river  passable  by  a  steam  bridge.  Fmnoe 
has  ateamers  capable  of  transporting 
30,000  men,  and  she  has  harbours,  inaoes- 
dble  to  any  attack,  in  which  these  steunen 
may  collect,  and  around  which,  on  the 
land  side,  large  bodies  of  men  are  c<Hi- 
stantly  quartered.  These  harbours  an 
directly  opposite  to  our  coast,  and  within 
a  few  hours'  voyage  of  the  different  land* 
ing-places  on  the  coast  of  England.  Well, 
then,  1  say,  that  is  not  a  state  of  things 
under  which  you  can  remain  secute  of 
peace,  unless  you  are  in  a  state  of  prepara- 
tion to  meet  any  sudden  attack.  Sir,  I 
■hall  be  told,  perhaps,  that  our  relations 
with  France  are  of  the  most  amicable  ns- 
turcL  I  admit  it,  and  I  trust  that  they 
may  so  continue.  But  questions  of  the 
greatest  importance  may  start  up  in  any 
quarter  of  tbe  globe,  and  we  can  never  he 
sure  from  month  to  month,  with  respect  to 
two  countries  which  have  such  extensive 
and  diveruGed  interests  to  be  considered, 
that  questions  of  the  utmost  delicacy  and 
difficulty  will  not  unexpectedly  arise. 
Therefore,  I  say,  when  those  questions  do 
arise,  you  cannot  deal  with  them  on  a  foot* 
ing  of  equality,  and  in  a  manner  consistent 
with  the  interest  and  dignity  of  the  coun- 
try, if  you  are  not  in  such  a  state  as  to  he 
at  least  inaccessible  to  any  sudden  or  early 
attack.  Now,  I  say  we  are  not  in  such  a 
state.  On  a  former  occasion  I  pointed  out 
the  deficient  state  for  defence  of  our  naval 
arsenals.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  told 
me  that  measures  wero  being  taken  to 
remedy  that  deficiency.  I  hope  that  tbe 
remedy  will  be  effectual.  I  feel  sure  that 
a  very  small  addition  to  the  batteries  and 
BO  forth  will  be  sufficient ;  and  if  a  Cam- 
mission  of  tdentiiic  and  able  officers  be  ap- 
pointed to  take  tbe  matter  into  considera- 
tion,  I  have  no  doubt  that  in  a  short  time 
all  ground  of  complaint  will  be  removed. 
I  dwelt  also  on  the  necessity  of  having 
harbours  of  refuge.  The  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet stated  that  that  subject  was  also 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  that  a  Vote  would  be  pro- 
posed. The  sum  now  assigned  for  this  pur- 
pose is  a  very  small  one,  but  it  is  probably 
enough  as  a  beginning.    The  amoi^t  pro* 
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poied  ii  upirardi  of  120,0001.,  tbe  CBtimate 
being  3,300,OOOJL  I  am  willing  to  think 
that  the  GoTernment  will  take  such  ntea- 
■ures  u  iixey  deem  necessarf  ;  itill  I  must 
ray  thst  they  do  not  go  far  eaough.  I  will 
nippoge  that  our  dockyards  are  perfecclj 
inaccessible.  1  will  suppose  that  we  have 
harbours  fortified  against  attack  as  well  as 
Againtt  the  sea,  in  which  our  steam  ressels 
— assuming  that  ne  have  a  sufficienl  num- 
ber of  them — might  be  kept  ready  to  act 
against  any  sudden  invasion.  But  you 
must  recollect  that  Calais.  St.  Malo,  Cher- 
bourg, and  Dunkirk,  are  within  a  few 
hours'  passage  of  our  coast ;  and  that,  sup- 
posing a  rupture  to  occur  between  the  two 
countries,  which  I  hope  will  not  be  case, 
you  would  have  very  short  Dolice  of  any 
meditated  attack ;  you  would  have  very 
little  meaas  of  sending  your  steamers 
in  sufficient  numbers  to  prevent  a  land- 
ing ;  and,  therefore,  though  not  for 
the  purpose  of  attacking  your  dockyards, 
still  for  that  of  invading  your  coast, 
you  might  have  20,000  or  30,000  men 
landed  without  any  possibilitv  of  your  pre- 
venting such  an  event.  Well,  then,  what 
is  the  state  of  the  internal  garrison  which 
you  can  rely  upon,  supposing  such  an  un- 
fortunate  event  to  happen^  Why,  you 
have  nothing  but  the  regular  force  of  this 
counrrv,  which  amounts,  probably,  includ- 
ing thut  in  the  Channel  lalandi,  to  lesi 
titan  50,000  men,— SO.OOO  in  Ireland,  and 
the  rest  distrihuied  over  Great  Britain  ; 
and  this  force  must  be  brigaded,  a  staff 
muit  be  appointed,  and  the  cavalry  and 
artillery  must  be  all  brought  together  before 
you  could  put  into  the  field  a  force  capable 
of  opposing  an  enemy.  I  would  ask  the 
Government  what  time  must  necessarily 
elapse  before  that  could  be  done  7  You 
would  have  to  recruit  your  army,  and  to 
ballot  for  the  militia ;  and  I  ask  any  man 
who  understands  these  matters,  in  what 
condition  you  would  be  placed  in  case  of  a 
rupture  with  any  Foreign  Power?  The 
time  and  expense  required  for  recruiting 
and  collecting  the  army,  would  be  mure 
than  any  man  who  hasnot  turned  his  atten- 
tion to  these  things  could  posiibty  imagine. 
Well,  then,  I  say,  you  have  an  acknow- 
ledged, establlsbed,  and  constitutional  mode 
of  guarding  against  this  state  of  things, 
which  of  late  has  been  abandoned  oa  ac- 
count of  the  expense,  but  for  the  continued 
abandonment  of  which  1  hold  that  that 
reason  does  not  any  longer  apply,  while 
other  teaaons  for  resorting  to  it  have 
greatly  augmented    within  the  last  few 
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years.  I  refer  to  the  summoning  of  the 
regular  militin.  When  I  asked  the  right 
hoa.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe 
Home  Department  the  other  day,  whether 
it  was  intended  to  ballot  for  tbe  militia,  he 
told  me  that  it  was  not ;  and  it  is  un  this 
account  thut  I  feet  it  my  duty,  before  going 
into  Committee  of  Supply  at  the  end  of 
this  Session,  and,  before  it  is  too  late  for 
the  Government  to  take  the  matter  into 
consideration,  to  urge  upon  the  right 
hoR.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Govern- 
ment the  great  importance  of  organizing 
thia  portion  of  the  military  defence.  There 
is  no  constitutional  objection  to  it ;  and  for  a 
comparatively  small  sum,  you  get  the  power 
of  adding  lo  your  home  garrison  in  an  infi- 
nitely greater  degree  than  you  could  by 
laying  out  that  sum  of  money  in  augment- 
ing the  regular  regiments.  I  would  wish 
the  Government  to  consider  tbe  eipediency 
of  not  allowing  this  autumn  to  pass  over 
without  ballotting  for  and  enrolling  the 
militia.  I  would  urge  them  in  the  course 
of  the  next  summer  to  give  at  least  half,  if 
not  the  whole,  of  the  militia  regiments 
their  twenty-eight  daya'  training.  What 
is  the  expense  t  1  look  back  to  tbe  esti- 
mates of  former  years,  and  I  see  that  the 
expenite  of  a  ballot  for  the  militia  of  Great 
Britain,  which  gave  50,000  men  was,  not 
more  ihati  about  40.000i.  [The  Ckan- 
celior  of  tke  Exchequer :  The  Icical  ex- 
penses?] The  expense  to  the  puhlic  was 
about  40.000/.  Theesiimate  for  training 
the  miliiia  of  Great  Britain  in  1821 
was  90,000^. ;  that  was  the  whole  ex- 
pense connected  with  50,000  men.  I  do 
not  mean  to  say  that  thf se  are  not  consider- 
able  sums;  and  no  doubt,  if  there  were  a 
deficiency  in  the  revenue  it  would  be  a  ba- 
lance of  considerations  whether  you  would 
incur  this  expense,  or  take  your  chance  of 
two  or  three  years'  continuance  of  peace; 
but  then  we  have  a  war  tax  in  time  of 
p>eace ;  and,  that  being  the  case,  for 
Heaven's  sake  let  us  have  those  ordinary 
precautions  which  will  save  us  from  ihe 
necessity  of  incurring  the  greater  expenses 
of  actual  war.  Fur  a  comparatively  emull 
amount  you  might  have  the  means  of  as- 
sembling in  arms  within  a  fortnight  50,000 
men  as  the  organized  British  militia,  and 
70,000,  if,  in  addition  to  that  number,  you 
orgnnixed  the  militia  in  Ireland.  A  train- 
ing of  twenty-eight  days  annually  would 
place  that  force  in  a  state  of  efficiency,  suf- 
ficient, probably,  for  all  the  duties  which 
they  might  suddenly  be  called  upon  to 
perform ;  and  if  you  cho«  at  tbe  end  of 
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tbe  tfaiid  jretr  to  give  tfaem  fourteen  dkj>    moreoTsr,  thtt  Pown  whidi, 
more,  you    would    have    a    force  which     petce,  am»  ittelf  with  a  view  ' 


be  amply  lufficient  far  the 
tional  defence.  And  do  not  let  hon. 
GcDtlemea  iioigine  that  the  exiitence 
of  a  force  of  that  wrt,  or  the  knowledge 
on  the  pan  of  Foreign  Powers  that  through 
the  existence  of  nich  a  force  joa  were  ia 
a  condition  to  defend  jour  ihores  Bgainrt 
attack,  would  not  be  a  moit  powerful  mesni 
of  preserving  jaa  from  difficultin  which 
might  ultimatelf  lead  to  war.  I  venture 
to  state  that  no  countrj  in  Europe  is  in 
iuch  a  state  of  defencelesinets  as  England 
is  at  tliB  present  moment.  I  know  Gorem- 
roenta  are  very  apt  to  think— and  the  pre- 
sent one  is  perhaps  not  less  so  than  any 
former  one— that  the  duty  of  Ministen  of 


1  timnof 


sive  morementsi  natunlly  acqairaadisf»> 
sition  to  make  use  of  the  means  so  attainad  ; 
and  thus  what  has  been  done  b^els  s 
feeling  which  is  inimical  to  peace.  Bot  if 
the  maxim  refers  only  to  the  preparation  tn 
peace  of  the  means  of  defence  in  ease  of 
war,  it  ia  a  most  legitimate  and  soand 
maiim.  It  is  by  that  means  alone  that 
any  country  can  secure  to  itself  the  eon- 
ttnuancc  of  the  blemngs  of  peaca,  I  bcdd 
that  we  hare  not  at  present  that  state  of 
military  preparation  which  would  enable 
ua  to  look  with  indifference  upon  sny  aud* 
den  eontingendes.  I  hold  that  it  is  in  the 
power  of  the  GovemmeDt  to  secure  the 
necessary  means  of  defence 


the  Crown  is  fint  of  all  to  obtain  and  to  |  very  considerable   d^ree — at  i 

main  a  majority  in  this  House.     That  is  '  tively  small  expense,  and  without  any  hi- 

quitetrue;  for  without  a  majority  in  this  |  fringementof  thoseconstitutionsl  ptindplce 


House  they  could  not  continue  to  be  Mi 
nisters.     But  that  i>  not  enough.    It 


which  1  for  one  have  not  the  h 


ject.  I  would  entreat  them  to  c 
whether  it  be  eoodstent  with  that  respon- 
sibility which  weiehs  upon  them,  not 
merely  to  govern  this  country  well,  but  to 
defend  also  that  country  which  they  so 
govern,  to  refrain  from  resorting  to  those 
constitutional  methods  of  defence  which 
may  be  so  easily  adopted,  and  whidi,  in 
time  of  war,  would  add  k>  greatly  to  our 
means  of  national  defence. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said :    Sir.  I  feel  aU  the 


^  disregard.  Sir,  it  is  upon  tbeae  gnuada 
not  enough  to  be  able  to  simple  through  '  that  T  hare  thought  it  my  duty  to  call  the 
the  debate  and  to  scramble  through  the  :  attendon  of  the  Government  to  thia  sub. 
attack;  it  is  not  enough  to  bring  ' 
measures— and  some  of  the  mei 
the  Government  this  year  I  admit  to  have 
been  good  ; — it  is  not  enough  to  act  on  the 
best  and  soundest  principles  of  domesUc  le- 
gislation, if  you  do  not,  in  addition  to  that, 
place  the  country  in  as  perfect  a  state  of 
security  as  you  possibly  can:  for  if  your 
shores  are  not  sufficiently  protected  all  your 
legislation  may  be  in  vain.     Well,  then,  I 

say  that  thiscDuntry  is  in  th6  most  defence- ^  .     _ „, 

less  state,  considered  with  reference  to  the  j  difficulty  under  which  any  person  placed  ii 

means  of  attack  possessed  by  other  Powers  ; '  mj  ntuation  must  Ubour  in  discusang  pub> 

cm  the  one  hand,  the  country  is  in  the  '  licly  the  question  to  which  the  noble  Lord 

moat  defenceless  condition  in  which  she  has  .  has  felt  it  his  duty  to  call  our  attentioa. 

ever  yet  been  left;    on  the  other  hand,  I  totally  differ  ^m  the  noble  I^td  as  to 

there  never  was  a  period  at  which  your  the  defenceless  position  of  thia  country.    I 

resources,  population,  and  wealth  were  so  think  I  could  prove  that  the  noble  lord's 

great,  and  at  which  you  bad  equal  means,  impression  on  that  subject  is  altogether 

with  less  pressure  on  the  industry  and  re-  erroneous;    but  1   am  quite  sure  that  I 

sources  of  the  country,  of  placing  yourself  should   not   be    acting    consisteotly  with 

in  a  situation  of  comparative  security.     I  sound  discretion,  if  1  were  to  sute  the  facts 

contend,  therefore,  that  it  is  the  duty  of  upon  which  my  own  opinicm  ia  founded, 

the  GovemnieDt  to  look  seriously  at  these  Nothing  could  be  so  unwise  as  to  encourage 

matters.      Sir,  the  old  maxim,  "  Si  vit  parties — a  small  minority  I  trust — in  other 

pacem  para  Mbim,"  ia  both  true  and  false,  countries  who  rosy  be  bent  on  hostility  to 

It  is  a  false  maxim  if  it  mean  that  you  ours.     I  should  be  very  sorry  to  furnish 

ought,  in  time  of  peace,  to  prepare  a  auf-  them  with  instruments  to  be  used  against 

ficient  force  for  aggrenive  hostility.     Such  their  own  Government,  and  thus  to  pre- 

a  course  of  proceeding  is  doubly  mischiev-  vent  that  Government,   though   sincerely 

out.     In  the  lint  place,  it  excites  unneces-  desirous  of  maintaining  peace,  from  secur. 

sary  jealousy  on  the  part  of  foreign  coun-  ing  that  object  on  account  of  the  clamour 

tries,  and  leads  them  to  engage  in  prepara-  of  a  certain   portion   of  the  cominumty. 

tions    which    may    tend    to    render    the  I  must  say,  generally,  however,  that  the 

preservation    of   peace    uncertain.      But,  noble   Lord  has  greatly   tuderrated    th« 
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power  whicb  Aii  eaantrj  would  poMU, 
in  tbs  amat  at  hoitilttie*,  for  the  Ttndica- 
tion  of  itt  bonoar.  So  far  from  oonciimDg 
in  ihe  o]Hnioii  of  the  noble  Lord,  I  beliera 
that  in  csM  there  ihould  be  ft  necenitf  im- 
poeed  on  this  oountrr  of  reiortiiig  to  hoi- 
tilitiei,  then  never  wh  a  period  when  luch 
B  demonstration  aa  would  then  be  called 
forth  bu  been  made ;  the  Sovereign,  sup- 
ported and  enoouiaged  bj  alnioit  the  unsni- 
oioui  rmoe  of  the  people,  being  delermtned 
in  a  juit  cause  to  make  effiiru  worthy  of 
the  ancient  character  of  tbii  country.  I 
hare  a  strong  opinion,  that  upon  that  bead, 
we  have  nothing  to  fear.  1  think  it  is 
hardly  powble  to  estimate  what  will  be 
Ken  to  be  the  dormant  encrgf  of  this  ooun- 
tiy,  if  ajust  cause  should  call  it  forth.  At 
the  Mrae  time,  I  must  say  that  I  oanour  in 
some  of  the  principles  which  have  been 
expressed  by  the  noble  Lord.  I  think  it 
would  be  most  unwise  in  this  country  to 
trust  altogether  to  prosent  sppearanees  ; 
and  I  hold  tbst  it  i*  most  advisable  that 
this  country  should  be  able  to  feel  confi- 
dent, that  in  the  event  of  sudden  bostiUtius, 
she  would  be  strong  enough,  and  has  the 
means,  to  protect  herself.  I  quite  ttgno 
wilh  the  noble  Lord,  that  on  the  sudden 
oeoarrenee  of  hostilities,  as,  for  oxample,  in 
th*  year  1793,  unlen  you  an  in  a  state  of 
preparation,  the  coat  of  sudden  exertioo  is 
immense  J  and  that  it  is  a  moat  unwise 
economy  which  would  leave  you  to  make 
sudden,  precipitate,  and  unlooked-for  ef- 
forts, in  order  to  secure  your  onn  safely. 
I  think  alio,  with  the  noble  Xxird,  that 
this  country  ought  to  be  in  such  a  state,  that 
any  othur  Power  may  not,  on  that  account, 
be  eneouraged  to  rewtt  to  hostilities  for  the 
purpose  of  obtaining  advaotsges,  I  trust, 
indeed,  that  we  shall  be  able  to  preserve 
the  Mendly  relations  which  exist  between 
this  country  and  France  j  this  I  hope  will 
be  the  case,  both  for  the  sake  of  England 
and  France,  and  for  the  laka  of  the  civil- 
ised world.  So  far  ora  this  country  and 
the  House  of  Commons  from  grudging  the 
prosperity  of  France,  that  I  am  sura  i 
speak  the  general  fbeting  when  I  a«y  that 
we  saw  the  returns  respecting  the  oom- 
verce  of  Franoe  with  great  satisfaction. 
I  wish  that  more  intimaie  commercial  re- 
lations may  be  established  between  the  two 
eountries  ;  but  I  do  trust  also  that  whilst 
France  Is  increasing  in  her  commerce,  she 
will  see  that  she  owes  that  Ineresse  of 
prosperity  to  the  maiotenanc*  of  peace, 
and  that  there  wUl  ba  among  all  rational 
peopla  in  that  coantry  a  d«libwat«  opinion 


that  the  honour  and  interests  of  France  may 
be  much  batter  maintuned  by  cultivating 
industry,  and  promoting  cummercial  pros- 
perity, than  they  could  be  by  seeking 
that  which  is  perfectly  unnecessary  fur 
that  most  gallant  country,  whose  repu- 
tation stands  so  high  at  every  period  of  her 
history,  namely,  the  maintenance  of  her 
glory  by  the  increase  of  her  territorial  pos- 
sessions. But,  Sir,  1  must  own  thst  1  nm 
rather  surprised  at  the  noble  Lord's  exces- 
sive apprehensions  on  thin  subject ;  faecauie 
the  noble  Lord  was  in  office  for  a  period  of 
ten  years,  and  I  venture  to  say  that  this 
country  is  in  a  better  state  with  respect  to 
the  means  of  repelling  aggression  than  she 
was  at  that  lime.  Did  the  noble  Lord  see 
France  expend  the  sum  of  fifteen  millions 
sterling  upon  the  fortifications  of  Paris,  snd 
issue  an  order  increasing  the  army  suddenly 
to  the  extent  of  100,000  men ;  and  does 
the  noble  Lord  think  that  this  country  now 
stands  in  the  same  poution  with  respect  to 
Franoe  as  it  did  in  1841  ?  There  was  no 
militia  ballot  at  that  period ;  there  was  not 
near  the  same  amount  of  military  force  that 
Ifarra  is  at  present;  and  I  very  much  doubt 
whether  there  were  aa  many  sail  of  tho 
line.  The  noble  Lord  has,  I  admit,  sug< 
getted  many  points  deserving  of  serious 
consideratioD.  It  is  impossible  not  to  see 
what  a  change  has  taken  place  with  respect 
to  navigation.  1  think  that  ibis  country 
has  a  perfect  right  to  consult  its  own  secu- 
rity- if  it  were  proposed  to  iocrease  tho 
military  or  nnval  force  of  the  country  for 
the  purpose  of  aggresrion,  we  ought  most 
seriously  to  consider  the  policy  o(  such  a 
course;  hut,  as  to  taking  measures  (or  our 
own  security  in  the  event  of  public  hoatili- 
ties,  the  last  consideration  which  should 
present  itself  to  the  mind  of  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown  is,  "  What  will  other  Powers 
think  f"  I  should  certainly  not  hesitate  to 
propose  to  Parliament,  without  reference 
to  any  other  Powers,  what  I  considered 
necessary  even  for  contingencies.  With 
reference  to  the  dockyards,  let  me  ask  what 
was  the  state  in  which  we  found  thera  ? 
llie  noble  Lord  doe*  not  tell  us  that  years 
passed  without  any  measures  of  improve, 
mant  being  adopted.  The  improvements 
which  are  even  now  going  forward  make  it 
desirable  that  we  should  not  be  hurried  on 
to  the  adoption  of  measures,  lest  the  money 
which  we  expend  should  be  entirely  thrown 
away,  We  have  a  perfect  right,  however, 
to  take  precautions  fnr  the  defence  of  the 
naval  araenalsand  dockyards  of  this  country. 
For  the  Navy  and  Ordnance  we  pioptned 
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reiort  to  thii  force.  I  wouU  obwtve,  that 
thrre  hiu  been  that  chiuif;B  ia  the  atate  of 
lociet;  within  the  last  few  yean  wbicb 
would  probablj  rendar  the  preaent  militia 
laws  not  entetlj  so  luitable  aa  they  were, 
and  thej  might  perhapa  undei^  uac&l 
alteratiana.  It  ii  not  neceHar7,  perlt^M, 
that  I  should  DOW  enter  into  maj  further 
explanation  on  thia  subject  which  ifae  Doble 
X>Drd  hu  introduced.  1  am  bound  to  ooo- 
tent  royielf  with  stating  that  his  imprea- 
•ion  as  to  the  defencelesmen  of  this  c«m- 
tiy  is  totali.T  at  variance  with  mj  own,  I 
speak  not  of  that  which  concerns  the  pub& 
spirit  and  the  honour  of  Englishmen,  for  I 
sm  sure  that  the  noble  Lend  will  admit, 
that  with  whatever  difficulties  an  appeal 
to  the  country  might  be  attended,  that  ap- 
peal would  be  entirely  successfuL  Wbal- 
erer  may  be  required  for  the  public  aerrice 
will  be  Biked  for,  without  acruple,  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government.  I  am  aut«  the 
House  will  feel  the  necessity  of  placing 
this  country  at  all  timet  in  auch  a  atate  at 
security  that  it  will  not  hare  to  d^eod 
upon  temporary  and  poasibly  delusive  ap- 
pearances of  tranquillity ;  hut  there  will  be 
actual  peace,  without  any  sinaiety  as  to  the 
result  of  the  immediate  occurrence  of  hos- 
tilities. The  noble  Lord  said  that  we 
have  fortunately  a  large  aurplua.  Bat 
who  is  to  be  thanked  for  that  i  We  have 
a  large  surplus  in  consequence  of  that  im- 
position of  tasatiun  which,  besides  giving 
us  this  surplus,  enables  us  to  take  pie- 
cautions  for  the  security  of  the  countiy, 
and  to  remit  that  pert  of  our  taxatioii 
which  has  appeared  to  us  to  press  most 
upon  the  labour  and  industry  of  the  earn- 
munity.  Having  a  surplus,  we  feel  that 
we   cannot  apply  it  better  than   by  tak- 


this  year  an  addition  of  1,100,0001.  in  the 
Estimates.  I  am  placed,  with  respect  to  this 
matter,  between  two  fires.  Every  word 
that  I  say  in  one  direction  may  induce  other 
parties  to  exclaim,  "  See  vhat  the  Minister 
said  in  the  House  of  Commons ;  we  must 
now  have  two  or  three  millions  more,"  I 
should  be  exceedingly  sorry  to  see  a  race 
run  between  great  Powers — not  a  race  in 
commerce  and  civilisation — but  each  lo- 
cressing  as  far  ai  passible  its  military  and 
naval  force.  There  must  be  a  limit  to  that. 
It  in  a  quesiion  of  the  nicest  discretion, 
whether  you  shall  propose  large  sums  for 
the  Army  or  the  Navy,  or  whether  the 
eSect  will  be  to  add  to  your  relative 
strength.  I  koow  not  a  nicer  question 
with  regard  to  economy  and  to  every 
other  public  object,  than  the  extent  to 
which  you  will  proceed.  I  hope,  however, 
that  this  country  will  never  depart  from 
that  policy  which  has  secured  its  safety, 
namely,  that  of  beiog  strong  as  a  naval 
Power,  and  at  the  same  time  not  attempt- 
ing to  enter  into  competition  with  the 
great  military  Powers  of  Europe.  Say 
what  you  will,  this  country  would  not  be 
satisfied  with  the  existence  of  a  standing 
army  of  100,000  or  200,000  men  kept 
within  our  own  land.  I  admit  that  the 
amount  of  military  force  is  not  sufficient 
now  to  enable  you,  conditently  with  due 
economy,  to  meet  the  demands  which  may 
arise ;  but  with  respect  to  oor  becoming  a 
great  military  Power,  and  relying  upon 
having  a  military  force  able  at  once  to 
mret  that  of  other  countrien,  except  for 
the  purposes  of  our  own  defence,  that  is  a 
competition  into  which  I  trust  this  country 
will  never  enter.  I  do  hope  that  this 
country  will  always  have  such  a  degree  of 
naval  strength  as  will  enable  her  to  feel 
entire  conBdence,  in  the  event  of  hostilities. 
Then,  with  regard  to  the  subject  of  local 
militia,  let  me  say  that  I  apprehend  we 
have  a  demand,  in  case  of  necetnty,  upon 
a  body  of  disciplined  men  amounting  to 
50,000,  in  whom  we  might  repose  great 
confidence.  1  refer  to  the  Chelsea  pen- 
sioners. When  I  was  Secretary  of  State 
twenty  years  since,  I  even  then  felt  that 
the  militia  was  in  an  unsatisfactory  state, 
and  that  there  ought  to  be  some  local  force 
constituted  in  this  country.  The  noble 
Lord  ii  aware  that  under  the  Act  there  is 
no  prohibition  against  proceeding  to  ballet 
fur  the  militia.  The  Act  BUKpends  the 
obligation  to  ballot,  which  would  otherwise 
be  imposed  on  the  Crown  ;  but,  in  case  of 
necessity,  the  Crown  would  still  be  able  to 


ing  precautions  against  eventual  and  pos- 
sible danger  i  and  the  increase  of  the  Votea 


the  Navy  and  Ordnance,  and  the  Vole 
proposed  with  respect  to  the  harbours  of 
refuge,  show  that,  while  we  attend  to  the 
claims  of  the  people  to  the  remission  rf 
taxation,  we  have  not  neglected  the  pre- 
cautions which  we  think  necessary  for  the 
safety  of  the  country.  With  respect  to  the 
harbours  of  refuge,  this  is  the  first  year 
that  any  proposal  has  been  made,  Tbe 
Vote  is  purposely  small,  and  I  hope  we 
nhall  not  be  driven  forward  too  fast.  No- 
thing can  be  more  important  than  that  we 
should  take  the  best  opinions  at  to  the 
proper  mode  of  securing  the  object.  I  take 
it  for  granted  that  the  Hnute  is  satisfied  of 
the  necesuty  which  exists  f«  thoee  barboun 
of  refuge  which  repeated  nml  comMM- 
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don*  hATe  Teoommended.  The  lubject  hu 
undergona  such  full  inTettigstion  that 
there  can  be  do  jitcemtj  for  an;  further 
inquirj.  Dover,  PortUnd,  aad  Harwich 
are  the  sitei  which,  as  the  reault  of  repeat* 
ed  inquiries,  are  pointed  out  ai  the  mMt 
appropriate  for  harboun  of  refuge.  We 
have  felt  it  our  dut;  with  Teipect  to  each 
of  thoM  placea  to  lake  the  opinions  of  the 
nioit  emineDt  civil  and  militorj'  engineers 
u  to  the  best  mode  of  insuring  to  the 
country  the  greatest  permanent  advantage 
u  the  result  of  the  monej  expended.  With 
respect  to  all  these  places,  and  espeeiallf 
Dover,  it  is  of  the  utmost  importance  that 
we  should  have  the  opportunity  of  profiting 
as  far  aa  poatible  by  the  opinions  of  those 
who  are  best  qualified  to  give  advice  on  the 
Bubject.  These  various  matters  are  occu- 
pying the  serious  attention  of  the  Govem- 
ment ;  and  if  my  answer  to  the  noble  Lord 
be  not  entirely  satisfactory,  I  entreat  the 
House  to  bear  in  mind  that  I  stand  in  a 
position  in  which  I  roust  appeal  to  their 
confidence ;  because  I  cannot  state  the 
particular  facts  upon  which  my  om  im- 
pression, as  opposed  to  that  of  the  noble 
Lord,  is  founded. 

Viscount  Palmeritoi  said,  the  right  hon. 
Barooet  seemed  to  imagine  that  he  advo- 
cated ■  great  increate  of  the  regular  army, 
and  a  rivalry  with  continental  nations. 
He  bad  distinctly  disclaimed  any  such 
view :  all  that  he  had  recommended  was 
the  training  of  the  militia.  In  reference 
to  ateam  navigation,  what  he  had  said  was, 
that  the  pn^ress  which  had  been  made 
had  converted  the  ordinary  means  of  trans- 
port into  a  steam  bridge.  He  did  not 
mean  to  impeach  the  energy  of  the  country, 
should  danger  arise.  What  he  meant  was, 
that  without  previous  organization,  the 
braveat  men  would  ba  of  no  avail  against 
■a  armed  force. 

Sir  R-  Peel  uid,  the  noble  Lord  appeared 
to  retain  the  impression  that  our  means  of 
defence  were  rather  abated  by  the  disco- 
veries of  steam  navigation.  He  was  nut 
at  all  prepared  to  admit  that  He  thought 
that  the  demonstration  which  we  could 
mahe  of  our  stevm  navy  was  one  which 
would  surprise  the  world;  and,  as  ihe 
noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  steam  bridges,  he 
would  remind  him  that  there  were  two 
parties  who  could  play  at  making  them. 

Sir  C.  Napier  said,  that  they  had  at 
ptesent  at  sea  eight  sail  of  the  line  ;  hut 
they,  in  point  of  seamen,  were  two  rates 
below  their  proper  complement.  It  was 
only  the  other  day  that  the  gallant  Admiral 
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opposite  found  it  necessary  to  increaae  the 
number  of  men  in  thoae  ships,  and  he  could 
not  have  adopted  a  wiser  measure.  The  Sec- 
retary at  War  had  stated  the  other  night, 
that  no  difficulty  was  met  in  6nding  persons 
willing  to  enlist  into  the  anny ;  but 
he  could  assure  the  ilouse  that  the  great- 
est difficulty  was  found  in  inducing  sailors 
to  enter  the  Navy.  The  right  bon.  Baro. 
net  had  also  spoken  of  the  state  of  their 
steam  naval  force.  He  could  tell  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  that  in  this  respect,  they 
were  inferior  to  their  neighbours  on  the 
Continent,  who  built  their  steam  vessels 
for  an  increased  number  of  men  and  weight 
of  metal ;  while  they  (the  British)  consult- 
ed only  the  rate  of  speed  in  their  naval 
architecture.  He  (Sir  Charles  Napier) 
was  glad  to  hear  that  there  were  50,000 
efficient  pensioners — men  able  to  bear  arms 
in  the  country.  He  was  glad  to  hear  this, 
because  they,  with  a  little  training,  and 
the  30,000  of  a  standing  army  in  England 
and  Ireland,  constitute  a  sufficient  de- 
fence against  foreign  invasioa. 

SuPPir — HlKBOCRS  OF  RbFDGB — FlKB 
AT      QuBBSC  — DlSSSMTINa      HiNISTBM 

(Frblahd).]  House  resolved  itself  into 
Committee  of  Supply. 

On  the  Motion  that  80,300/.  be  voted 
to  defray  the  Superannuation  of  Persons 
formerly  employed  in  the  Civil  Departments 
of  the  Government, 

Mr.  Hume  appealed  to  the  right  hon, 
Baronet  as  ■  man  of  peace,  and  not  a  man 
of  war,  to  know  what  had  been  done  with 
respect  to  the  formation  of  harbours  of 
refuge. 

Sir  R.  Peel  said,  that  a  Committee  had 
been  appointed  to  investigate  this  subject, 
and  their  investigation  would  be  continued 
during  the  recess.  He  thought  the  House 
and  the  country  were  much  indebted  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Montrose  for  having 
called  the  attention  of  the  Government  to 
the  subject. 

Mr.  Philip  Honard  had  formed  one  of 
a  deputation  which  waited  on  the  right 
hon,  Baronet  urging  the  necessity  of  con- 
verting Douglii,  in  the  Isle  of  Man,  into 
a  harbour  of  refuge;  and  to  effect  that 
object,  the  authorities  of  the  island  were 
ready  to  devote  a  portion  of  their  revenues, 
if  they  were  supported  in  that  project  by 
the  Government.  The  celebrated  Paul 
Jones  had,  almost  within  memory,  burnt 
St.  Mary's  Isle,  threatened  Whitehaven, 
and  scoured  those  seas  with  impunity, 
showing  in  the  event  of  war  with  Ameriat 
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or  FnuMi  tha  neeeMit;  of  ■  wd-pratoetad 
•ntboard.  To  tbe  itricttj  defninTfl  policy 
of  conttTUcting  harboun  of  refuge,  the 
QuMu't  Gorerainent  ahould  apply  iti  euljr 
and  best  attention ;  and  tbe  claim  of  this 
Manxmen  wai  full  worthy  of  atiention. 

On  ibe  QuMtion,  that  ft  lum  of  U,eOQL 
be  granted  for  the  Polish  Refugee!,  and 
diilreaed  Spaniardi, 

Mr.  J.  Abel  StHtth  aaid,  it  might  not  be 
out  of  place  for  him  here  to  remark  upon 
the  newi  that  had  that  day  reached  tbe 
City  of  another  disaitranii  fire  in  Qnebec, 
by  which  1,300  houm  were  burned  to 
the  ground,  and  aeveral  tfauuianda  of  per- 
•ana  bad  been  reduced  to  total  dertitulion 
and  to  great  aufiering.  He  wiihed  to  aik 
nhether  Government  eontempUted  to  al- 
levials  in  any  way  the  diatrev  of  thcH 
poor  people? 

Sir  B.  Peel  uid,  the  news  had  reached 
him  only  tbu  morning,  and  he  had  heard 
it  with  tbe  utmost  regret,  that  another 
and  an  equally  (erioui  oalaniity  had  fallen 
on  tbe  city  of  Quebec.  On  the  former 
occasion  Government  bad  done  all  in  their 
power  for  tbe  lufieren ;  and  he  wai  sure 
that  now  limilar  care  and  aympcitby  would 
be  fhovrn.  The  people  of  the  country 
had  shown  great  sympathy  with  the  *uf« 
fereis,  and  thinking  a>  he  did  that  Parlia- 
ment should  show  its  sympathy  nlso,  be- 
fore the  Supply  was  completely  gone 
through,  he  promised  to  piopoae  a  Vote  for 
the  purpose. 

Sir  tivward  Demglat  wished  to  state 
•ome  particulars  relative  to  the  late  fire  in 
Quebec,  which  had  just  reached  him.  The 
first  fire  took  place  on  the  28th  of  May, 
and  destroyed  1,600  houseej  and,  the 
srcond,  on  the  38th  of  June,  and  destroy- 
ed 1.300  houses.  The  extent  of  the  cala- 
mity could  be  best  ascertained  by  com- 
paring the  amounl  of  loss  with  the  num- 
bers of  the  population.  Quebec  was  a 
town  cuotaintng  35,000  inhabitants,  and 
the  loss  occasioned  by  the  two  fires 
amounted  to  1,360,0001.  From  this  it 
wouM  appear  that  the  calamity  was 
greatn  in  proportion  than  tbe  great  fire  of 
London.  He  trusted  that  the  liberality 
of  this  country  would  not  be  appealed  to 
in  vain  for  the  relief  of  tha  niSeters. 

Vote  Sigreed  to. 

On  tbe  Question  that  the  snm  of 
35,630/.  he  granted  for  Nonconforming 
and  other  Ministers  in  Ireland, 

Mr.  ShamaH  Cram/ord  s^,  that  it 
was  his  intention  to  t^  the  senae  of  the 
HoutB  npon  this  Vote.    He  was  an  advo. 


cata  of  the  voluntary  prindple,  sad  1m 
therefore  felt  it  his  duty  to  oppeae  tbis 
grant  of  money  for  the  support  of  teligioua 
ministers.  The  grant  had  been  pivgraa- 
sively  in««atittg;  it  went  on  incraasiiig 
from  jeu  to  year,  and  was  likely,  if  not 
opposed,  to  go  on  inemnng ;  and  be 
therefore  felt  it  his  duty,  aaan  advocate  of 
the  voluntary  system,  to  oppose  it.  There 
was  a  portion  of  this  sum  which  waa  to  be 
applied  for  the  benefit  of  clergymen'a 
widows,  and  to  that  part  he  had  no  objee- 
tion ;  nor  would  he,  in  eaae  the  Vote  wen 
disconlinued,  object  to  an  arrangement  for 
the  benefit  of  thoae  ministers  at  present  ia 
the  enjoyment  of  those  allowances,  taking 
care  to  prevent  a  perpetual  recurreaee  of 
such  a  Vote  as  this,  lo  whioh  he  waa  en- 
tirely opposed  on  principle.  He  would, 
therefore,  move  that  the  sum  voted  fbr 
this  purpose  be  reduced  to  3861. 

Mr.  fViUiawu  supported  the  AoMnd- 
ment  of  ihe  hon.  Member  for  Rochdale. 
He  was  opposed  to  votes  of  public  aaoBcy 
for  the  support  of  religious  rainiatets  <^ 
any  denomination. 

Mr.  Hindley  said,  that  there  was  mock 
diflerence  of  opinion  as  to  the  propriety  of 
aceeptiog  grants  of  pnblie  money  amongst 
ihe  Disaenters.  Tbe  Presbyterians  in  Ire- 
land were  generally  in  faMHir  of  auek 
grants,  and  there  was,  therefore,  no  incon- 
sistency in  their  accepting  this  Vote;  but 
the  Independents  and  Baptista  were  ap- 
posed to  such  grants. 

Mr.  Httme  thought  that  they  ought  not 
to  divide  on  this  Motion  until  they  had  a 
statement  from  tha  Oovemment  as  te 
whether  it  was  prepared  to  promise  so^ 
an  arrangement  as  would  prevent  the  Vote 
of  tbis  sum  after  a  given  time. 

The  Chancellor  of  tha  Ercheqiur  ooaii 
not  obtain  tbe  support  of  e  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  by  giving  any  assurance  ihst 
the  Vote  would  Iw  discontinned  after  s 
particular  period. 

The  Committee  divided  on  tha  QueHioa, 
that  a  sum  not  exeeedin;;  i66L  he  granted : 
—Ayes  13  ;  Noes  71:  Majority  6B, 

Original  Question  agreed  to. 


SoppLT — New  Zsalanii.]  Ob  ths 
Motion  that  27,5651.  be  granted  to  Hsr 
Majesty  to  defray  the  Charges  of  ths 
Colony  of  New  Zealand  beiag  put, 

Mr.  John  AM  Smitk  observed,  that  b« 
understood  that  tha  Ns<*  Zealand  Com- 
pany, confiding  in  tbe  eipiessioas  msd* 
uu  of  by  the  right  hou.  SaroMt  (Sir  ft. 
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Peel)— ind  ha  coald  tiiiirB  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  ihit  he  thought  he  *pokfl  the  sen- 
timeoii  of  the  variaai  membera  of  the 
Company,  when  he  aatd  that  he  believed 
thoae  expreiaiona  had  been  ain cere— the 
Company  had,  lince  the  laat  ditcuaiion, 
addreaaed  a  letter  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Secretary  for  the  Colooiea,  making  certain 
propoiali  to  the  noble  Lord,  with  a  view 
to  the  aettlement  or  the  diSerencci  exiating^, 
nohappity,  between  the  Government  and 
the  Company.  He  underatood  also,  that 
upon  llie  receipt  of  that  letter,  the  Under 
Secretary,  the  hon.  Oenlleroan  oppoeile 
(Mr.  O.  W.  Hope),  eapreHed  a  with  to 
re-open  the  negotiations  which  had  re- 
cently been  carried  on  between  the  partiei ; 
that  a  deputation  of  the  Company  hid 
waited  upon  him;  that  iheie  negoiiationi 
were  continued  up  (o  this  monieot;  and 
that  they  now  awaited  for  their  final  con- 
clusion the  approval  of  the  noble  Lord  at 
the  bead  of  the  Colonial  department, 
whose  unatoidable  temporary  absence  had 
prevented  that  from  being  given  op  to  the 
preaeot  moment.  The  Company  were 
aatisfied  to  real  upon  that  state  of  things 
for  the  present,  and  hoped  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  look  with  favour  upon  the 
propositioua  which  had  been  submitted  lo 
him;  but  they  wished  to  underatand  if,  in 
the  event  of  their  hopes  in  this  respect 
being  disappointed,  and  of  the  attempt 
at  adjustment,  which  they  had  sincerely 
made,  being  fruitless,  they  should  have 
another  opportunity  of  making  those  re. 
marki  upon  the  preaeot  state  of  New 
Zealand  which  they  would  have  done  on 
the  present  occaiioo,  had  these  negotia- 
tions not  now  been  pending.    If  the  hopes  i 
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amicable  arraogement  would  ulttiDately 
be  come  to,  and  the  probability  was  that 
luch  would  be  the  caw;  but  if  it  should 
not  be  so,  he  aaw  no  difficulty  in  giving 
an  assurance  that,  if  the  preaent  opportu- 
nity of  diacuaiing  the  matter  weire  fore- 
gone, another  opportunity,  as  desired, 
would  be  given  for  the  discuatton. 

Mr.  Q.  W.  Hope  said,  that  the  abieoca 
of  his  noble  Friend  was  not  the  only  rea- 
son why  the  negotiation  was  not  yet  con- 
cluded. Another  Gentleman  had  been 
called  in  to  give  hia  advice,  and  be  waa 
prepariog  his  views,  which  would,  when 
aubmitted,  receive  full  consideration, 

Mr.  Rotbuci  laid,  that  when  New  Zea. 
lend  waa  6rat  colonized,  the  country  had 
bean  led  to  expect  that  a  new  era  in  colo- 
nization had  commenced.  He  believed 
that  if  a  little  care  were  taken,  and  proper 
preparation  made,  before  coloniialion  waa 
attempted,  they  might  have  a  self-suatain- 
ing  system.  A  great  deal  had  been  said 
of  the  danger  which  existed  to  colonists  «o 
situated  a>  were  those  of  New  Zealand: 
but  if  they  formed  a  general  government 
oQ  the  principle  of  the  lepreientative 
ayalero,  there  would  be  no  danger  what" 
ever.  Let  them  have  a  Governor  repre- 
senting the  Crown,  an  Executive  Council 
appointed  by  the  Crown,  and  a  legislative 
body  appointed  by  couniiei,  and  let  the 
legislature  of  the  Colony  be  formed  on  this 
basis.  Let  the  adminiatrttioo  be  ia  the 
Governor,  with  the  advice,  though  not 
necessarily  with  the  consent  of  the  Coancil. 
It  waa  surprising,  seeing  that  we  had 
colonized  the  whole  of  North  America, 
that  we  had  not  by  this  time  acquired 
sufEeient  knowledge  and  experience  to 
colonize  so  small  a  portion  of  (he  enrth'a 


Irualed   that   the  opportunity  sought  for  |  surface    without    the    terrible    aquabbles 


would   t>e   given  before   the  close  of  the 
present  Seiuion. 

Sir  R.  Peel  entertained  a  sincere  wish 
to  aee  all  differences  saliifactorily  ad- 
jiieted  Iietween  the  Compaoy  and  the  Co- 
lonial department,  and  to  co-operate  in 
every  way  in  which  he  could  for  the  well- 
being  of  the  Colony  of  New  Zealand.  No 
one  could  regret  more  than  he  did  the  dif- 
fetencea  which  had  arisen  between  the 
Company  and  the  Government.  Com- 
muQlcBtions  had  now  passed  between  the 
Colonial  Office  and  a  depntaiion  appointed 
to  act  on  the  part  of  the  Company;  and 
the  members  of  that  deputation  were 
thcmselvei,  *o  far,  the  best  judgea  of 
what  had  puaed.     He  trnated  that  an 


hicli  had  been  carried  on  batween  the 
j  Government  and  the  Company — squab- 
I  bles,  terrible  from  the  coosequencea  to 
j  which  they  had,  in  some  measure,  led. 
I  What  be  wished  to  press  upon  the  Go- 
vernment was,  that  ihey  should  adopt  a 
general  system.  If  they  sent  out  to  New 
Zealand  a  body  of  men,  who  understood 
the  busineii  of  political  surveying,  who 
would  lay  the  country  out  into  counties, 
and  if  ihey  had  a  geneml  law  prepared 
that  each  connty,  as  it  attained  its  neces- 
sary share  of  population,  should  receive  ita 
law  from  the  law  and  from  nothing  else  ; 
and  that  it  should  govern  itself,  not  by 
giving  to  it  municipal  powers— a  course 
againil  which   be  would  warn  the  flvbt 
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hon.  Baronet — a  coane  which  woald  >plit 
the  coanlry  into  lectioni—into  a  north 
and  uutb  Jiland — which  would  make  aa 
Ireland  and  an  England,  a  Rhode  Iiland 
tnd  a  Connecticat,  of  it ;  but,  if  they  kept 
the  country  one,  with  one  central  gOTSfn- 
ment,  with  a  county  admiaiitniion.  with 
no  municipal,  that  is  to  say,  with  no  legis- 
laitve  power*,  then  I  here  would  be  a 
chance  of  g;oTerning  the  country  well,  and 
of  rendering  it  proiperooi.  Thi*  tingle 
regnlation  also  ahoold  be  attended  to,  that 
metropolitan  inieif«rence  ihould  only  be 
rraorted  to  to  defend,  when  necetiary,  the 
Colony  Trom  hoatile  aiiacka.  Let  the 
coloniili,  ao  far  aa  related  to  their  local 
GonceTni,  ^vern  themaelvei,  and  let  the 
Government  of  thii  couolry  entrutt  the 
internal  management  of  the  Colony  to 
their  activity  and  eiertiona,  to  their  daring 
and  ugacity.  The  Oovernment  ihould 
not  allow  one  hour  to  pau  before  they 
framed!  uniform  ayilem  of  Govemmeni 
for  the  whole  of  the  Colony. 

Mr.  Huvu  laid,  that  the  manner  in 
which  the  Coloniet  had  been  treated  re- 
quired that  Parliament  should  pais  an 
Act,  declaring  what  rights  ihey  were  to 
possess,  and  what  government  they  were 
to  enjoy,  and  they  would  then  be  pre- 
pared to  carry  out  the  suggeationa  of  hii 
lioa.  and  learned  Friend.  The  great  de- 
fect of  oar  preseot  system  was  lo  be  found 
in  the  Colonial  Department  itself;  the 
evit  eii«ied  at  head  quarters.  People 
might  plan  what  they  liked  for  the  good 
(government  of  the  Coloniet  elsewhere; 
but  so  long  as  the  Ci)lonia[  Department 
remained  defective,  nuihiog  in  the  way  of 
permanent  good  could  be  accompliihrd. 
There  was  no  prospect  of  an  improved 
ayalem  in  regard  lo  our  Colonies  until 
they  inirndaced  some  change  inro  ihe 
Colonial  Department  by  legislative  enact- 
ment. He  entreated  the  right  hon.  Bs- 
rooet,  in  reference  lo  this  unfortunate 
matter,  to  step  boldly  out,  and  take  the 
coarse  which  he  well  knew  to  be  the 
right  one,  and  to  bring  forward  proper 
measures  by  which  to  impart  confidence 
to  the  colonists.  He  hoped  the  right 
boo.  Baronet  would  do  this,  for  nobody 
trusted  tliA  noble  Lord  the  Secretary  for 
Ihe  Colonies.  As  to  this  Vote,  he  thought 
that  they  had  alreiidy  thrown  sway  too 
much  money  for  the  support  of  Colonial 
misrnle,  and  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  op- 
pose it. 

Mr.  Sheil  covld  not  concur  with  hia 


hon.  Friend  in  his  opposition  to  ths  Vole. 
He  thooght  that  it  was  but  wise  and  pra- 
dent  to  fortify  every  settlement  which  waa 
exposed  to  such  an  attack  as  Eororarika 
had  ansUined  ;   and  as  to  Gmptain  Grer, 
the   newly  appointed   Oovemor   of    New 
Zealand,    it   appeared   lo  him    that    tbej 
should  he  liberal  in  their  remtineraiion  of 
a  man  who  had  the  arduous  dniy  to  per- 
form of  correcting  the  caUmifous  miaiakea 
into  which  the  Colonial  Office  had   been 
betrayed.     No   doubt   some  of   the    mis- 
fortunes of  New  Zealand  were  to  be  nitri- 
buted    to    want    of   eaperience   and    in- 
capacity on  the  part  of  Captain  Fiixroy; 
but   it   was   not  at   all  on  ihe   vicanons 
back  of  Captain  Fitsroy  that  the  chaniae- 
ment  should   exclusively  bll.     Who   ap- 
pointed Captain  FiiiroyT     By  whom  was 
he   instructed  ?     OT  whom   wai   Captain 
Fitcroy  the  undiitorted  image?     It  a  dif- 
ferent policy   had   been  puraned  towards 
New  Zealand — if  a  different  construction 
had  been  put  upon  the  Treaty  of  Wailaogi 
— if  the  construction  adopted  by  the  Co<n- 
miitee,  at  the  auggestion  of  Lord  Francis 
Egerton,  had  been  made  the  rule  of  ihe 
Government.— if  the   contract  bad   been 
fulfilled  which  was  entered  into  by  Lord 
Juhn  Russell — if  Mr.  Pennington's  award 
had  been  carried  into  effect— if  (he  Com- 
pany, in  consideration  oftheirexpendiiani 
of  6O0,000f..  had  got  a  single  acre  of  land 
— if  the  Company  had   been  induced,  or 
rather  permitted,  to  apply  their  vast  capi- 
tal and  immense  re^ourcea  to  the  coloni. 
■aiion  of  New  ZeaUnd,  it   was  manifest 
that   all    the  evils  now  loudlv  complained 
of,  and   deeply  deplored,  would    not  have 
h«ppeoed;  ii  was  clear  thtt  property  and 
life  would  have  been  proiecied  in  New  Zea- 
land ;  il  was  manifeti  that  the  New  Zea- 
landers  themselves  would  have  been  sig- 
nally served  ;  that  the  value  of  the  pro- 
perty   in  their  possension,    and   to  which 
thtir   lilla    would    have    been    confirm- 
ed,   would    have    been    augmented  from 
twentv  to  a  hundred  fold;    and  that  the 
New  Zealander  himself,  civilized  and  hu- 
manized,   would     have    largely    pariiei- 
paied  in  the  manyadvantiget  which  would 
have  been  generally  diffused.    He  thought, 
that  such  was  not  an  eicaggeraied  view  of 
what,  in   all  likelihood,  would  have  taken 
place  in  New  Zealand  had  a  different  po- 
licy   been    pursued.     It   was   urged   ti>Bt 
Lord  Stanley  had  been  influenced  in  what 
he  did  by  motives  of  humanity  towards  the 
New  Zealanden.    That  aswttioa  he  was 
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not  diipoied  to  qneatioa,  nor  did  he  doabt 
hot  that  Lord  Stialey  had  given  ihat  in- 
terpretation 10  the  Tfcaty  of  Waitangi 
which  he  coniidered  most  conducive  lo 
the  intereiti  of  the  New  Zeatanden.  He 
thought,  however,  that  ihe  noble  Lord  had 
utterly  mi«tBken  the  real  inierests  of  ihe 
native  papulniion,  and  that  he  had  en- 
tailed (^reat  calamiliei,  unwittingly,  on  the 
New  Zealanden.  If  the  Gorapany  had 
been  the  viciimi  of  hia  injustice,  the  New 
Zealanden  had  been  the  victimi  of  his 
com mise ration.  Let  ihem  look  at  the  re- 
•ulttof  the  noble  Lord'a  policy,  and  try 
that  policy  by  its  fruits.  What  had  been 
Ibe  effects  of  (he  paeudo  concilialion 
which  had  been  adopted  in  reference  to 
the  New  Zealanders  ?  They  were  lorormed 
by  the  principal  Protector  of  the  abori- 
gines, Mr.  George  Clarke  he  believed, 
thai  notwithstanding  the  inierpretaiioa 
f^iven  by  Lord  Stanley  to  the  Treaty  of 
Waitangi,  and  notwithstanding  the  stre- 
nuouiness  with  which  the  rights  of  the 
Nevr  Zealanden  had  been  protected,  the 
Government,  the  conciliatory  Government, 
were  alill  the  objects  of  abhorrence  and 
scorn  to  the  native  population;  and 
Captain  Ftizroy  himself,  as  was  stated 
iit  Sir  Everard  Home's  despatch,  men- 
tioned that  the  Colony  was  on  the  very 
verge  of  ruin,  and  that  on  the  events 
of  (he  next  few  months  the  tenure  of 
the  Colony  bj  Great  Britain  might 
depend.  Under  these  circumstances,  it 
was  manifest  that  some  great  change, 
some  essential  alteration,  wai  necessary. 
The  GoTtrnment  saw  the  malady;  and 
for  such  a  malady  it  was  quite  clear  tbsi 
petty  mcdicamenis,  small  dosei,  prescrip- 
tions at  once  empirical  and  homoeopathic, 
combining  Btrange  espenmenls  with  erro- 
neons  practice,  would  not  suffice.  The 
Company  asked  the  Government  of  this 
country  to  infuse  the  representative  prin- 
ciple into  the  Government  of  New  Zealand, 
It  had  been  observed  that  a  representa- 
tive assembly  was  not  fitted  for  New  Zea- 
land. That,  perhaps,  was  quite  true. 
Kororarika,  though  once  a  promising 
saitlement,  was  now  reduced  to  the  slate 
of  Old  Sarum,  with  but  one  house  left  in 
it,  and  he  should  certainly  not  propose 
that  Kororarika  should  send  a  Member  to 
iheColonisI  Parliament;  but  if  three  or 
four  persons  were  delegated  from  Welling- 
ton and  Auckland,  and  were  to  form  com- 
ponent parts  of  the  legislative  Council,  it 
«u  quite  manifest  that  theis  would  (hen 
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be,  in  regard  to  New  Zealand,  something 
like  that  which  was  so  important  in  our 
own  constitutional  system — a  check  upon 
the  power,  which  was  now  nest  to  unli- 
mited, in  the  Colony.  At  present  the 
Colony  was  under  a  legislative  Council, 
and  the  legialalive  Council  was  under 
Lord  Stanley.  This  was  certainly  an  order 
of  dependence  in  which  it  was  highly  de> 
sirable,  if  not  indispensable,  that  an  alter- 
ation should  be  made.  It  was  not  quite 
legitimate  for  ihe  Government  to  say  that 
the  Company  had  asked  them  to  estab- 
lish in  New  Zealand  a  Colonial  Parlia- 
ment. That  was  not  the  case.  The  Com- 
pany only  wanted  the  Government  lo  in> 
fuse  some  portion  of  the  representative 
system  into  the  Colonial  Government, 
The  decision  of  Lord  Stanley  was  not 
irrevocable,  and  he  might  yet  see  good 
reason  to  change  that  decision,  in  com- 
pliance with  the  desires  of  the  Company. 
With  respect  to  the  land  question,  the 
sources  of  mischief  still  continued.  Tho 
Government  still  adhered  (o  iheir  inter- 
pretation of  the  Treaty  of  Waitangi,  which 
they  did  in  direct  opposition  to  the  Report 
of  the  Committee.  He  was  very  fsr  from 
saying  that  the  Heport  of  a  Committee 
was  to  be  regarded  as  paramount  in  every 
case,  although  to  Reports  of  Commitieea 
they  occasionally  attached  very  great  im- 
portance. Lord  Stanley  had  been  con- 
demned by  a  Report  of  a  Committee  of 
that  House.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  for  the  Home  Department  re- 
lied for  his  acquittal  upon  Die  Report  of 
that  House.  For  three  weeka  the  tight 
lion.  Gentleman  was  almost  in  a  state  of 
continuous  ovation,  on  account  of  the 
Report  of  such  a  Committee.  They  were 
told  to  look  at  the  manner  in  which  that 
Committee  had  been  constituted — happily 
constituted — that  there  were  six  Wliigs 
and  fiveTorit^a,  sll  men  of  high  intelligence 
and  of  remarkable  impartiality.  That  was 
Ihe  course  taken  by  ihe  right  bun.  Baronet; 
but  then  the  Government  did  not  veniure 
10  take  thut  course  with  New  Zealand. 
When  fault  was  imputed  to  the  tight  hon. 
Gentleman,  they  were  content  with  six 
Whigs  and  five  Tories  ;  but  in  the  case  of 
the  noble  Lord,  two-thirds  of  their  Commit- 
tee were  Tories  and  one-third  Whigs ;  and 
upon  thai  Committee  they  placed  Mem- 
ben  of  the  Government  and  embryo  Min- 
islen— Gentlemen  who  proved  their  capa- 
city to  serve  the  Government  by  their 
high  qgalificitions,  tad  the  effective  mi- 
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rtca  tbey  rendered  on  that  Committee. 
But  when  h  happened  thit  the  Report  of 
thai  Committee  wai  againat  Lord  Stanley, 
it  «rai  unnoticrd.  The  Prime  Miniiler,  in 
the  COUTH  or  hia  observation!,  never  ad- 
verted to  the  Report  of  the  Commiltee. 
He  had  narked  with  that  attention  which 
ererj  word  uttered  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman waa  eotilled  to,  and  he  obiErved 
that  he  never  referred  to  the  Comrailtee, 
to  the  proceedioea  of  the  Coraraitlee,or  to 
the  Report  of  tbe  Commiltee.  It  would 
be  a  bold  proposilioa  for  a  Prime  Minister 
to  aay,  that  a  Commiltee  appointed  b; 
hioiiair  —  let  ihcm  mark  that  —  a  Com- 
mittee appoioied  by  the  Govemnwnt— a 
majority,  a  great  majoriiT,  being  the  lup- 
portera  of  the  Goveroment  —  aeveral  of 
them  Member!  of  the  Qovernment— that 
the  Report  of  auch  a  Committee  ahould 
be  dismiiied  with  utter  diiregard.  What 
\*ai  the  object  of  that  inquiry?  What 
the  object  of  thete  obaervationt  T  A  greet 
■niilake  bad  been  committed.  It  had 
been  luggested  that  that  miitake  ihould  be 
repaired.  It  wai  to  ihow  ihe  GoTernment 
that  if  ibej  uronld  not  go  the  entire  length 
with  the  Committee,  that  the  right  hon. 
GentlemaD  peibapa  might  uiehii  influence 
to  induce  Lord  Stanley  to  retrace  hia 
conrte.  He  waa  the  lait  man  in  that  Houae 
to  aay  that  Lord  Stanley  ahould  be  treated 
with  ditraapect.  Hia  lalenti  were  great, 
tnd  aa  a  Parliamentary  debater,  he  wai  far 
aupeiior  to  almott  any  one  he  had  ever 
beard  ;  but  if  Lord  Stanley  were  aa  calm 
and  aa  unimpaaaioned  aa  he  waa  beyond 
doubt  prompt,  dexteroua,  and  agile;  and 
ifhiatalenla  were  not  ai  peculiarly  remark- 
able in  every  department  in  which  he  had 
been  engaged,  atill  he  (Mr.  Sheil}  ven- 
tured to  aay  that  New  Zealand  ought  not 
to  beaaciificed  lohim,  and  that  in  choosing 
between  the  retention  of  a  great  patrician 
in  the  Cabinet,  and  ihe  maintenance  and 
happineas  of  a  great  Briliah  poiaeiaion  of 
Ihe  Crown,  the  latter  ought  to  be  pre- 
ferred. 

Sir  R.  Peel  aaid,  he  waa  sorry  that  thi 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Dungarvon  (IVIr.  Sheil)  was  deprived  of 
tlte  opportunity  on  the  last  occasion  that 
the  subject  of  New  Zealand  was  debated 
in  that  Houae,  of  delivering  (he  apeech  he 
had  just  made,  and  which  waa  intended, 
as  he  thought,  for  a  Moiton  very  difiereul 
from  that  which  was  now  submitted  lo  the 
Houae,  and  of  which  he  cocdially  approved. 
He  knew  how  painful  it  wai  for  boo.  Mem. 


bars  at  the  end  of  a  Seaaioo  to  eatrj  away 
idelivered  speeches  with  them,  and  be 
•hould  have  sympathised  with  the  rifrtit 
lon.QenilemaninhisdissppoinlmeDlifbe 
)ad  not  had  the  opportunity  of  making  this 
ipeech.  The  second  debate  on  the  affaiia 
of  New  Zealand  lasted  two  nighia;  and, 
as  Ihe  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  refened 
to  what  bad  then  had  fallen  from  him,  be 
begged  to  observe  that  he  thoaght  it  wootd 
have  been  more  appropriate  had  tbe  right 
hon.  Gentleman  made  those  obaervatioos 
on  that  occaaioo.  He  cerininlj  aboold 
not  now  bs  provoked  to  a  renewal  ot  tke 
diacussion  on  New  Zealand,  becanse  be 
did  not  consider  that  ii  woatd  be  for  the 
public  interest,  m  the  iotereat  of  the  C<k 
looy  itself.  Id  noticing  the  remarks  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  lie  would  not 
even  do  what  it  was  painful  for  him  to 
refrain  from  doing,  namely,  enter  into  ■ 
defence  of  hia  noble  Friend  at  the  bead  of 
the  Colonial  Department,  and  repel  the 
imputations  which  he  thought  were  a»- 
juaily  cast  upon  him.  He  could  not  da 
that  without  affording  an  opporlnnity  for 
a  renewed  diecuasion,  which  be  deprecated 
only  upon  public  grounds.  He  felt  the 
lesa  regret,  however,  in  adopting  thi* 
coursp,  because  he  thought  thkt  on  the 
last  and  preceding  occasion  be  did  every- 
thing in  his  power  to  show  that  there  «u 
not  that  diversity  of  sentiment  between  hii 
noble  Friend  and  himaelf  ihat  had  been 
imputed,  and  upon  thoae  occasiona  be 
certainly  did  exert  himself  to  vindieaie  bii 
noble  Fiiend  from  the  accaaotion  directed 
against  him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  hia  noble  Friend  must  be  held 
reaponsible  for  the  appointment  of  Cap- 
tain  Fitzroy.  He  admitted  that,  apeakiag 
technically — he  granted  that  hia  noble 
Friend  waa  responaible  for  the  appoiet- 
ment;  but,  at  the  aame  lime,  he  thought 
that  it  would  be  most  ungenetoes  if, 
for  every  act  or  Mr.  Hobson  or  Captain 
Filzroy,  he  aaid  to  tbe  noble  Lord  iha 
Mcnber  for  the  city  of  London,  *'  Yoa 
appointed  these  gentlemen,  and  in  the  eye 
of  the  Cunitiiationi  you  are  reaponwble, 
and  I  hold  you  culpable  for  every  act  they 
have  done."  That  doctrine  waa  constitu- 
tionally and  technically  ttue ;  but,  morally 
speaking,  hia  noble  Friend  could  not  be 
held  responsible  for  all  the  acts  whkb 
were  performed.  With  regard  to  iheqaes- 
tion  of  the  militia,  his  noble  Friend  in- 
formed Captain  Fitiioy,  some  months 
ago,  (bat  he  thought  a  mililia  abouM  be 


tS4<  Su^pfy—  fJoiT 

•rgsniMd )  thnt  ther«  oaght  to  ba  &  locil 
forcft  eUNbliihad.  Bat  Captain  Fitsroy 
differtd  from  him,  and  did  not  act  upon 
the  inaimetiDQi.  It  wat  quite  true  that 
hii  noble  Friend  waa  conititutionslW  re- 
•ponaible  for  the  nou-perrormance  of  Ihii 
order ;  but  fae  did  not  tbink  tbat  any  gen- 
tleman out  of  ibe  Houte  would  say  thai 
Ilia  noble  Friend  muat  be  couaidered  mo- 
nWy  Teaponaible  fbr  tbe  deciaion  Nine  to 
by  Captain  Fittroy.  Captain  Fitsroy, 
actings,  DO  doubt,  upon  pure  and  honour- 
able, thou);h  mialakea  tiewt,  decliaed 
organising  the  miliua>  The  Houie  might 
be  aitured,  however,  that  hii  noble  Friend 
had  no  wiah  to  throw  on  Captain  Fitzroy 
any  reipomibility  that  belonged  to  him- 
aelf.  Aa  to  the  appointment  of  that  gen- 
tleman, there  nerer  waa  an  appointment 
made  from  purer  or  more  diaintereiled 
motive*.  Hii  noble  Friend  took  Captain 
Fitsroy  hecauae  he  lincerely  believed  that 
be  WM  a  man  better  competent  than  al' 
moit  any  other  for  (he  discharge  of  the 
functions  of  GoTernor  of  New  Zealand. 
With  regard  to  the  mode  in  which  the 
Colony  ihoold  be  governed,  he  did  not 
iee  much  difference  between  the  Tiewi  of 
tbe  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Bath, 
and  Ihoae  which  he  enieruined.  The 
boo. and  learned  Gentleman  aaid,  "  Don'i 
let  tbere  be  municipal  government,  hut 
county  government."  For  any  territorial 
difiuoo  of  the  country  they  muil  take,  aa 
(ha  centre,  thelargetl  townof  (he  diatdct; 
then  incorporate  wilh  that  town  ai  large  a 
dtitrict  aa  they  pouibly  could,  and  give 
the  naiivea  reaident  within  the  diitiict  the 
light  of  repreaentation,  and  all  tbe  advan. 
lagea  of  Britiah  aubjecti.  By  circumacrib- 
ing  ibedtairici,  they  excluded  <ha  poaii- 
bility  of  mere  ignorant  physical  farce  over- 

Kweriog  tbe  ipirit,  enterprise,  and  iniei- 
^.enceof  the  Eogtiih  colonist*.  If  they 
provided  that  every  one  of  tbe  natives 
ahould  be  entitled  lo  vote,  it  waa  poasible 
that  a  combination  mt|iht  be  formed,  and 
mere  number*  overcome  theietiler*;  hut 
if  they  took  their  districii,  and  |:ave  the 
oalivea  an  equal  franchise,  that  would  be 
a  sort  of  county  institution.  Ha  would 
certainly  give  a  liberal  Tranchise,  and  he 
thought  that  the  body  to  be  entrusted  with 
the  taaation  of  tbe  Colony  should  have  as 
eaiensive  po«era  of  taxation  for  county 
pnrpoaet  a*  were  consistent  witb  the  pro- 
fer  exercise  of  the  function*  of  the  supreme 
autboriiy.  The  constitution  of  this  *u- 
fraau  autbuuj  wu  t  moat  imporlint  quei- 
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tioo  i  bat  that  in  aome  way  or  other,  the 
Legialative  Council — the  governing  body 
— ought  to  repre*ent  the  public  opinion 
of  the  Colony,  was  a  principle  which  ha 
was  ready  to  admit.  How  thnt  coaid  be 
belt  accomplished,  it  was  impossible  for 
hicn  to  lay  dowo,  at  thia  moment,  any 
preciae  rule.  Having  alluded  to  tbe 
appointment  of  Captain  Grey,  who,  ba 
staled,  should  be  amply  remunerated  for 
any  loss  be  might  aastain,  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  concluded  by  obserriaK,  that  it 
was  neither  Tor  the  advantage  of  the  Co- 
lony, nor  for  the  public  Intereat,  that  thia 
diicuRsinn  should  be  further  continued. 

Mr,  Haves  was  glad  to  bear  that  the 
iniercourae  between  the  Colonial  Office 
and  the  New  Zealand  Company  had  been 
revived.  Tbia  waa  creditable  to  tbe  Co- 
lonial Office,  after  ao  many  sharp  debate* ; 
and  ha  trusted  that  the  whole  matter 
would  soon  be  brought  to  a  aaliifoctory 
conclusion. 

Mr.  C.  BuUer  said,  tbat  nothing  could 
he  in  a  better  tone  than  waa  the  speech  of 
tbe  right  hon.  Baronet ;  and  he  ahould  feel 
greatly  disappointed  if  the  commonica- 
lions  now  going  on  between  the  Colonial 
OSceand  the  New  Zealand  Company  were 
not  attended  with  the  most  satisfactory  re- 
sults. As  to  the  choice  ofa  Governor  for  iba 
Colony,  they  ought  to  recollect  that  for  a 
new  aettlement  they  required  as  a  Governor 
a  man  or  great  ability,  and  1,200^.  a  year 
was  not  aufficient  fur  Bgentlemsngoingout 
a*  Governor  of  New  Zealand  :  a  tasing 
officer  in  one  oF  the  Law  Courta  in  Dub- 
lin, his  right  hon.  Friend  informed  ihem, 
got  aa  high  a  salary.  While  they  were 
voting  tha  Estimates  for  New  Zealand, 
they  ought  to  take  aa  much  as  would  pay 
ihe  debt  at  once.  Now,  the  present  Es- 
timates did  Dot  give  a  fair  notion  of  what 
tha  Colony  required.  In  some  Pupera 
from  Cupiain  Filiroy,  the  eipenditure  of 
this  year  waa  estimated  at  from  36,000/. 
to  40,0'JOi.,  and  the  only  revenue  lo  meet 
thai,  was  14,000^.,  lenving  a  deficit  of 
'^2.000^  But  of  the  14,000/.,  Captain 
Fiizioy  calculated  on  receiving  8,0O0L 
from  property  lax,  and  2,0001.  from  land 
title*.  The  iirst  laiurn  showed  that  tbe 
property  tax  would  not  produce  4,000/. 
instead  of  S.OOOi.,  and  as  lo  the  revenue 
from  land  titles,  by  allowing  parlies  to  por- 
chate  from  the  natives,  it  was  swept  away 
altogether.  Thus,  (hen,  all  (hey  had  wai 
8,000/.  as  a  revenue,  wiihan  eipenditure 
of  36,000/.  or  40,000/.  leaving  a  deficit 
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of  32,000/.     Ttie  pretent  Ettimite  wai 

onl;  for  22.000/.  and  odd,  nod  they  hid 
a  d«t>t  of  15.000/.,  Tor  which  they  bad  it- 
■ned  their  debenture!.  He  did  not  tliink 
that  there  could  be  a  leii  deficiency  than 
40,000/.  in  amount.  He  wiihed  to  call 
tb«  BtientioD  of  the  Committee  to  another 
point.  Captain  Fiisroy  had  made  k  re- 
duction in  erery  one'*  laliry  in  the  Co- 
lony. He  had  taken  one-fourth  of  eacb 
pertoD'i  aaUry.  They  had,  for  ioitance, 
iCDt  ODt  Mr.  Chapman  aa  a  jndf^e,  with 
a  aalary  af  8001.  a  year;  by  Captain 
Fitsroy'i  regulationa  that  had  been  re- 
duced below  600  a  year.  Thii  he  con- 
sidered a  *ery  hard  cate.  Why  wai  a 
difference  to  be  made  between  judge*  ? 
What  right  had  (fail  (fentleman  lo  eapeci 
Ihat  the  Governor  would  have  iwept  the 
cattomi  from  22,000/.  down  to  8,000/., 
and  thit  be  ihonld  be  made  to  luRer  for 
it?  They  ought  lo  keep  faith  with  the 
public  lervinti;  and  in  this  inatance  they 
ought  to  take  inch  an  Estimate  ai  would 
enable  them,  amongit  other  tfaingi,  to 
pay  this  gentleman  the  salary  ibey  bad 
contracted  to  give  him. 

Hr.  jl^/ion&y  obieired,  that  there  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  very  little  difference 
between  the  opioioni  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Bath,  and  the  ri^fht 
bon.  Bsrooei,  ai  to  that  species  of  repre- 
sentative government  which  should  be 
given  to  New  Zealiod.  He  hoped  thil 
tbereiult  of  the  proceedings  that  had  been 
alluded  to  would  be  good  government, 
ander  which  the  Colony  would  prosper. 

Viiconot  Ebrvigton  said,  he  rejoiced 
heartily  to  hear  once  more  that  there  wts 
a  prospect  of  agreement  between  the 
Company  and  the  Colonial  Office  ;  but 
fae  warned  the  House  not  to  eipect  any 
■aiisfaclory  seillement  until  lome  clear 
and  rnielligible  principle  had  been  laid 
down  for  dealing  wiih  the  waste  Isnds. 
All  the  greet  writers  on  internatinnil 
law  were  agreed  on  (he  subject.  Their 
authority  had  been  already  appealed  lo 
in  this  controversy ;  but  he  would  venture 
to  trouble  the  House  with  the  opinions  of 
■  great  end  good  man,  the  late  Dr. 
Arnold,  who  (has  wrote  in  the  Englitk- 
man't  Roister,  io  June  1831,  long  be- 
fore   the    New    Zealand    question    had 
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"  It  is  said  the  land  belongs  to  everybody 
■ — nothing  belongs  to  everybody;  it  either  be- 
longs to  somebody  or  lo  nobody  at  all.  The 
•ir  balongit  to  nobody,  tha  open  lea  belongs 


lo  nobody,  and  for  Ibis  real 
has  done  nothing  and  can  do  DOlfaiDg  to  make 
them  better  for  his  use  ihan  God  mado  tbem 
from  the  beginning.  Tbej  are  not  his  pro- 
perty at  all ;  bat  with  the  earth  or  land,  and 
■tl  (hinp  on  it,  ii  quite  different.  Men  were 
to  subdue  the  esrtti,  that  ii,  make  it  by  iheii 
labonr  what  it  would  not  have  been  hj  itielf ; 
and  with  the  liboor  so  bestowed  upon  ii,  caae 
the  right  of  property  in  it.  Hius  every  land 
which  is  inhabited  sil  belongs  lo  sooaehody. 
But  in  much  does  the  right  of  pn^Mriy  go 
■long  with  labour,  that  enlightened  nalioos 
ba*e  never  scrupled  lo  take  possessiao  of 
countries  inhabited  only  bj  savages— couotris* 
which  have  been  hunied  over,  but  never  sab> 
dned  or  enltivated." 

How  different  is  the  caae  of  New  Zea- 
land, where  the  natives  derived  no  snp- 
plies  of  fuod  from  the  slaves,  bnt  de> 
peoded  on  cultivation  for  their  aupport! 
but  where  yet,  he  heard  it  slated  in  evi- 
dence again  and  again,  not  one  iboa- 
sandtli  part  of  the  land  had  ever  bees 
cultivated.  Dr.  Arnold  goea  on  to 
■ay— 

"  It  ii  true  they  hare  often  gone  funfaer 
and  settled  themselves  in  countries  which 
were  cultivated,  and  tben  it  becomes  rob. 
bery ;  but  when  onr  fathers  went  to  America, 
and  took  poiiession  of  the  mere  hunttng 
groundi  of  the  Indians  of  lands  on  which  man 
had  hitherto  bestowed  no  lalraur,  they  only 
exercised  a  right  which  God  bu  inieparahly 
united  with  industry  and  knowledge.** 

These  are  clear  intelligible  principle!, 
clarly  laid  down;  bnt  up  to  this  time  no 
intelligible  principle  had  been  avowed  by 
the  Government  on  thii  subject;  and  as  the 
land  question  was  at  the  bottom  of  all 
the  diSicuUies  and  disturbances  in  New 
Zeslsnd,  he  thought  the  House  ought  not 
to  be  satisfied  till  Miniaieri  declared  how 
the  waste  lands  were  to  be  dealt  with, 
whether  they  farmed  part  of  the  domain 
of  the  Cruwn  or  not.  Unless  Govern- 
ment made  up  their  minds  to  grapple 
firmly  with  this  queation,  all  hopea  of  m 
satisfactory  settlement  woold  be  itlosorr; 
and  lliese  civil  speecfaet  between  the 
Company  and  the  Ministers,  preferable  aa 
ihey  were  to  their  previous  onaeemly 
squabbles,  would  only  terminate  once 
more  as  they  had  so  oflcn  before,  in  re- 
newed disputes  and  diaappointmenii. 

Mr.  O.  W.  Hope,  leaving  the  general 
question  la  having  been  already  anffi- 
ciently  discussed,  would  confine  himself 
to  the  amount  of  thepresentesiiraate.  He 
agreed  with  the  boa.  and  learned  Member 
for  Liskeaid,  thu  tbe  anallQeaf  «f  tba 
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Vou  required  >ome  jtiitiG cation,  Tbe 
fact  was,  that  among  the  many  other  dif- 
ficollie*  in  which  the  late  Governor  had 
left  the  Government  (and  he  wiihed  not 
to  pre»  unduly  upon  Captain  Fitzroy), 
was  that  of  great  uncertainty  as  to  the 
iiateorthe  finances  of  the  Colony,  He 
was  not  prepared  to  sav  that  the  calcula- 
tions upon  which  this  Vote  was  founded 
would  prove  to  be  correct;  but  in  prepar- 
ing the  Estimate!  for  Parliament  the 
Colonial  Office  could  only  proceed  upon 
such  documenli  as  had  been  furnished  to 
them.  And  the  only  statement  in  reference 
to  this,  the  financial  question,  which  had 
been  supplied  to  the  Government  by  Cap- 
tain Filzroy,  was  that  nhich  hud  been  re- 
ferred 10  by  the  hon,  and  learned  Member 
for  Lislieard  himself. 

Mr.  W.  WUUamj  had  come  d< 
the  House  expecting  that  this  Vote  was 
to  be  opposed.  That,  he  believed,  was  the 
general  understanding.  But  it  appeared 
DOW  that  the  Company  having  got  titeii 
million  of  acres  of  land  secured  to  them, 
as  he  supposed  they  had  or  would  have 
under  the  renewed  negotiation  with  the 
Colonial  Office,  they  were  for  increasing 
instead  of  opposing  the  Eslimates,  know, 
ing  very  well  that  the  more  money  was 
expended  in  the  Colony,  the  better  it 
would  be  for  themselves.  He  had  no 
doubt  if  the  Session  lasted  much  longer, 
they  would  have  a  Supplemental  Estimate 
brought  in  for  New  Zealand,  For  his 
part,  be  thought  we  were  already  taied 
enoufjb  for  this  mismanaged  Colony. 
Would  the  bon.  Genileman  say  whether 
this  Vole  included  all  that  this  country 
would  be  called  upon  to  pay  on  account 
of  tbe  present  year,  or  whether  he  intend- 
ed to  propose  a  Supplemental  Ealimaie  ? 

Mr,  G.  W.  Hope  had  already  slated 
that  the  calculations  upon  which  the  pre- 
sent Estimate  was  framed,  were  made  upon 
very  imperfect  information. 

Mr.  jifaRij^M  believed,  if  the  colonials 
of  New  Zealand  were  allowed  to  govern 
themselves,  there  would  be  a  revenu 
than  sufficient  to  meet  all  iheexpei 
the  Colony,  without  calling  for  any  aid 
from  this  country, 

Mr.  B,  Oiborna  was  aomewhat  surprised 
■ttheturnihedi«cusstODhad  talien.  li 
peared  now  that  the  attantion  of  the  House 
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more  important  question  of  whether  tbe 
Colonial  Department  as  now  constituted 
was  fit  to  be  intrusted  with  the  destinies 
t  Colonial  Empire, was  altogether 
lost  sight  of. 

Mr.  Hindley  complained  that  the  pre> 
t  Bishop  of  New  Zealand  bad  conse- 
led,  for  the  exclusive  burial  of  Protes- 
tants, a  portion  of  the  cemetery  which  had 
hitherto  been  used  for  the  interment  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Colony  generally,  with- 
out regard  to  religious  distinctions.  He 
had  received  communications  slating  that 
this  act  of  the  Bishop's  had  given  great 
dissatisfaction,  and  that  a  petition  would 
be  forwarded  to  bim  for  presentation  to 
the  House  of  Commons  on  the  suhject. 

Admiral  Dundaa  could  not  allow  any 
aspersions  to  be  cast  on  the  character  of 
the  present  Bishop  of  New  Zealanil.  with- 
out standing  up  in  his  defence.  He  be- 
lieved no  man  had  ever  exercised  the 
TuDctiuns  of  his  office  with  greater  zeal 
and  devotion — no  man  had  been  mora 
il  in  tbe  performance  of  his  sacred 
duties — and  there  was  no  man  whose  char- 
1,  in  every  respect,  more  exem- 
plary than  that  of  the  ti),'bt  rev.  Prelate. 

Protkerae  asked,  was  il  intended 
that  this  country  should  be  saddled  with 
the  ecclesiastical  establishments  of  New 
Zealand  ? 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  was  understood  to 
say,  that,  in  the  present  state  of  the  Co- 
lony, it  was  necessary  that  tbe  means  of 
religious  instruction  fur  the  inhabitant! 
should  be  provided  by  this  country, 

Mr.  B.  Osborne  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  present  Governor  was  to  have  any 
increase  of  salary,  as  compared  with  the 
former  Governors. 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  said,  the  present  Go< 
vernor  went  out  on  a  special  mission,  and 
he  would,  therefore.receive  a  special  allow- 
ance. That  special  allowance  would  bs 
2,500/.  a  year,  instead  of  1,-iOOI.  a  year, 
which  was  the  salary  of  the  late  Governor, 
Mr.  W.  Williams  observed,  that  froia 
all  he  had  heard,  he  believed  the  present 
Bishop  of  New  Zealand  to  be  a  most  esti- 
mable person,  and  in  every  way  fitted  for 
the  duties  of  his  sacred  office;  but  hs 
thought  the  charge  for  the  ecclesiastical 
establishment  of  the  Colony  ought   not  to 

._ .,._ be  placed  upon  this  country.     He  ho|ied 

had  been   taken  up  by  a  mere  squabble  { that  means  would  be  taken  to  provide  for 
between  tbe  New  Zealand  Company  and  i  the  payment  of  the  clergy  out  of  the  reve- 

tbe  Goveromenl,  and  now  that  that  dia-    nue  "  

pule  wu  in  a  fair  way  for  lettlemenl,  tbe  i  Col< 
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Viicoant  Sandon  agreed  thai  it  would 
be  impostible  for  this  country  to  mainlain 
the  eccleiiantical  eslabliihaieoti  or  all  tlie 
Coloniei,  He  believed  that  by  an  appro- 
priaiion  of  ibe  waste  lands  meam  might 
be  provided  for  the  religiout  training  and 
education  of  the  people,  and  for  all  cleri- 
cal purpoies,  and  he  coniidered  thai  the 
colooisla  ought  to  be  put  In  a  poiitioD,  as 
soon  as  possible,  to  provide  a  religious 
eiiabliihmeDt  for  themselves  by  those 
mean  a. 

Mr.  Hindley  was  en  advocate  for  (he 
voluntary  principle  in  all  cases.  But  he 
believed  the  New  Zealand  Company  had 
already  turned  ibeir  atiention  to  the  sub- 
ject.and  bad  inveited  7,000/.  in  the  hi 
of  trustees  for  church  purposes  in  New 
Zealand.  Under  these  circumstances  be 
thought  it  was  hard  that  the  charg;e  should 
be  thrown  on  this  counlry.  He  had  no 
wish  to  asperse  the  character  of  the  Bishop 
of  Nev  Zealand;  but  if  the  statemenis 
which  had  been  made  to  him  were  true. 
Dr.  Selwyn  had,  he  ihouglit,  acted  im- 
prudently in  conitecraling,  for  the  exclu- 
sive burial  of  members  of  the  Ettabliihed 
Church,  that  part  of  ihe  cemeiery  which 
had  been  previously  used  in  common  by 
all  seels.  He  might  have  selected  an- 
other piece  of  ground  for  the  purpose, 

Mr.  Agiionby  saiil,  his  hon.  Friend  was 
quite  correct  in  supposing  that  ihe  New 
Zealand  Company  had  set  apart  a  lar|;e 
sum  for  the  purposes  of  religious  instiuc- 
lioti,  Bod  they  had  granted  asaialance  in 
this  respect  without  regard  to  any  feelings 
of  partiality  for  one  religion  mote  thao 
another.  They  had  been  guided  only  by 
the  proporlionale  numbers  of  each  sect  in 
the  particular  locality  to  which  the  grant 
was  made,  and  they  had  given  the  largest 
division  of  the  funds  to  the  members  of 
the  Established  Church,  as  being  the 
largest  body. 

Vole  agreed  to. 

Upon  the  Question  that  the  sum  of 
3,597/.  be  granted  for  Salaries  and  Ex- 
penses of  (he  Commission  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  river  Shannon, 

SuppiY — The  Shannon.]  Colonel 
SiblhoTp  trusted  that  when  this  sum  was 
expended  this  Commission  would  cease, 
and  (hat  Parliament  would  not  be  called 
upon  to  vote  any  more  money  for  im- 
proving the  estates  of  two  noble  Lords, 
under  picience  of  improving  the  river 
ShanooD.      Ho  looked  upon   the  whole 
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proceeding  as  a  grow  job  from  begiaaiBf 


Mr.  B.  Osborne  supposed  that  Ibe  two 
noble  Lords  to  whom  the  boo.  and  gallagt 
Officer  referred  were  ihe  Marquess  of 
Laosdowoe  and  Lord  Monteagle. 

The  Chancellor  of  tht  Exchequer  eovl6 
assure  the  hon.  a&d  gallant  Officer  that 
the  money  voted  for  improving  the  Shan- 
non, had  been  applied  ia  thai  which  was 
an  important  public  work,  carried  on 
under  (be  roost  competent  engineers,  and 
would  be  completed  in  the  soonest  pos- 
sible period  of  time.  With  regard  to  the 
expense  of  the  Commission  itself,  ooe 
person  only  as  a  Member  of  that  Com- 
missi oo  received  salary. 

Viscount  Sandon  denied  that  tb«  im- 
provemeot  of  (he  Shaonon  was  a  job.  He 
felt  bound,  in  justice  to  a  noble  liord  who 
was  absent,  to  say,  (bat  having  ascertained 
some  years  ago,  in  Liverpool,  (hat  it 
would  be  ao  object  of  great  imporlaacc 
(o  fourteen  GOun(tes  to  improve  (he  nari- 
gaiioD  of  the  Shannon,  he  (Viscount  San- 
don) urged  the  subject  upoo  the  atteutimi 
of  (he  then  Chancellor  of  the  Eichequer 
(the  present  Lord  Mooteegle),  who  was 
at  leogih  by  dint  of  peituasion  indoced 
to  adopt  means  for  carrying  out  the  wotk. 
He  for  ooe  believed  (he  improvement 
would  be  found  of  more  real  value  to  Ire- 
land, (han  all  (he  railroads  that  bad  beea 
projected. 

Vo(e  agreed  to. 

SCFPLT  —  St.     MAIlOABET't,    WuT- 

INSTKK.]  On  the  Question  thai  1,020/. 
be  granted  in  aid  of  repairing  S(.  Mar- 
garet's Church,  Weslmioster, 

Mr.  P.  Borlhwick  objected  to  the  Vote, 
upon  the  grouod,  that  the  money  lately 
expended  on  this  boilding  had  been  laid 
out  on  embellishments  in  the  worst  pos- 
sible laste.  He  thought  (hat  the  ehnrcb 
ight  to  be  palled  down  altogether,  and 
another  constructed  in  a  diSerenl  part  of 
Ihe  parish.  He  must  also  say  that  anch 
bad  taste  was  displayed  in  the  nonn- 
inenls  in  (he  neighbouring  Abbey  of  West- 

(er,  which,  he  said,  were  unlike  any- 
thing in  (he  heaven  above,  ia  the  earth 
beneath,  or  in  the  waters  under  Ibe  earth. 
He  objected  strongly,  too,  to  (he  myibo- 
logical  devices  introduced  into  a  Cliiia- 
linn  church,  aod  the  showsiaolike  nan- 

n  which  they  were  exhibited. 

)e  CAaMcetior  of  tin  fzcAsfiwr  re- 
marked, (hat  atchJiectQral  ■     '        ~   " 
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quite  iDiatiabl*  in  their  demandi  for  pub- 
lic moDCj  to  be  fpent  in  carrjiog  out 
tbeiT  idea*.  Ai  la  St.  MaTgaret'i  Churcb, 
U  tbe  HoDie  of  CommoDt  occupied  it  in 
(ODi*  sort,  aeati  being  allotted  for  the 
Speaker  and  Heoiben,  they  ought  to  pay 
fer  it!  neceiMTy  reparaliont;  and  with 
reapcct  to  pnllinf;  down  the  church,  it 
would  coat  from  40,0002.  to  50,000/.  were 
it  to  be  Rinored,  and  another  nibtiituted 
in  it!  place. 

Mr.  Benat  Otbome  waa  in  fatonr  of 
the  demolitJDD  of  the  church,  ai  a  Cam- 
roittee  of  the  Houk  had  already  sug- 
geated.  A*  to  Membera  goiog  there,  that 
wai  only  a  parliamentary  6ctioD,  He 
thought  that  even  50,000/.  would  not  be 
too  much  to  be  expended  in  efTecling  the 
object  in  vie*. 

Mr.  Bindley  thought  the  Vote  ihoald 
be  poftponed,  and  the  cborch  ultimately 
pulled  down,  as  it  would  be  in  the  way  of 
the  proposed  Weatminster  improTenient*. 

Viacount  Siadoit  ihould  regret  to  tee 
40,000/.  expended  in  ihe  way  proposed. 
If  they  intended  to  apend  money  in  archi- 
tectural i  n  prove  me  nti,  they  ought  to  he. 
gin  by  pulling  down  the  two  towera  of  the 
Abbey,  erected  ai  they  were  in  deBance  of 
laate  and  architectural  propriety. 

Hr.  Abtl  Smith  agreed  with  the  firtt 
obaervatioDa  of  the  noble  Lord.  He 
thought,  however,  that  St.  Margaret'i 
burial-ground  thould  be  removed,  and  he 
hoped  that  the  Chancellot  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  not  overlook  the  matter. 

Mr.  Sheil  had  a  curioaiiy— be  would 
not  in  the  pretence  of  the  noble  Lord  op- 
poaile  chaiBCteriui  the  word  in  any  way — 
but  he  really  bad  a  curiotiiy  lokoow  wbe 
ther  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Li 
verpool,  or  the  right  hoo.  Qenllemao  the 
Chancellur  of  the  Eichequer,  bad  ever 
attended  divine  aervice  at  the  church  in 
qoeilion  7 

Viaeount  Sandmt  .■  Yea,  twice. 

The  Cftance//or  o/the  Exchequer :  Yea, 

Mr.  Sheil  could  undenland  how  the 
right  hon.  Oenileman  had  gone.  The 
Speaker  went  there  once  a  year,  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  piobably  ac- 
companied him  on  one  of  theic  occaiiona. 
But  very  few  Membera  of  ihe  Home  had 
ever  been  within  the  walla  of  St.  Mai. 
garet'a  church.  They  should  then  put 
out  of  the  caae  the  use  made  by  the  Houae 
of  Commont  of  the  church.  He  thought, 
moreover,  that  there  should  be  full  perO' 


(July  30|     Margaret'i,  Wettmintter.      1254 

cbial  accommodation  for  the  iohabitanta 
or  the  district.  Now,  was  the  Abbey 
turned  to  as  much  account  aa  it  might  be 
way?  There  was  a  most  noble 
building — be  never  could  enter  it  without 
thinking  of  the  uses  to  which  it  was  once 
put,  although  he  would  refrain  from  any 
anticipations  or  apeculatiooa  as  to  whether 
it  might  ever  be  put  to  these  uses  again. 
But  did  it  not  occur  to  them  ibel,  in  a 
building  of  such  vast  size,  within  which  he 
almost  always  found  reigning  a  moat  so- 
lemn mysterious  lolitode,  did  it  not  occur 
to  them  that  it  might  be  turned  to  some 
uieful  purpose  ?  How  were  matters  ma- 
iged  at  present?  They  took  a  small 
ciioD,  and  crowded  a  congregation  into 
;  a  congregation  only  large  by  contrast 
with  the  place  in  which  it  was  bestowed  ; 
while,  by  enlarging  that  portion  of  the 
edifice,  they  would  be  providing  for  pa- 
rochial accommodation,  and  applying  the 
church  to  its  proper  purposes  as  a  place  of 
worihip.  When  he  saw  Mr.  Dsrrj's  beau* 
liTul  design  from  Westminster  Bridge — 
and  he  never  aavr  a  more  beautiful  one — 
when  that  design  was  completed,  would 
not  St.  Margaret's  be  an  eyesore  7  Again, 
when  they  came  down  Parliament-street, 
would  it  not  obstruct  their  view  of  the 
Abbey,  and  in  coming  from  the  Parka  by 
the  proposed  new  street,  would  it  not  be 
equallv  in  the  way  ?  He  was  not  disposed 
to  have  40,0002.  or  50,000/.  voted  for 
Westminster  improvement!  were  such  ob- 
structions to  be  allowed  to  continue.  He 
did  hope  that  the  undertlandiog  formerly, 
as  he  understood,  come  to,  that  the  church 
would  be  got  rid  of  when  the  new  Houses 
were  bnilt,  would  he  really  acted  upon. 

Mr.  Haviet  said,  that  the  sum  alluded 
to  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
voted  in  supply  from  his  pocket.  The 
fund  for  metropolitan  improvement!  came 
from  the  coal  tax  imposed  on  the  port  of 
London. 

Mr.  Sh*H:  It  comes  from  my  pocket, 
nevertheless.     I  don't  burn  turf. 

Sir  J.  Graham  agreed  wilb  the  noble 
Lnrd  the  Member  for  Liverpool,  and  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  The  objection  taken  to  the 
church  was  not  only  that  it  intercepted  the 
view,  hot  the  site  itself  was  very  objec- 
tionable. Supposfl  the  expense  of  re- 
building ihecbnrch  not  to  exceed  40,000/., 
where  was  a  new  site  to  be  found  ?  He 
believed  that  it  would  require  an  expendi- 
ture of  more  thaa  60,000/.  to  provide  the 
3S3 
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necesiftrj  accommodatioD.  Thf  pareot 
church  must  be  mBiaUined,  and  he  con- 
ceived that  no  more  ecoaomical  plan  could 
be  devised  than  ihe  grsot  now  propoied. 

Vitcount  Sandon  troited  the  dean  and 
chapter  of  Weaiminster  would  atlead  to 
the  auggeitioni  which  hid  been  thrown 
oat,  and  he  believed  that  some  slteration 
wa«  intended  to  he  made. 

Mr.  Fnlheroe  waa  o(  opinion  that  St. 
Margaret's  Cborch  was  a  very  fait  speci- 
men of  undecorated  Gothic  architecture. 
The  on!;  pan  of  the  Abbe  J  which  was  con- 
cealed by  the  Church  wa*  the  ugly  portion 
between  the  north  entrance  and  Henry 
Ihe  Seventh's  chapel,  and  St.  Margaret  s 
Church  was  far  more  sightly.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Dungar- 
von  had  aiked  how  many  Membera  of 
Parliameot  attended  that  church.  In 
former  years,  he  (Mr.  Protheroe)  fre- 
quently attended  St.  Margaret's  Church, 
both  in  the  morning  and  evening,  and 
often  saw  a  considerable  number  there. 
He  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  tnrn 
bis  attention  to  the  state  of  St.  Marga- 
ret's churchyard.  The  effluvia  arising 
from  it  was  most  disagreeable,  and  hon. 
Members,  whose  attendance  in  Parliament 
was  compulsory,  suffered  more  or  less  from 
the  air  sent  into  the  House  by  Dr.  Reid. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'CoimeU  would  not  go  into 
the  discussion  whether  or  not  this  church 
was  a  good  specimen  of  Gothic  architec- 
ture ;  for  this  was  not  a  Committee  of 
Taste  but  of  Supply.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  over-estimated  the 
difficulty  of  procuring  a  site.  He  had 
the  honour  of  sitting  on  a  Commiilee 
connected  with  this  subject,  and  the 
result  of  their  investigation  was,  that 
several  sites  could  now  be  procured 
at  a  comparatively  cheap  rale,  which  in 
a  few  years  might  cost  a  large  sum.  He 
hoped,  then.  Government  would  lose  no 
time  in  getting  rid  of  the  nuisance  of  the 
churchyard,  which,  in  his  belief,  was  in- 
jurious to  the  health  of  Memberii  of  that 
House,  and  he  was  sure  was  so  to  persons 
who  resided  in  the  neighbourhood.  He 
did  not  think  the  Vote  should  be  post- 
poned ;  for  they  would  probably  have  lo 

pay  next  year  a  much  larger  sum  if  no  England  more  strongly  objected.  Betr- 
provigion  was  now  made  for  the  repair  of  ing  in  mind  the  statements  made  by  the 
the  church.  Secretary  of  Stale  for  the  Home  Depart- 

}/lr.  EicoU  felt  somewhat  alarmed  at  ment  at  the  beginning  of  the  Session,  he 
the  lone  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  |  presumed  the  whole  of  the  Vote  waa  ad- 
Secretary  of  Slate  for  the  Home  Depart-    ministered  by  the  Foreign    Office ;    but 
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ment,  who  evidently  intended  that  St. 
Margaret's  Cbnrch  should  remain  perma- 
nently. If  Ihey  conienied  to  vote  haa- 
dreds  of  ihouiands  every  year  for  the  New 
Palace  at  Westminster,  and  could  not  af- 
ford 30,000^  or  30,0001.  for  the  removal 
of  that  church,  it  would  be  better  to  pnt 
a  stop  to  the  improvements  altogether. 
He  considered  the  church  lo  be  ■  com- 
plete disgrace  to  the  neigh  boa  rbood. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchegner  aaid, 
the  Archdeacon,  at  his  visitation,  had  pre- 
sented the  church  as  not  being  in  ■  fit 
■tale  of  repair. 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  44  ; 
Noes  19:  Majority  35. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Supply  —  Statites  im  thk  Nkw 
HousKsoF  Parliaueitt.]  On  the  Ques- 
tion that  2,000/.  be  granted  for  sialaea  to 
Hampden,  Lord  Falkland,  and  Lord  Cla- 
rendon, 

Mr.  Wiiliamt  hoped  that  amongst  The 
illustrious  rulers  of  this  country  to  whom 
siBluet  wereiobe  erected, Cromwell  would 
not  be  forgotlen.  He  believed  thai,  of 
the  monarchi  who  ruled  this  conntry 
for  1,000  years,  there  was  not  one  to  be 
found  more  distinguished  aa  a  soldier  and 
a  siatesman.  Cromwell  was  a>  worthy  of 
remembrance  by  the  people  of  this  counirr 
as  Napoleon  by  the  people  of  France. 
Less  crime  and  less  cruelly  could  be 
brought  home  to  him  than  lb  any  one 
who  had  attained  such  renown  as  a  war- 
rior and  statesman. 

Mr.  Htitt  could  assure  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  pronounced  so  eloquent  an  enlo- 
ginm  on  Cromwell,  that  it  was  carrently 
reported  that  a  statue  to  his  hon.  Friend's 
favourite  ruler  was  not  excluded  from  the 
list  of  those  about  lo  be  erected. 

Mr.  Wiiiiamt :  I  am  very  glad  to  hear 
it. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

StippLT — Foreign  add  Secbxt  Sbe- 
vicb]  On  Ihe  Question  thai  39,0001.  be 
granted  for  Foreign  and  other  Secret  Ser- 

Mr.  WilUamt  objected  to  this  Vote. 
There  waa  none  to  which  the  people  of 
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there  nefer  «st  a  time  when  Secret  Ser- 
vice Money  wai  leai  required,  and  he 
ahoold  therefore  move  that  the  Vote  be 
reduced  Id  20,OOOJ. 

The  Committee  divided  od  the  Qnei- 
tton,  that  the  f^ant  be  20,000/.: — Ayes 
9,  Noei  56:  Majority  47. 

Oiigiaal  Question  agreed  to. 

Supply — Edi;catiok(1rbland).]  On 
the  Question  thsi  75,000/.  be  granted  to 
enable  the  Lord  Lieutenant  of  Ireland  to 
iuue  Money  for  the  advancement  of  Edu- 
cation, from  the  Ul  of  April,  1845,  to  the 
31it  of  March,  1846, 

Mr.  0.  A.  Hamiiion  stated  that,  how- 
ever strongly  he  nai  opposed  to  the  Na- 
tional System  of  Education  in  Ireland — 
however  he  was  of  opinion  that  a  moit 
imponant  principle  had  been  conceded  in 
it,  in  order  to  render  it  palatable  and  ac- 
ceptable to  the  Roman  Catholic  party— 
and,  although  he  should  have  felt  it  Co  be 
his  duly  to  give  it  every  opposition  if  now 
brought  forward  for  the  first  time,  and  its 
principle  made  the  subject  of  discussion, 
yet  he  was  ready  to  admit,  all  thinga  con- 
sidered— conBideriog  that  the  system  had 
been  now  for  nnore  than  twelve  years  in 
operalioo,  supported  by  three  succeiaive 
Administrations  difiering  from  each  other 
in  political  sentiments,  and  that  school- 
houses  had  been  built  snd  arrangements 
made  upon  the  faith  of  its  coniinuance, 
he  (Mr.  Hamilton)  should  not  feel  justi- 
fied in  endeavouring  so  suddenly,  as  on  a 
Vote  in  Committee  of  Supply,  to  stop  a 
grant  for  (he  support  of  schools  in  which 
so  many  hundred  thousand  children  of  the 
poor  in  Ireland  were  now  in  course  of 
education.  It  was  certainly  his  intention 
to  have  brought  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House  the  present  stsle  of  the  Edu- 
cation Question  in  Ireland,  with  the  view 
of  vindicating  the  Protestants  of  Ireland, 
and  especially  the  clergy  of  the  Established 
Church,  from  the  unjust  impuiatious 
which  had  been  cast  upon  them,  and 
the  odium  to  which  they  had  been  ex- 
posed in  consequence  of  their  continued 
end  couRcieniioiis  refusal  to  identify  them- 
selves with,  or  give  their  sanction  to,  that 
system — and  of  slating  to  the  House  the 
reasons  and  motives  by  which  they  were 
actuated.  But,  at  so  advanced  a  period 
of  the  Session — in  the  pre&eni  position  of 
public  busineas — in  the  exhausted  state  o( 
the  House,  and  in  the  absence  of  so  many 
of  his  bon.  Frieadi— be  felt  it  would  bei 
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useless  to  attempt  to  do  justice  to  the 
subject,  and  he  would,  therefore,  refrain 
from  raising  any  discuesioa  respecting 
it.  On  the  present  occasion  he  would 
content  himself  with  entering  his  protest 
against  the  principle  which  was  involved 
in  the  Vote  before  the  Committee,  and 
expressing  the  deep  regret  he  felt  that  Her 
Majeily's  Government  had  not  thought  it 
proper  to  entertain  favourably  the  strong 
appeal  which  bad  recently  been  made  to 
them  in  reference  to  Scriptural  Education 
in  Ireland.  That  appeal  had  been  made 
on  behalf  of  the  great  body  of  the  Pro- 
testant laity  of  Ireland-^of  1,700  of  the 
clergy  of  the  Establislied  Church— and 
was  supported  by  the  petitions  of  more 
than  63,000  persons  which  had  been  pre- 
sented in  that  House.  The  object  of  the 
application  was  to  induce  Her  Msjesty'a 
Government  to  take  into  their  considera- 
tion the  very  painful  position  in  which  the 
Protestant  clergy  and  people  of  Ireland 
were  placed,  who  conscientiously  object  to 
the  present  Qaiional  system — and  it  urged 
the  claims  of  1,820  Scriptural  schools, 
attended  by  more  than  103,000  children 
of  different  persuasions.  He  (Mr.  Hamil- 
ton) regretted  deeply  that  such  an  appeal 
should  have  been  disregarded  — had  it 
been  entertained,  he  did  believe  that  the 
subject  would  have  been  approached  with 
a  great  desire  to  promote  an  arrangement 
or  accoromodalion  ;  and  he  was  sanguine 
enongh  to  believe,  that  a  satisfactory  ac- 
commodation might  have  been  arrived  at. 
For  [he  reasons  he  had  stated,  he  would 
not  trespass  further  upon  the  Committee; 
but  would  be  salisiied  with  entering  his 
earnest  protest  against  the  national  system 
and  its  principle. 

Mr.  Osborne  complained  of  the  attacks 
that  were  made  against  the  system,  refer- 
ring in  particular  to  a  speech  of  the  Bishop 
of  Cashel,  io  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, wherein  that  tight  rev.  Prelate 
stdied  that  seventy-six  out  of  100  of  the 
children  educated  in  a  particular  locality 
could  neither  read  nor  write;  the  fact 
being,  that  those  were  children  helween 
the  ages  of  five  and  ten,  a  fact  which  the 
right  rev.  Prelate  omitted  to  state.  His 
speech  had  been  quoted  and  relied  on  at 
several  public  meetings,  as  containing  sub- 
stantial proofs  and  charges  against  the 
efficiency  of  the  national  system  of  educa- 
tion, but  against  which  no  tangible churge 
had  yet  been  brought  forward  even  by  the 
right  rev.  Prelate.  ^  -  t 

D,    _,.;l,COOglC 
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ported  the  Chordi  Educalioo  Soeietj 
any  deiire  to  otabliih  teparate  boaidi, 
and  mBintainrd  ihst  tbe  boa>t«d  nntm 
at  the  national  lytten  wai  merdj  6eii- 
ifoua,  and  that  the  only  DDited  ijtttm 
wat  that  of  the  Charch  Society.  Ha  wai 
prepared  to  prore,  that  vhile  that  lyalM 
traa  both  nnited  and  liberal,  and  itttetfati 
leu  with  the  rettgiooi  tenets  of  tEw  chil- 
dren than  the  nations)  syttem,  it  eonfrrrtd 
upon  all  alike,  Roman  CatholicB  u  nil 
Bi  Proteitanti,  a  lonnd  Cbrialisn  edoei- 

Mr.  M.  J.  (yConnea  coDceived  ihit  i 
diitinct  grant  lo  the  Church  Edaeatioa 
Society  would  have  the  effect  bedescribni. 
The  fery  name  of  the  aociety  indicated  ■ 
sectarian  chararter.  The  Church  Ciie- 
chiim  waa  required  to  be  lao^l  In  tbe 
•chooli  of  the  Church  Edneaiion  Somtj. 
[Lord  C.  Hamitltm  :  No,  no.]  Then  he 
could  neither  undentand  the  Soeielj'i 
name  nor  the  speechei  of  iti  aapportera. 
At  a  meeting  lad  March,  the  Bithep  of 
Down  ipoke  of  the  lyitem  adopted  by  [be 
National  Board  a*  "  anti-Christiaa,  bt. 
cause  anti-Scriplurel  and  anli-Chnrcb." 

Lord  C.  Hamilton  defended  tbe  sppli- 
cation  of  the  terra  "  anti-Scrlptaral,*  sad 
iniiited  that  815  of  the  national  lebook 
had  been  found  to  fldmit  neither  the  Scrip- 
tures nor  the  Extracts. 

Mr.  Osborne  said,  that  if  the  nalioDil 
system  did  not  supply  united  educatioo,  it 
was  because  the  clergy  of  the  EstsbliAtd 
Church  set  their  facea  against  it,  and  re- 
fused to  attend  at  the  schools.  The  miet 
allowed  religions  instruction  to  be  giren, 
and  provided  for  it,  though  no  child  «w 
to  be  required  to  attend  if  it*  parents  ob- 
jected. And  hon.  Members  who  voted 
for  the  Irish  Colleges  Bill  could  call  tbii 
an  anti-Scriptaral  system! 

Lord  C,  Hamilton  conid  justify  »b*l 
be  had  said,  but  had  much  more  respect 
for  the  Committee  than  for  the  ohKrvi- 
tioDS  just  made. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


Hr.  Wt/te  wished  to  know  from  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  opposite,  whether  it 
were  intended,  as  intimated  by  him  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Sessinn,  to 
establish  model  schools  in  Ireland,  with  a 
view  to  the  introduction  of  a  higher  class 
of  education ;  and  also,  whether  it  was 
intended  to  incorporate  the  National 
Board,  so  as  to  give  it  the  power  of  taking 
land  for  the  building  of  schools,  particu- 
larly in  those  districts  where,  as  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  must  be  aware,  there  existed 
great  difficulty  in  obtaining  sites  for  that 
purpose,  owing  to  the  opposition  of  tbe 
proprietary  to  the  national  system  of  edu- 
caiioot  and  Id  consequence  of  which, 
schools  were  sometimes  established  in 
places  most  inconvenient  to  the  majority 
of  the  population.  He  also  withed  to 
know  whether  it  was  intended  lo  better 
the  style  oF  existing  school-houses,  some 
of  which  were  scarcely  better  than  hovels. 

Sir  J.  Oraham  had  no  hesitation  in 
staling  that  the  Board  of  National  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland  did  intend  to  found  in 
certain  districts  such  schools  as  he  had 
described  at  an  early  part  of  the  Session  ; 
and,  in  order  to  meet  the  difficulty  re- 
ferred to  by  the  bon.  Member  respecting 
sites  for  school-houses,  it  was  proposed  to 
rerominend  to  Her  Mejefily  to  ^rant  a 
charter  of  incorporation  to  the  National 
Board,  whereby  tbey  would  be  enabled  to 
lake  and  appropriate  land  for  ihst  pur- 
pose. In  reply  lo  the  boo.  Member's  last 
question,  he  could  slate  that  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Board  had  been  directed  to 
the  state  of  existing  school -houses.     The 

foiot  was  one  of  much  difficulty;  but  he 
id  no  doubt  that  they  wonid  be  made 
more  worthy  of  the  object  lo  which  they 
were  applied. 

Mr.  M.  J.  ffConneU  said,  that  it  was 
not  the  speeches  that  were  made  in  that 
House,  but  out  of  it,  of  which  he  had 
lo  complain.  Hon.  GeDllemen  opposite 
wished  for  a  separate  grant  for  a  system 
of  education  in  connexion  with  the  Fro- 
testaot  Church;  they  demanded  a  grant 
for  the  Church  Education  Society;  but, 
if  that  were  conceded,  an  equivalent,  and 
consequently  a  much  larger  grant,  should, 
in  justice,  be  given  to  a  Roman  Catholic 
board  for  the  purpose  of  Roman  Catholic 
education.  Such  a  course  would  upset 
the  present  united  and  useful  system,  and 
lead  to  much  lectarian  bitterness. 

Lord  C.  Hamilton  denied  that  there 
existed  on   tbe  part  of  those  who  sup- 


SoppiT  —  Scotch  IJwit»i«itib»-J 
On  the  Vote  of  7,380(.  for  grants  » 
the  Scotch  Unircisities,  fortaeriy  psid 
from  the  hereditary  reveniiM  of  ike 
Crown, 

Mr.  S.  Crawford,  objecting  to  »oy 
grant  to  a  professor  of  divinity,  otovsd 
that  the  Vote  be  reduced  (o  7,228/. 

The  Committee  divided  on  tbe  Qh*- 


.  Coc>^Ic 
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tion,  that  the  tum  be  TfliBl :— Ayta  9, 
T4oe«66i  M  ■    ■     - 
Vote  egr«i 


Noes  66  i  Majority  57. 
wed  to, 


SupPLT  "  British  Mussuh.]  On 
the  QueitioD  ibat  a  sum  of  42,040^  be 
granted  for  the  Espemes  of  the  firilitb 
Muteuni. 

Mr.  fVyu  withed  to  call  the  attenlion 
of  the  Goveroment  to  a  propoiicioa  he 
had  before  iubmiiled  to  the  House  for 
the  Eiiablishnieot  of  a  Gallery  of  Natiaual 
Aniiquitiet.  Such  an  eatabliibnieDt  might 
either  be  conoecled  with  the  Britiih  f/lu- 
leum,  01  a  aeparate  inilitutioa  might  be 
formed. 

Sir  R.  Pal  laid,  be  waa  fully  Moiible 
of  the  importance  of  thia  lubjecc;  bat 
there  were  at  preieni  aucb  numeroua  de- 
iDaoda  upon  the  Go*erniDent  for  new 
buiidiogi  and  for  the  eitahhahment  of 
new  institutioos,  that  they  fouod  it  abio. 
lutely  oecetiary  lo  put  aome  limit  upon 
their  expenditure  in  thia  department. 
He  ihoDght  if  aueh  a  leleciion  of  anii- 

Siiliea  aa  that  referred  to  by  the  hon. 
ember  for  Waierford  ibould  be  formed, 
it  waa  moat  adviiable  that  it  ahould  be 
united  with  the  firitiih  Muieum,  rather 
than  eilabliabed  as  a  aeparate  institution. 
He  would  suggest  to  the  ban.  Gentleman 
the  propriety  of  postponing  the  considera- 
tion of  this  subject  until  the  new  buildings 
ROW  in  course  of  erection  in  connexion 
with  the  British  Museum  were  com* 
pleted, 

Mr.  Wifse  said,  he  did  not  wish  to  pro* 
poae  any  Motion  on  the  aubjvct,  Hia  ob- 
ject waa  10  obtain  from  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet at  the  head  of  Her  Majetty'a  Co> 
vernroent  an  expression  of  sympathy  in 
the  *iews  he  entertained. 

Sir  R,  Peel  said,  he  considered  it  was 
far  preferable  to  aid  local  institutions  in 
preaerTjng  local  aniiquitiet,  than  to  re- 
move auch  antiquiiies  from  the  vicinitres 
with  which  their  inietest  waa  immediaiely 
connected. 

Mr.  Hawes  advened  to  the  collection 
of  printa  recently  purchased  for  the  British 
Museum,  and  lauded  the  care  bestowed 
by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R,  Peel)  in 
the  acquisition  of  treasures  of  thia  kind, 
and  the  general  liberality  and  discrimina- 
tioD  exhibited  by  him  in  mailera  relating 
to  the  fine  arts. 

Vole  agreed  lo, 

.   SprPLT-— CtVILCoKTIllGBHCIXS.]  Oo 
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the  Qaeitinn  that  the  aum  of  50,0001.  be 
granted  to  complete  tbe  sum  of  lOO.OOOi,, 
for  Civil  ContiDgeocies, 

Mr.  JVilliama  thought  that  thia  aum 
ought  not  to  he  taken  in  one  vote,  but 
that  it  ahould  be  divided  into  aeveral 
votes.  Upon  one  portion  of  the  Vote  he 
ahould  take  the  sense  of  the  Committee— 
namely,  on  that  relating  to  the  expendi- 
ture which  bad  taken  place  in  excursion! 
made  on  board  of  Her  Majesty's  ships  of 
war  by  certain  bishops  connected  with 
our  dependencies.  He  also  objected  lo 
the  charge  of  251,  for  conveying  the 
Prince  of  Prussia  from  Greenwich  to 
Oslend;  aa  well  as  to  that  of  1,2002.  for 
such  of  the  Episcopal  clergy  in  Scotland 
as  were  most  in  need  of  assistance.  He 
thought  [hut  these  clergymen  ought  to  be 
maintained  by  their  own  congregations, 
in  the  same  way  as  the  members  of  the 
Free  Church  maintained  their  pastors. 
He  Fhould  move  that  the  Vote  be  for 
47,899/.  10s.  Id. 

Sir  C  Napier  presumed,  that  the  bi- 
shops lo  whom  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
alluded,  had  made  these  excursions  in  the 
performance  of  their  duty  ;  and  an  allow- 
ance ought  to  be  made  for  their  expenses, 
unless  Ihey  went  about  for  their  own 
amusement.  There  was,  however,  one 
item  which  he  thought  objeciionable— 
namely,  60^  for  a  passage  from  Gibraltar 
to  Cadis.  Now,  this  must  have  been  a 
shabby  bishop,  for  he  must  have  been 
living  aboard  ship  all  the  time,  instead  of 
going  ashore  at  Cadiz,  where  there  were 
plenty  of  hotels.  It  was  Imposiible  that 
■  he  expenses  of  the  meie  passage  could 
have  amouoted  to  that  sum.  He  should 
like  to  have  some  explanation  of  an  item 
of  8101.  for  the  travelling  expenses  of 
various  Sovereigns  and  Royal  personages, 

ring  their  sojourn  in  England  in   the 


las 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  quite 
agreed  in  tbe  principle  laid  down  by  ih« 
hon.  Member  for  Coventry  and  the  hoo. 
and  gallant  Officer,  that  the  Colonial  bi- 
shops ought  to  pay  for  alt  excursions 
made  for  the  purposes  of  recreation  out 
oF  their  own  pockets;  but  the  excursion 
in  question  did  not  come  within  that  de- 
scri|ilion.  The  journey  lo  Lisbon  of  the 
Bishop  of  Gibraltar  was  rendered  neces- 
sary, m  order  (hat  a  new  church  and  a 
burying  ground  ahould  be  consecrated. 
The  charges  of  entertaining  passengers  of 
the  rank  of  bishopSi  who  qined  at  the 
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nplain'i  table,  were  fiied  at 
at  [he  lame  lime  a  modeiale 
to  remuneraie  ifae  offtcer;  but  not  to  en. 
able  him  to  gain  anjthinE^.  As  to  ihi 
queitioD  put  by  the  gallaai  Offieermpeci' 
ing  the  travelling  expenne*  or  the  Royal 
PerRonages  wbo  had  visiled  lliii  country 
in  the  coune  of  lait  year,  he  must  stale 
that  it  wat  coslomary  fur  a  Sovereign  to 
defray  all  rhargei  of  guests  whilst  in  his 
or  ber  dominions;  and  he  was  quite  sure 
the  gnllant  Officer  would  Dot  wish  to  see 
the  Queen  of  England  placed  in  a  differ- 
ent potinon  in  ibis  respect  to  that  of 
other  crowned  heads. 

Captain  Peuhellobutved  a  sum  charged 
for  Ihe  enierlainment  of  Queen  Pomare 
and  her  Consoit  when  she  look  (heltei  on 
bonrd  of  the  Cormorant,  wliiltl  stationed 
at  Tahiri.  He  wirhed  lo  know  from  whom 
it  was  that  Queen  Pomsre  sought  ihe  pro- 
tection and  shelter  afforded  by  the  Cor- 
morant? 

Sir  G.  CockbHm  said,  that  Queen  Po- 
mare tought  a  refuge  aboard  of  ihe  Cor- 
morant, when  her  island  and  capital  were 
taken  possession  of  by  the  French. 

Mr.  Htndley  was  glad  to  see  the  sum 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber, on  the  Votes,  as  it  showed  that  some 
■ympathy  exiited  in  England  towards  the 
Quean  of  Taliiti. 

The  Commit'ee  divided  on  ihe  Qaet- 
lion,  that  47,899/.  lOi.  \d.  be  granted:— 
Aye*  1 1 ;  Noea  68  :  Majority  57. 

Original  Queation  agreed  lo. 

StiFPLT — RmaEMEifT  Of  Naval 
Captains.]  Mr.  Corry  rose  lo  pro- 
pose that  the  sum  of  7,5*26^  should 
be  granted  lo  Her  Majesty,  for  half 
a  year's  retired  allowance  of  300  Cap- 
laini  in  Her  Majeatf's  Nary  (being  the 
Supplemental  Navy  Estimate),  at  the  rate 
of  5i.  Gd,  a  day  lo  each,  beyond  ihe 
amount  of  ibeirexisiinghaif-pay,  15,0£6f. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said,  he  fett 
astured  ihat  Ihe  explanatory  memorandum 
which  hadbeen  furnished  to  (hem  had  satis- 
fied ibe  Committee  that  in  the  first  place  it 
was  indiapensable  that  the  fl^g  list  of  the 
navy  should  be  composed  of  younger  men  ; 
and,  secondly,  that  if  that  were  to  be 
effected  by  meant  of  a  retirement,  no 
icheme  less  extensive  than  that  which  he 
had  to  propote  would  be  effectual ;  and  he 
therefore  did  not  deem  it  necessary  to 
establish  the  importance  of  the  subject  by 
referring  to  fiirmet  history.    There  were, 


doubtlesc,  to  be  found  on  the  pretenl  I»t 
of  flag  officers,  men  who,  ootwithsiandiog 
their  advanced  aee.were  yet  quite  capable 
of  serving  with  efficiency.  Such  examples 
were,  however,  unfortunately  of  rare  ocear- 
renre;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  ad- 
mitted on  all  hands  that  it  bad  become 
necessary  that  younger  men  should  be 
brought  torward  to  succeed  to  the  flag  thao 
could  posiibly  be  ihe  case  under  the  pre- 
sent aysiem.  The  flag  list  at  present  cod- 
siiied  of  a  hundred  and  sixty-one offit^rs: 
of  those,  foriy-iix  had  not  served  the  lime 
necessary  to  qualify  them  ;  of  the  re- 
maining hundred  and  Bfieen,  eleven  were 
between  eighty  and  ninety  years  of  age  ; 
fifty  six  were  between  seventy  and  eighty  ; 
forty-two  were  between  sixty  and 
seventy  ;  and  aiz  only  were  between  fifiv- 
five  and  aixiy.  The  youngest  admiral 
was  apwards  of  seventy  years  of  age, 
the  youngest  vice-admtial  was  upwards  of 
sixty,  and  the  yonngcat  lear-admiral  up. 
wards  of  fiHy-five.  Under  the  existing 
system  that  list  of  flag  oflScers  so  composed 
could  only  be  recruited  from  the  first  ia 
seniority  on  the  captaio'i  list.  On  ex- 
amining the  ages  of  the  first  hundred  on 
the  captain's  liti,  it  appeared  that  thirty 
were  upwards  of  seventy  years  of  age; 
that  forty-seven  were  between  sixty  and 
seventy ;  and  only  twenty-three  under 
tixly,  the  youngest  being  Gfiy-fivo  years 
of  age.  Of  Ihe  aecood  huodred,  eleven 
were  between  seventy  and  eighty:  forty- 
Iwo  were  between  sixty  and  seventy;  and 
forty-seven  were  between  fifty  and  sixty, 
of  whom  only  seven  were  under  fifty-five. 
Of  the  third  hondred,  seven  only  were 
under  fif\y,  and  none  of  ihem  would  have 
Ihe  slightest  chance  of  ibe  flag  an  I  il  the 
ago  of  fifiy-Gve.  He  might  here  ob- 
serve that  during  the  war,  when  the  aac- 
cess  which  attended  our  arms  was  to  be 
attributed  no  less  lo  the  energy,  activity 
and  enterprise  of  our  officers,  thao  lo  their 
skill  and  ingenuilv,  the  average  age  at 
which  officers  were  promoted  to  the  flag 
was,  in  1805,  forty-two  years,  and  ia 
1610,  forty-five  years.  Lord  Nelson  wst 
a  rear-admiral  at  thirty-nine,  and  ha 
closed  his  glorious  career  at  forty-sevea. 
His  gallant  Friend  near  him  was  also  s 
rear-admiral  at  the  age  of  thirly>ninc< 
At  the  last  brevet  the  avenge  age  was 
sixty-one,  and  the  evil,  instead  of  di- 
minishing, was  increasing,  for  if  a  brevet 
were  to  take  place  to-morrow,  and  included 
the  firat  fifty  oflScera  on  the  list,  theavsragt 
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age  Nonid  be  upwanla  of  lixty-wren. 
Tbft  average  age  of  the  lirat  hundred 
would  be  sizty'SeTen,  of  the  second 
hundred, itxiy-two;  of  the  third  hundred, 
fifty-eigbt;  and  it  was  not  until  they 
reached  the  fourth  hundred  that  they 
would  find  SD  average  age  lesa  than  that 
which  would  eniiile  offioera  to  admiision 
10  the  retirement  liit.  Of  the  first  three 
hundred  captains  on  the  listj  only  reven 
were  under  &Uj  years  of  age.  When 
these  circumstances  were  considered,  he 
trusted  it  would  be  admitted  that  tlie 
•cherae  which  he  proposed  was  not  mote 
eitensive  than  was  absolutely  necessary. 
As  respected  the  terms  on  which  it  was 
offered,  he  hoped  that  they  might  be  le- 
garded  as  RfTording  a  fair  and  liberal  remu- 
neration,and  that  they  would  not  be  looted 
Dpon  aa  inconsistent  with  economy.  Every 
officer  accepting  reiirameni  would  receive 
5i.  6d.  a  day  in  addition  to  his  present 
rale  of  half-pay,  and  to  that  to  which  he 
would  become  subsequently  entitled  had 
he  remained  on  tbe  present  active  list. 
The  title  of  rear-admiral  should  be  con- 
fened  on  the  first  hundred  in  the  list, 
end  tbe  remainder  should  be  permitted  to 
aaiume  the  same  title  at  the  period  when 
ihey  would  have  obtained  the  flag  by 
seniority,  had  they  continued  on  the  active 
list.  The  widows  of  officers  having  the 
honorary  rank  of  rear-admiral  were  to  be 
entitled  to  the  same  pension  s*  if  they 
were  the  wives  of  eftective  flag-officers, 
and  to  the  widows  of  tbe  retired  officers 
it  was  proposed  lo  allow  pensions  of  1 101. 
per  annum.  Those  terms  were  offered 
absolutely  to  all  captaina  of  fifty-five  years 
and  upwards,  not  exceeding  300  in  num- 
ber; discretionary  power,  however,  was 
vested  in  the  Admiralty  to  extend  it  lo 
officers  between  fifty  and  fifty-five  years 
of  age,  who  were  snfii>rlng  from  bodily 
infirmity.  No  fresh  appointments  were 
lo  be  made  until  the  number  should  be 
reduced  by  death  to  100,  which  number 
was  to  be  (lermanently  maintained  by 
filling  up  every  vacancy  as  it  should  occur. 
Should  300  officers  retire,  the  efi'ective 
list  would  be  reduced  to  414.  To  prevent 
that  redundancy  the  list  was  to  be  further 
reduced,  by  continuing  the  aystem  of  one 
promotion  for  every  three  vacancies,  till 
it  ihonld  be  reduced  to  400,  at  which 
number  it  ahould  be  perraaneolly  main- 
tained. It  was  also  proposed  to  apply 
the  same  principle  of  one  promotion  for 
every  three  vacaiicies  to  tbe  flag  list,  till 
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it  ahonld  be  reduced  from  161  to  150,  at 
which  it  should  be  mamtained  by  con- 
tinuous promolioni.  It  was  not,  however, 
intended  that  the  limitation  of  the  captaini 
and  flag  lists  should  interfere  with  the 
itnmediale  promotion  of  officers  for  gal- 
lant and  deserving  services;  but  in  such 
cases  (as  also  in  the  case  of  general  pro* 
motion),  the  lists  were  a^ain  to  be  reduced 
to  the  limited  number,  by  resorting  to  the 
restricted  promoiion.  As  the  number  of 
captains  would  thus  be  reduced  from  714 
to  4U0,  it  waa  only  reaaonable  that  a 
corresponding  reduction  should  be  made 
in  the  oumhers  of  those  in  the  receipt  of 
the  higher  rates  of  hslf-pay.  The  14*.  6d. 
list,  therefore,  would  be  reduced  frooi  100 
to  50,  and  the  I2i.  6d.  list  from  150  to 
100.  That  gave  the  same  proportion  in 
tbe  receipt  of  the  different  rales  of  half- 
pay,  whilst  the  proipecis  of  each  were 
much  improved  by  a  nearer  approximation 
to  the  fliig,  and  increased  chances  of  em- 
ployment on  the  reduction  of  the  list;  and 
lie  regarded  it  as  being  scarcely  lesa  im- 
portant than  the  principal  object  of  the 
plan,  for  it  waa  impossible  that  officers 
could  he  qualified  for  high  command 
without  that  experience  which  alone  could 
be  gained  in  active  service  :  and  at  present 
the  opportunities  of  employment  were  so 
few  that  aince  the  peace  not  one-tenth 
of  tbe  number  of  officers  on  tbe  list  had 
ever  been  commissioned  at  the  same  time  ; 
and  out  of  the  aeventy-one  captains,  only 
ninety-five  had  served  tbe  oeceasary 
time  to  qualify  them  for  foreign  em- 
ployment as  flag  officers,  of  whom 
only  six  were  under  forty-five  years  of 
ag^— the  average  age  of  those  who  ac- 
tually hoisted  their  flags  during  the  war. 
This  proposed  plan  of  retirement,  would 
give  a  greater  ahare  of  employment  to 
every  otficer  remaining  on  the  effective 
list,  whilst  it  would  give  it  to  compara- 
livelyyoung  men,  which  was  undoubtedly 
a  great  advantage.  He  bad  ihua  at- 
tempted shortly  to  explain  the  details  of 
hia  propoaed  plan  of  retirement,  with  the 
collateral  changes  on  the  effective  list. 
He  trusted  that  the  terms  proposed  would 
prove  sufficiently  lihersl  to  ensure  the  re- 
ception of  the  plan ;  and  though,  no 
doubt,  there  were  many  old  officers  on 
the  list  who,  actuated  by  the  honourable 
ambition  of  serving  their  country,  would 
be  unwilling  to  accept  retirement  upon 
any  terma  on  which  it  could  be  offered, 
Tet  it  could  Dot  fail  to  have  occurred  t 
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then  (bst  when  ibe  Oovernmeot  htd  un- 
derlaken  thif  esteniire  tcheme,  theii 
chance*  of  arDplojtiient  must,  to  eay  thf 
lutt  of  il,  be  ttrj  much  diminiibed.  If 
lbs  Dumber  required  ihould  not  accept 
the  offer  made  to  tbeni,  it  «ai  obvioua 
that  any  imall  retirement  woald  be  of  no 
avail ;  for  it  would  only  impoie  a  burthen 
upon  the  countrj.  without  any  corre- 
■pondio);  benelit,  aatl  it  would  become  the 
duty  of  the  Qoveriimeat  to  cooiider  what 
Other  meaiurei  could  be  adopted  to  secure 
(he  efficiency  of  the  flag  liat.  Should  the 
plan  prove  fully  lucccwful,  the  additional 
coat  occasioned  by  the  retirement  of  300 
captaini  would  amount,  in  the  firit  year, 
to  30,112^.;  but  that  amount  would  an- 
nually dimioiih.  till  the  retired  liit  thonid 
be  Traced  by  death  to  100,  when  the 
permanent  charge  would  amount  to 
•omething  more  than  10,0001.  At;ainit 
that  charge,  however,  muit  be  placed  le- 
verai  reduction!  of  expenditure  which  the 
propoied  plan  would  occaiion  ia  tba  ac- 
tive lilt.  The  fitit  would  be  an  annual 
taring  uf  7,000^.,  reatiltin^  from  the  limi- 
latioD  of  the  flag  liit  to  150.  A  laving  of 
6,000^  would  alio  retult  from  the  re- 
adjuatment  of  the  rate*  of  half-pay,  and  a 
further  laving  of  6,000^.  would  alio  reiult, 
at  the  end  of  the  16th  year,  from  the  non- 
promotion  of  one  in  three  on  the  200 
officer*  being  removed  from  the  retired 
li*t  without  being  replaced,  A  further 
saving  would  alio  follow  from  the  reduc- 
tion of  ihe  li*t  of  flag  officer*  to  lAO,  and 
the  general  retalt  of  all  would  be  (arter  a 
few  jreari)  an  azceu  of  laviog  over  the 
eon  amounting  to  many  thousandi  per 
anaum.  Feeling  confident  that  the  Vol* 
would  be  agreed  to,  he  would  not  Ireipaia 
longer  on  the  time  of  the  Houte. 

Mr.  IV.  miUamt  oppoied  the  Vote.  An 
actuary  would  lell  the  Oovernment  that 
thii  would  really  ha  equivalent  to  a  vote 
of  half  a  million ;  it  would  take  that  luro 
to  boy  inch  aonuitiei ;  and  already,  dur- 
ing a  thirty  yean'  peace,  the  navy  had 
eoit  on  an  average  3,500,0001.a  year.  The 
half-pay  of  our  navy  wai  rather  more  than 
the  expenditure  of  the  whole  naval  de. 
partroent  of  the  United  Staiei.  Had  the 
Government  aicertatued  that  300  cap- 
taini of  6fiy  year*  of  age  would  accept 
ihe  propoiilion  ?  Only  thoie  who  had  no 
intereit  with  the  men  in  power  would  do 
■o.  And  why  not  apply  the  principle  to 
lieoteoanti  and  commanden  ?  If  ihti  Vote 
were    panted,    thtra    would    bo    other 


claimi,  tlioagh  he  would  do  ths  officer*  «f 
the  army  in  that  Hou*e  the  jaatica  to 
■ay,  that  while  thoaa  of  the  navy  had  been 
continually  peateriog  the  GavemDeu  fof 
money,  the  oihera  had  never  uttered  % 
word  of  discontent  with  their  conditioii. 

Captain  Pedull  regretted  that  any 
compariion  had  bceo  drawn  between  the 
officer*  of  the  two  lervicea,  and  langwaga 
uwd  tending  only  to  excite  aaimoaiiy 
between  them.  The  navy  did  not  gredge 
the  army  anything  it  bad.  The  propoaed 
plan  wa*  well  intended,  and  the  Qovem- 
ment  ware  taking  a  atep  in  the  right  di> 
rectiofl.  It  would  remedy  •ome  gnev> 
ancei,  of  which  the  hon.  Member  hioMelf 
(Mr,  Williami)  complained.  He  thoogbt 
the  plan  could  not  aucoeed,  on  ecctMat 
of  the  imallneia  of  the  additional  pey. 
The  plan  being  contingent  on  its  accepu 
ancfl  bya  aufficient  nambetof  oflEicers,  be 
preiumed  it  wai  atill  open  to  reviaioe. 
Wa*  it  intended  that  officer*  aliould  for- 
feit their  good  •arrice  penaoDs,  or  five 
up  their  lalarie*  a*  Qneen'i  naval  eidea- 
de-campT 

Sir  C.  Napier,  aa  a  naval  officer,  re- 
turned hit  tlianki  to  the  Government  for 
having  at  la*t  givaa  the  navy  inch  a  Urge 
retiring  allowance.  It  appeared  from  the 
very  clear  atatement  of  the  bon.  Sccreuiy 
to  the  Admiralty  that  it  wa*  utterly  iai- 
poiiible  for  tba  tervice  to  go  on  in  iu 
present  state.  He  did  not  agree  with 
hi*  bon.  and  gallant  Friend,  who  bad 
juil  addressed  the  Committee  aa  to  the 
disinclination  of  officer*  to  accept  the 
retiring  pay.  In  point  of  numbers  and 
amount  of  money,  the  plan  wu  aa  much 
**  the  navy  had  at  preaeni  a  right  to  ex- 
pect ;  but  he  thonglit  there  ■houtd  be  a 
Juiter  division  of  the  grant,  in  order  to 
mike  it  more  acceptable  to  the  old  offi- 
cer* generally.  If  it  were; deiired  ton. 
move  the  old  admirals  from  the  top  of  the 
list,  they  ought  to  be  properly  remn- 
neratad,  or  tbey  would  not  give  op  their 
proinects  of  being  appointed  to  the  dock, 
yards  or  other  of  our  naval  estahliih- 
ments.  For  Ihe  purpose  of  inducing 
them  to  accede  to  the  plan,  he  would  ai^- 
gest  that  their  pay  ihould  be  400/.  a  year 
instead  of  364/.  There  was  another  thing 
he  could  not  agree  to— namely,  that  the 
limited  list  should  be  gradually  reduced 
by  recDurie  to  the  principle  of  promoUoB. 
If  another  promotion,  such  aa  that  on  the 
birth  of  the  Prince  of  Wales,  should  lake 
place,  they  would  bave  to  stop  pronotioa 
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fof  font  jean  allo^ther.  If  the  vacao- 
oiei  were  regalarly  6lled  up,  it  would  be 
quite  iDfflciaiit  to  keep  the  lieti  healthy. 
He  thoaght  alio  when  they  gave  this  pro- 
inotioa  it  ougbt  to  ioclude  ail  promolioai 
for  roeritorioni  aemcee.  When  it  wai 
■aid  that  theie  were  oae  to  three,  he 
thould  be  glad  to  know  io  what  year  thet 
«■■,  With  retpect  to  ipecial  Ticaacie), 
the  Firat  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  could 
make  them  when  he  pleated.  The  Paper 
wound  up  with  a  menace  which  he  wai 
•orry  to  lee  in  a  public  docuiDenl.  He 
believed  it  would  be  inipottible  for  the 
Oo*erniiient  to  make  a  (election.  He 
wiched  the  GoverDment  would  take  the 
opioiOD  of  the  officers  as  to  the  relative 
nerilt  of  hii  and  their  propotiiion,  and 
adopt  that  which  (hey  thought  most  ad- 
visable. The  hon,  Member  for  CoTentry 
•aid  it  would  be  time  enough  to  do  this 
ivhen  we  went  to  war.  He  aaid  that 
would  be  too  late,  for  a  lenie  of  honour 
would  then  prevent  many  diiablad  officer! 
from  retirement.  However,  he  thanked 
the  Oovetument  for  thii  boon  to  the  ser- 
vice, and  all  he  asked  for  more  wai,  that 
tbey  would  give  it  in  a  manner  that  would 
be  generally  acceptable. 

Admiral  Duniiat  coniidered  the  sum 
now  proposed  sufficient,  bat  regarded  tha 
plan  as  unsatisfactory  and  aboilivc.  It 
was  said  that  the  admirels'  list  was  very 
large;  bat  it  wa*  smaller  by  twenty  than 
ta  1800. 

SirO.  CoeA&urnssid,it  was  clear,  for  the 
reasons  staled  by  the  gallant  Commodore, 
that  if  the  list  was  to  be  cleared  in  this 
■Banner,  it  mutt  be  done  in  time  of  peeee. 
Wiih  retpect  to  the  sum,  it  was  a  difficult 
tbiug  to  settle,  tome  thinking  it  too  much 
and  some  too  little  ;  but  they  had  endea- 
voured to  fix  it  at  the  proper  amount  as 
hr  Bs  they  could  atceriain  it.  It  re- 
mained to  be  teen  bow  far  the  propoial 
wonld  be  acceptable  to  the  senice.  If 
any  other  arrangement  should  be  thou|;ht 
better,  it  would  be  open  to  the  Govern- 
ment to  adopt  it.  He  thought  it,  how- 
ever, too  much  to  say  that  if  it  were 
adopted  thev  ought  in  such  cases  as  that 
which  bad  lately  occurred  at  New  Zea- 
land to  be  debarred  from  making  tpecidl 
promotions.  With  respect  to  the  objec- 
tions made  to  this  great  scheme,  he  did 
not  think  ibem  sufficiently  important  to 
prevent  it.  He  had  laid  before  the  House 
the  general  principles  on  which  it  was 
baaed,  but  if  minor  alterations  would  give 


more  general  satitfactioo,  no  doubt  ihey 
would  be  made  accordingly.  He  thought 
the  proposition  was  a  very  liberal  one, 
and  hoped  that  it  would  give  tatisfaclion, 
or  at  leatt  that  it  wauld  show  the  Govern, 
ment  were  inclined  to  afford,  in  time  of 
peace,  an  honourable  pretext  of  retirement 
to  disabled  officers.  With  respect  to  the 
good  service  pension,  it  was  of  course  in- 
tended, notwithstanding  this  proposition, 
that  any  officer  who  poseessed  it  thould 
retain  it. 

Sir  R.  Peef  said,  he  had  well  considered 
the  subject,  and  wat  of  opinion  (bat  the 
retirement  of  100  captains,  while  it 
would  be  attended  with  a  loss  of  money, 
would  be  no  remedy  for  the  evil.  If 
they  did  anything,  he  conceived  it  would 
be  better  to  subrait  to  an  iocressed  pecu- 
nitry  loas,  and  provide  an  effectual  re- 
medy in  the  retirement  of  300  capiaina. 
Notwithstanding;  what  had  baaa  aaid 
about  the  principle  of  seniority,  he  did 
think  that  ia  certain  oases  the  Crown 
should  have  the  power  of  availing  itself  of 
the  services  of  distinguished  men  having 
the  confidence  of  tlie  Crown,  irrespective 
of  that  principle.  As  a  general  rule,  he 
admitted  that  proraolion  ought  to  be  by 
seniority;  but  ir  the  country  was  vrilliag 
to  submit  to  a  pecuniary  sacriSce,  he  must 
put  in  a  claim  on  the  part  of  the  Execu- 
tive Government,  to  consider  whether  an 
occBtional,  departure  from  that  rule,  la 
such  cases  as  (hat  of  Lord  Nelson,  who 
died  a  vice-admiral,  might  not  be  admis- 
sible, in  giving  to  captains  the  rank  of 
rear-admiral,  and  torearandTic»>admira)s, 
that  ofadmiral.accompanying  the  selection 
with  every  precaution,  and  with  every 
goaraniee  to  the  profession  of  its  baing 
made  on  the  gronnd  of  merit,  and  merit 
only. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

House  resumed.  Resolution  to  be  re- 
ported.    Committee  to  sit  again. 

Wabib  Lands  (AunRALiA)  Biii.] 
Mr.  G.  tV.  Hope  moved  tha  Second  Read- 
ing or  the  Wiisie  Lands  (Australia)  Bill, 
He  hed  tome  important  Amendments  to 
iotrodece. 

Mr.  C.  Buller  objected  to  the  Bill  being 
pressed  ;  he  had  understood  it  would  not  be 
pressed  if  objected  to,  and  he  could  assure 
the  hon.  Gentiemaa  it  would  be  resolutely 
and  vigorously  opposed  in  every  ttage. 

Mr.  Anlionby  said  not  one,  bat  every 
interetl,  wat  opposed  to  the  Bill.    He 
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moFcd  that  it  be  read  a  lecond  time  that 
day  six  month b. 

The  Home  divided  od  the  QuettioD,  that 
the  words  sik  moniht  be  added:— A  yea 
11;  Noe(34:  Majority  23. 

Debate  again  aming. 

Bill  read  a  aecond  lime. 

The  Houie  adjourned  at  half-put  two 
o'clock. 


Wetter*  Railvay — 


HOUSE   OF  LORDS, 
Tkursday,  July  31,  lS4a. 

UiNDTU]     BiLU.     PvMlc— !■•     Mimlclp^    Dlitricti, 
ea.  (InludJ ;    TimipUw  Rimli  {Inlud)  i    Vdiudoa 
{Inlmnd). 
t^-  CfalTndff  (PortoTLoDdoD)!  Cuitonii  LftwiR^CAlt 
Cottosu  Haugimaitl  Cui 
PrngntloD ;   Sblpjdsg  (nd  NKTigMim; 
da;  BHUsh  Vaielit  Wusbouiliig  ot 


AltMd  I  Ills  at  Mm  Tnd>  i  CoudIt  RUa ;  Slock  in 

KifttUd.  — iQlat  Stack  Compnio  {Iialud}  i  Gnad  Jtay 

^-  tod  paacd;  — '  Lunttidi   Booded   Coni    R^Jviyi 
ISiUiiitai  LMiinf)  i  Hal  PropotT  INo.  3li  PiihnlH 


(ChuiMl   Iiludi)!    UaeUmHl  Stodi  tnd  Dl 
Church  Building  Aa  .^meadiiMiiti  MillUi  B4Uat>  Sia- 

tiua  ukd  Libel  Aot  AoMndnwnn  fiiil  Ld  Emrt  Art 
Unlauj  Qealoglal  Surviji  Lou  Sodctisi  fnnlgD 
LotUriai  High«)r  RaUxi  HIghaayi  i  Shrcnburj  ind 
HDlTtu^  Rowli  Roctainll  PiiKmi  Tuni|dka  Aea 
COBtlnitBH*  I  TunpiLi  Tniili  (Soulb  WiIh|i  DnlB- 
■ga  br  ToiulU  foe  Lif^i  CoUiva  [tteluid);  Bliho)!^ 
PMianaga  (Inlud)  i  Uolawful  Oubi  (Inluatn  Junn 
(Inlud)i  UnlODi  llnludji  Bplilti  (Iieludli  DnlB- 
l^<[nlaDd)i 

Frldsfc. — 1'-  Eutsn  CoudUb  Ruilmr  {CuDbridgg  Is 
HuDtlaidaB). 

t^  Bonlta  Eutaa  RiilwiT  (OkI  Exunricn). 

Xiporad^-DiuliUaaD  ud  Ntebelli  ImpioTimait!  Dub- 
Ud  npe  VmUt  I  Grinubj  Doclu  t  London  wtd  Croydon 
lUlmj  EntMlonail  i  Bolloa  ud  Ldib,  Kai;aa  nd 

1,  North  Unlw,  LJ< 
Iir'ud  Oraod  Juoakn  Rti 


Imy  I  LaidaB  ud  South  WotRn  tMropoUtu 
BitwdoB  tUilmyi  Limpool  ud  Burr  RaUnT  (Bol- 
Wb,  WlfUi,  ud  Uraipool  Rallnj,  ud  Bury  ExUn- 
•km)  I  Houlh  Eaiuni  Riilnf  (Tunbddfn  u  TunWdgi 
Wdbli  OnTMDd  ud  RodHUa  Hallnyt  NHpirt 
ud  Pootypool  Rillwayi - 


ot  Ihe  CvT  ud  Tnalaait  oi 
CamplxUf  from  th 


nccptloaof 

AiyluEDi  ud  Pai^fT . 

Odd,  for  Repeal  of  etb  SacttoD  oT  lit  a^  lad  TloL  Cqi. 

101,  indta  reluct  SJIh  ClawBot  lU  aad  Ind  Win.  tV. 

Cap.  TS.,  oi  to  limit  (hr  pnmt  Coal  Tnda  (tact  of  Laa> 

doa)  Bill,  D*  ooa  ytai  only. 

Irish  Great  Westbrn  Railway— 
Case  of  Johk  Stintoh.]  Order  of  tba 
Day  for  takini;  into  conuderation  tha 
Report  of  the  Select  Committee  (made  to 
the  House  on  the  12lh  inatant),  respecttng 
John  Stinton,  a  witnen,  read. 

The  Earl  of  Beibormigk  row  to  call  tbe 
attention  of  the  Houie  to  a  part  of  tbe 
proceedingsbefore  the  Committee  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  alleged  caset  of  fraud 
connected  with  the  Dublin  and  Galway 
Railway.  It  naa  stated  that  fraudulent 
and  false  namet  had  been  ngned  to  tbs 
contract  deed,  and,  amongit  othert,  by  a 
perBon  of  tbe  name  of  John  StintoD.  lliia 
appeared  to  be  the  case,  from  the  evidence 
taken  before  the  Committee;  and  he  (tha 
Earl  of  Beaborough)  waa  directed,  on  tbe 
IStb  of  July,  to  report  the  caae  to  the 
Houae.  On  conaide ration,  however,  it  waa 
thought  that  this  penon  might  make  aonw 
explanation  before  the  Committee  on  tlw 
Bill  with  regard  to  ihia  matter.  Such, 
however,  waa  not  the  caie ;  be  had.  there- 
fore, thought  it  to  be  hia  duty  to  place  tbe 
matter  before  the  Houae.  Since  he  bad 
entered  the  House,  doubli  had  been  ex- 
pn«sed  to  him  as  to  whether  penury  had 
been  committed  or  not.  The  noole  Earl 
then  proceeded  to  read  the  eridcnce  of 
John  Stinton  before  this  Committee,  in 
which  be  dtniied  that  he  had  erer  paiaed 
by  any  other  name  in  connexion  with  the 
Dublin  and  Galway  Eailvray  Company,  or 
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that  he  had  li^ed  the  deed  of  the  Com- 
pan7  more  than  once.  A  Miss  Golding 
proved  that  Stinlon  bad  received  letters  at 
her  tesidence,  which  were  directed  to  a 
penon  of  the  name  of  Mr.  Baldron,  and 
that  be  had  alvayi  paued  in  that  name  in 
her  presence,  and  had  opened  the  letters  so 
directed.  Stiaton  afterwards  admitted  that 
this  WM  true,  hut  denied  that  he  had  signed 
the  deed  more  than  once,  or  had  affixed  the 
name  of  Baldron  to  it.  He  admitted  also 
that  such  a  person  as  Penion  did  not  exist 
Mr.  Stanley,  a  most  respectable  stockbroker, 
stated  that  he  had  seen  Stintoti,  whom  he 
knew  as  a  jobber,  sign  the  contract  deed  of 
the  Company  three  times  in  one  day,  and 
that  he  had  changed  his  dresson  each  occa- 
■ion.  This  struck  him  aa  a  remarkable 
circuraatance ;  be  could  not,  hnwever,  state 
whether  thb  person  had  affixed  another 
name  than  that  of  Stinton.  Robert  Pariah, 
the  porter  of  Crosby  Hall  Chambers,  swore 
that  he  knew  Stinton  as  a  hootmaker  in 
the  neighbourhood,  and  that,  at  his  request, 
he  had  taken  in  letters  for  bim  directed  to 
Penton,  which  were  always  opened  by 
Stinton.  No  person  of  the  name  of  Penton 
ever  had  chambers  at  Crosby  Hall.  These 
were  the  facts  of  the  evidence  to  which  he 
wished  more  particularly  to  call  attention. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  suggested  that  the 
noble  Earl  should  point  out  the  particular 
parts  of  the  evidence  on  which  he  relied  as 
the  ffroand  for  prosecution. 

The  Earl  of  Betborougk  handed  a  copy 
of  the  evidence  to  the  Lord  Chancellor,  and 
pointed  out  some  particular  passages  in  it, 
and  then  proceeded  to  read  again  to  the 
House  the  passages  in  the  evidence  to 
which  he  had  before  alluded.  He  con- 
cluded by  staiiog,  that  he  had  given 


before  told  them  wasfalse,  but  he  added  that 
he  would  then  tell  the  truth.  In  a  trial 
for  perjury,  the  whole  of  the  evidence  would 
be  laid  before  the  jury ;  and  the  learned 
Judge  would  tell  them,  he  had  very  little 
doubt,  that  the  prisoner  had  not  committed 
peijury  in  the  eyes  of  the  law,  because  in 
his  supplemental  answer  be  denied  his  false 
statement  previously  eiven,  and  bis  true 
statement  was  received.  This  priociple  of 
taking  the  entire  evidence  as  one  act  was 
carried  so  far,  that  in  Chancery  causes, 
where  a  bill  and  afterwards  a  supplemental 
hilt  were  filed,  the  answers  to  both  were  taken 
as  one  answer  ;  end  if  the  respondent  de- 
nied in  his  second  answer  what  he  had  stated 
in  his  first,  he  was  not  considered  in  law  to 
be  guilty  of  perjury.  The  case  was  clearly 
one  which  the  Committee  were  hound  to 
report  to  the  House ;  but  perhaps  the 
course  which  they  ought  to  have  adopted 
was,  to  report  that  the  witness  had  been 
guilty  of  equivocation ;  and  then,  if  the 
shorthand  writer's  notes  were  read  at  the 
bar  of  their  Lordships'  House,  no  noble 
Ixird  would  have  hesitated  about  voting 
that  the  witness  be  committed  to  Newgate 
for  equivocation  ;  and  he  (Lord  CampMl) 
would  certainly  have  heartily  concurred  in 
such  a  Motion  :  but  he  did  not  think  this 
was  a  case  in  which  they  could  persecute 
for  perjury. 

Lord  CoUen/iam  said  that,  from  what  he 
had  heard  of  the  evidence,  and  the  mode  in 
which  the  witness  bad  expldned  himself, 
he  confessed  he  would  feel  acme  difBculi^ 
in  coming  to  a  final  decision  on  the  mat- 
ter; but,  if  he  were  not  mistaken,  he  h»- 
lieved  the  terms  of  the  order  which  their 
Lordships  would  have  to  make,  in  a  case 
where  a  witness  had  grossly  misconducted 


of  his  Motion  in  the  terms,  that  the  Attor-  himself,  as  this  man  obviously  had  done, 
ney  General  be  directed  to  prosecute  the  I  would  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  the 
party;  hut  not  being  a  lawyer,  be  would  '  Attorney  GeneraltaprDsecute,irhethougbt 
wish  to  leave  the  course  to  be  pursued  to  '  fit  so  do  to.  Were  the  House  to  give  a 
the  judgment  of  some  of  his  noble  and  |  peremptory  order  in  the  matter,  it  would 
learned  Friends  near  him.  i  be  tantamount  to  deciding  as  Judges  in  the 

Lord  Campbell  said,  he  would  admit  '.  case  without  a  trial.  Under  similar  cir- 
that  he  had  not  looked  into  the  evidence  '  cumstances,  the  Court  of  Chancery  would 
until  after  he  bad  come  down  to  the  House ;  i  not  take  any  summary  proceedings,  but 
but  from  his  experience  in  criminal  prosecu-  .  would  refer  the  case  to  the  Attorney 
tioos,  he  would  advise  their  Lordships  to  be    General. 

eautions  in  adopting  any  particular  course.  1  Lord  Cavipiell  said,  while  he  had  been 
He  bad  no  doubt  but  that  this  man  SlintOD  Attorney  General,  several  cases  similar  to 
had  lied  abominably,  and  that  he  ought  to  the  present  were  referred  to  him,  and  in 
have  been  reported  to  their  Lordships;  hut  every  instance  theorders  of  Parliament  were 
the  question  for  them  to  decide  was,  wbe-  nf  aperemptorynature.  In  thccaseof  Stock- 
ther  the  case  admitted  of  a  prosecution  for  dale,  wbo  was  ordered  to  be  prosecuted  for  a 
perjury.  The  witness  hod  told  the  Commit-  ;  libel  on  the  House  of  Commons,  the  Attor- 
tee  that  he  should  acknowledge  what  be  had    ney  General  of  ibc  day  Tery  likely  thongbt 
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it  a  fooliib  proiecution,  but,  from  the  tenni 
of  tha  order,  he  wu  compelled  to  file  the 
informition. 

The  Earl  of  WickloK  uid,  there  wu  oat 
point  in  the  aue  to  which  he  vuhed  to 
direct  the  nttentioii  of  the  House.  It  w«t, 
that  the  Committee  had  tuld  the  witnen  to 
lake  care  of  what  he  nas  about,  for  if  be 
perjured  himself  he  would  be  liable  to 
proKCUtion.  No  perjurj  ha^  beea  com- 
mitted, be  believed,  after  that;  and  he 
thought  the  caution  wai  intended  u  tin 
intimation  that  tbe  Houm  would  not  prose- 
cute bira  for  what  had  prerioutly  occurred. 

Lord  Jtfoflfea^Ie  mid,  the  Committee  bad 
reported  on  the  13th  of  July,  and  now,  on 
the  31st  of  the  month,  their  Lordsbipt 
were  required  to  come  to  a  deci*ion  re- 
■pectiag  the  charge  contained  in  that  Re- 
port. There  was  no  doubt  but  that  tbe 
cue  was  one  which  could  not  be  pened 
over  altt^ther.  Tbe  offence  wai  clearlr 
R  moral  perjury,  whether  it  happened  to 
be  a  legal  perjury  or  not.  It  was  a  per- 
jury for  the  purpose  of  accomplishing  a 
fraud,  and  deceiving  their  Lordships  and 
tbe  other  House  of  Parliament;  and  lucb 
an  offence  could  not  be  sufiered  to  rest 
without  anj  notice  being  taken  of  it. 
There  wu,  however,  no  doubt,  even  if  the 
individual  were  lets  ingenuous  than  be 
appeared  to  be,  that  he  had  had  since  then 
■nfficient  time  to  take  himKlf  out  of  tbe 
country ;  but  after,  by  the  recent  decision 
of  their  Lordships  respecting  this  Railway 
Bill  [tbe  Dublin  and  Galway),  they  had 
punished  innocent  peraoni  for  the  faults  of 
others,  it  would  be  contrary  to  everf  prin- 
ciple of  juitice  were  they  now  to  allow 
one  who  wet  really  guilty  to  go  scot  free. 
The  course  which  he  would  recommend 
was,  that  tbe  question  should  be  referred 
to  a  Committee  upstairs  for  half  an  hour, 
with  instructions  to  report  to  the  Houie 
what  steps  were  necessary  to  he  taken. 

Tbe  Lord  Chancellor  said,  he  had  never 
seen  the  evidence  until  it  bad  been  alluded 
to  at  the  Table.  Ha  doubted  very  much 
whether  they  could  proceed  with  a  prose- 
cution for  penury,  under  the  circumstancea. 
The  witness  stated  that  be  had  never  passed 
as  Baldron ;  and  he  afterwards  explained 
what  he  had  meant  by  that  answer  in  this 
manner :  he  said  he  had  often  received 
letters  addressed  to  the  name  of  Baldron  ; 
but  that  be  did  not  think  that  meant  pass- 
ing by  the  name.  They  could  scarcely 
hope  to  assign  perjury  on  that  part  of  the 
evidence,  with  any  probability  of  success. 
Again,  the  witness  said  he  fid  nut  know 


Mia  Golding;  wbereai  it  appArtd  ^Ih- 
wards  that  be  hod  asked  her  la  noon 
letten  for  him,  and  that  aha  was  tbe 
keeper  of  a  public- boose.  It  did  not  fol- 
low, however,  that  because  he  bad  baen 
in  tha  balnt  of  seeing  her  standing  be- 
hind the  bar  in  a  public-bouae,  and  had 
requested  hex  to  keep  letters  for  bbn, 
that  be  should,  therefore,  know  her  nsaii 
to  be  Golding.  He  thought  the  course 
suggested  by  his  noble  Friend  (Loed 
Monteagle)  to  be  the  most  judicious  ono 
they  could  take,  sa  they  ou^t  to  pay 
that  mark  of  respect  to  the  Report  oif 
the  Committee,  no  matter  what  dc 
ibey  might    find  it   afterwards  nee 


The  Earl  of  Baborougk  nid,  be  wouU 
beg  leave  to  move  that  tbe  R^wrt  ot  tbe 
12th  of  July  be  referred  to  a  Sele«t  Con- 
mittee,  with  instructions  to  report  t»  tbe 
House  what  steps  it  would  be  iiimMaij 
to  take  with  respect  to  John  Ktinum,  rr- 
ported  to  the  House  to  have  been  guilty 
of  perjury. 

Tbe  Lord  Chancelior  said,  tfaey  should 
allege  on  the  indiamant  what  the  per- 
jurjr  was,  and  select  from  the  eridence 
tbe  particulsr  passages  on  which  tbcy 
relied. 

Lord  Monttagle  said,  it  might  be  sap- 
posed  out  of  doors  that  the  Committea 
had  acted  unjustly  twards  this  person. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  the  fact  was 
quite  the  reverse.  He  had  been  hloiself  of 
opinion  that  the  witness  bad  committed 
perjury,  for  which  he  could  be  prosecuted, 
until  he  came  to  look  into  the  evidence. 

Lord  Monteagle  said,  lest  any  such  aup- 
positinn  might  exist,  he  would  beg  to  read 
t«ro  of  the  questions  and  answers  that  bad 
been  given  as  an  instance.  In  No.  405, 
the  witness  was  asked,  "  Do  you  kiKiw 
William  Baldron,  silk  tbrowstei) — No." 
And  again,  in  No.  469>  the  question  waa 
repeated,  "  Do  you  know  William  Bal- 
dron ? — I  do." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

TiTRBS  CoimnTATioH  Act.]  Lord 
Campbell  presented  a  petition  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  commutation  of  tithes,  and  said 
that  a  very  doubtful  question  existed  whe- 
ther, in  caset  where  tithes  hod  not  been 
paid  for  many  years,  they  were  now  really 
payable  or  not.  Several  actions  had  been 
brought  to  decide  tbe  point;  but  they  bad 
all  proved  decidedly  abortive,  and  tbe 
Judges  were,  be  believed,  equally  divided 
respecting  it    Itwa^t]ierefore,he'tbougblt 
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atdolutely  neoNttrr  thit  there  ibmild  be 
■ome  furUier  leftuUtion  on  the  «ub)ect,  And 
the  sooner  it  tooV  place  the  better.  Were 
it  not  for  this  point,  he  believed  tithes 
would  bs  commuted  all  orer  England  be- 
fore the  praent  time. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  uid,  the  subjeot 
was  B  very  important  one;  and  the  con- 
flicting opinions  respecting  it,  only  showed 
how  lawyers  would  lontetimes  difier,  He 
coDcurred  with  hit  noble  and  learned 
Friend,  that  the  Act  required  some 
Amendments;  and,  if  the  matter  were 
intrusted  to  his  hands  during  the  re<xss, 
he  would  take  care  to  have  steps  taken  re- 
toflcting  it,  before  the  next  Session  of 
rarliament. 

Grbscs.]  Lord  Beaumont  said,  he 
would  proceed  to  put  to  the  noble  Earl 
opposite  (the  Earl  of  Aberdeen)  the  ques- 
tioa  of  which  he  had  given  notice  on  a 
farmer  evening.  It  might  be  in  the  re- 
collection of  their  Lordships,  that  when 
on  a  recent  occasion,  he  had  brought  the 
a&irs  of  Greece  under  their  notice,  and 
had  ventured  to  state  that  the  conduct  of 
the  Government  at  Athens  was  such  as  lo 
call  for  some  advice,  if  not  more  active  in- 
terference, on  the  part  of  the  Allied  Pow- 
ers, he  had  been  met  by  the  noble  Earl 
with  an  >asei-tion,  that  affivirs  in  that  quar- 
ter were  not  in  so  bad  a  state  as  had  been 
believed ;  and  that  nothing  had  occurred 
which  was  of  a  serious  nature.  It  might 
also  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House, 
that  when,  on  the  same  occasion,  he  (Lord 
Beaumont)  alluded  to  the  disorganised 
State  of  society  in  the  frontier  districts  of 
Greece,  on  tbe  side  of  Turkey,  end  added 
that  a  regular  system  of  brigandage  was 
carried  on  by  the  subjects  of  Greeee  in 
that  quarter,  the  noble  Earl  replied,  by 
declaring  that  there  had  been  only  one 
Isolated  instance  of  robbery  across  the  bor- 
der, and  that  of  lo  unimportant  a  charac- 
ter as  not  to  deserve  comment.  He  (Lord 
Beaumont]  knew  not  if  the  noble  Earl 
was  better  informed  now,  than  he  seemed 
to  be  then  :  for  if  he  was  not,  he  was 
sadly  behind  the  rest  of  Europe  in  know- 
ledge on  this  subject.  The  details  of  nu> 
merous  incuruons,  some  of  which  had  been 
attended  with  bloody  consequences,  were 
well  known  both  in  London  and  Paris; 
the  very  names  of  the  parties  who  headed 
these  marauding  bands  were  known,  and 
many  of  the  cases  had  been  given  at  length 
in  the  German  papers.  While  these  events 
were  daily  occucring  on   the  frontier,  a 


Do.leM disgneaful  system  was  carried  on 
intheintertor;  the  regular  forces  had  been 
disbanded,  and  the  safety  of  the  country 
entrusted  to  the  Palikeri;  neither  order 
nor  Justice  were  respected  ia  ibe  inter* 
nal  administration  of  the  country,  and  the 
peaceful  continuation  of  its  foreign  rela- 
tions was  hourly  endangered  by  the  law- 
less conduct  of  the  border  population.  Col- 
letti  and  the  Greek  Government  had  taken 
no  steps  to  put  an  end  to  this  disgraceful  state 
of  things,  unless  the  proclamation  which  bed 
been  issued  might  be  considered  as  an  ex- 
ception, wherein  the  Government  call  on 
the  population  of  the  frontier  districts  to 
form  themselves  into  a  militia,  for  the 
purpose  of  suppressing  the  robbers  who 
infest  them — a  measure  which  is  man 
calculated  to  increase  than  diminish  the 
evils  complained  of;  for  when  the  lawless 
character  of  the  mountain  population  is 
considered,  and  the  ditorganiaed  state  of 
society  throughout  the  country  taken  into 
account,  the  proclamation  is  neither  more 
nor  less  than  an  attempt  to  put  doirn  rolv 
bery  by  giving  arms  to  the  robbers  them- 
selves. An  officer  named  Valensa,  of  whose 
appointment  to  a  command  on  the  frontiers 
he  (Lord  Beaumont)  had  on  a  former  occa- 
sion complained,  had  not  been  removed  or 
reprimanded  ;  although  it  was  known  that 
the  noble  Earl  himself  had  objected  to  that 
officer's  appointment,  and  even  gone  to  far 
as  Id  instruct  Sir  E.  Lyons  to  request  his 
removal.  He  (Lord  Beaumont)  hoped  the 
noble  Earl  would  be  more  explicit  on  the 
preseot,  than  he  was  on  a  former  occasion  ; 
for  his  words  had  been  actually  construed 
into  a  positive  approval  of  the  Greek  Go- 
vernment, and  the  noble  Earl  himself  was 
itioned  as  an  abetior  of  Colletti,  Dif- 
ferent interpretations,  it  was  true,  had 
been  given  in  diSFerent  quarters  of  the 
noble  Earl's  speech ;  but  the  general  im- 
pression in  Athens  itself  had  been,  that  the 
ForeiffB  Office  here  was  not  inclined  to 
cordially  support  Sir  Edmund  Lyons  in 
bis  remonstrances,  and  the  Greek  authori- 
ties were  ronaequently  induced  to  look  en- 
ily  to  the  French  Miniiter  for  advice  or 
ntenance  in  their  proceedings.  Now, 
he  (Lord  Beaumont)  hoped  the  noLle  Earl 
would  lay  aside  his  diplomatic  reserve,  and 
see  the  necessity  of  distinctly  staling  bis 
sentiments  with  regard  to  the  Government 
of  Colletti,  and  no  longer  let  any  doubt  lie 
entertained  of  his  opinions  on  the  general 
condition  of  public  affairs  in  Greece.  It 
was  most  foolishly,  as  well  as  most  wrongly 
considered  abroad,  that  tha  intcresti  it 
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Fnnee  and  England  were  at  Tsmoce  both 
in  Greece  and  Turkey.  Nothing  could 
be  more  erroneoui :  the  'interetti  of  the 
two  counniei  were  essentially  the  nine  in 
both  quarteta — their  object  wBi,  or  ought  to 
be,  identical.  England  and  France  alike 
were  deeply  interetted  in  preaeiringtbein- 
deprodence,  integrity,  and  due  influence  of 
the  Ottoman  Empire,  who  wai  and  could  be 
the  only  safe  Iceeper  of  the  Uardanellea ; 
foribould  the  key  of  that  gate  be  wrenched 
from  her,  and  the  opening  and  shutting  tfae 
Dardanelles  and  Bosphorua  be  at  the  dis- 
cretion of  a  northern  Power,  the  trade  and 
posKssions  of  England  and  France  in  the 
Meditemmean  would  be  at  the  mercy  of 
Russia.  In  the  like  manner,  our  interests 
and  those  of  France  were  identically  the 
same  in  the  smaller  State  of  Greece. 
were  both  interested  in  creating  there  an 
independent  commercial  community,  to- 
tally unconnected  with  the  great  political 
questions  which  ablated  the  rest  of  Europe 
— ■  neutral  spot  in  the  Lerant  for  the 
benefit  of  trade  and  coroinerce,  and  not  an 
arena  on  which  the  rival  jealousies  of  the 
greater  Powers  might  deploy  their  political 
intrigues-    Although  the  two  countries  re- 

Juir^  the  same  course  of  policy  to  beputsued 
)r  their  mutual  advantage,  the  Consuls  of 
England  and  France  in  the  East  were  gene- 
rally at  variance ;  and  while  a  ungle  glance 
at  tfae  map  would  convince  any  impartial 
person,  that  the  objects  of  the  two  Govern- 
ments ought  to  be  the  lame,  political  par- 
ties in  the  Levant  were  invariably  split  into 
an  English  and  French  faction.  This  state 
of  thing*  must  have  been  canned  by  the 
want  of  energy  on  the  part  of  the  authori- 
ties  at  home,  and  the  consequent  neglect  in 
despatching  proper  instruction!  to  th«r 
representatives  abroad.  Some  portion  of 
this  unnatural  state  of  hostility  between 
the  Consulates  of  England  and  France, 
might  be  attributed  to  a  disposition  on 
the  part  of  the  French  Government  to 
flatter  the  vanity  of  some  of  their  servants, 
whoaought  to  enhance  their  personal  impor- 
tance by  am^ljng  to  themselves  the  ex- 
clusive right  to  protect  the  Chrisliani  in 
the  East.  Now,  he  (Lord  Beaumont)  main- 
tained, that  the  Porte  should  have  the  sole 
govemmentofitiowniubjectt;  butshould 
the  Sultan,  in  consequence  of  the  interpre- 
tation of  some  ancient  or  supposed  agree- 
ment, delegate  to  the  European  Sovereigns 
authority,  in  certain  cases,  over  those  of 
his  subjectswho  professed  the  Catholic  faith, 
England  should  not  allow  France,  or  any 
etiwi  Power,  to  take  a  pontiou  thereby  to 


the  detriment  of  her  intereati;  or  pemit 
the  Consuls  of  these  Powers  to  pat  tkem- 
selves  in  advance  of  ours,  on  the  plo  of 
enjoying  exclusively  the  privilege  of  pro- 
tecting the  Christians  of  a  single  set- 
After  a  few  other  observatiana,  tfae  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  putting  the  ^ueatioa  of 
which  he  had  given  notice— oamdy,  wbo- 
ther  the  Govnnment  had  received  aof 
information  of  the  state  of  the  frontier  be- 
tween Greece  and  Turkey  t  And.  if  lo^ 
whether  they  had  taken  any  steps  to  indoce 
the  Greek  Government  to  adopt  meuuca 
to  prevent  the  continuation  of  thediigrac^ 
ful  state  of  things  known  to  exist  there! 
Also,  whether  the  Government  bad  act 
sent  tostructiont  to  Sir  Edmund  Lyons,  r^ 
quiring  him  to  demand  of  the  Greek  Go- 
vernment the  dismissal  of  an  officer  or 
person  named  Valen^a;  and  what  reply,  if 
any,  had  been  received  to  such  demand? 

The  Earl  of  Aberdeen  .*  I  am  ready  la 
admit,  my  Lords,  that  the  peculiari^  of 
our  relations  with  Greece  may  justify  tha 
noble  Lord  in  bringing  varioua  matters 
under  the  attention  of  your  Lord^^K  in 
connexion  with  that  country,  which,  audtf 
other  circumstances,  it  would  not  be  de- 
sirable to  do,  neither,  indeed,  would  the 
noble  Lord  be  justified  in  so  doing.  In  the 
first  place,  this  country  has,  in  conjuoctian 
with  France  and  Runia,  created  this  Stata 
of  Greece;  we  not  only  created  it,  bnt  we 
guaranteed  its  independence  and  the  in- 
tegrity of  its  territories.  This,  therefore, 
gives  us  a  right  to  take  sucfa  precautions 
as  not  tc  render  that  guarantee  more  oner- 
ous than  it  necessarily  ought  to  be.  We 
have  also  goaranteed  the  payment  of  the 
interest  of  a  loan  contracted  by  the  Greek 
Slate,  which  we  have  been  called  upon  to 
discharge  ourselves  for  the  last  two  oc 
three  yean.  This,  therefore,  gives  us  un- 
doubtedly a  right  to  interfere  so  far  in  the 
internal  affairs  of  this  State  as  to  see  that 
we  should  be  released  from  these  obliga- 
tions as  rapidly  as  posuble.  And  the  Creek 
Government  would  do  well  to  recollect 
that,  by  the  provisions  of  the  Treaty,  we 
are  enabled  to  enter  into  possession  of  such 
of  the  revenues  of  Greece  as  we  think 
proper  for  the  repayment  of  the  debt  so 
contracted  ;  and  they  should  consider  that 
this  is  not  a  vain  formality,  but  a  right, 
the  exercise  o(  which  must  depend  on  the 
good  faith  of  the  Greek  Government  itself, 
and  the  endeavours  they  make  to  discharge 
the  obligations  under  which  they  lie.  But 
the  noble  Lord  must  recollect  that  although 
this  ii  true,  aa  m  comeyuence  of  the  ieb> 
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tioni  in  wliid)  we  stancl  towanl)  Greece,  it 
nay  be  carried  to  such  an  extent  as  tn  leave 
no  Hhadow  of  independence  whatever  in 
the  Government  of  that  country.  1  am 
ready  to  admit  that  the  present  state  of 
Greece,  in  manj  respects,  ii  such  as  to  ^ve 
pain  to  all  vho  wish  well  to  the  prosperitj 
and  welfare  of  that  State.  No  doubt  out- 
ruj^  have  been  committed  ;  murders,  rob- 
beries, and  violence  of  various  descriptions 
have  been  perpetrated,  none  of  which  can 
be  compatible  with  a  govemroent  of  peace 
and  order.  I  do  not  feel,  therefore,  that 
we  are  precluded  from  giving  any  such 
counsel  and  advice  as  we  may  think  cal- 
culated to  remedj  these  interoBl  disorders  ; 
hut  I  do  not  feel  that  I  am  called  upon  to 
give  any  opinion  of  the  Government  of 
Coletti,  as  required  by  the  noble  Lord.  He 
inay  expreu  any  opinion  which  he  may 
think  proper ;  but  It  is  not  my  province  to 
give  any  opinion  of  the  conduct  of  a  Min- 
ister of  a  Foreign  and  friendly  State ;  1 
give  nicb  advice  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  as  we  think  likely  to 
be  useful ;  and  I  hope,  notwithstanding 
what  the  noble  Lord  has  said,  that  such 
advice  is  not  without  its  salutary  effect, 
With  respect  to  what  he  said  of  the  ex- 
cesses committed  on  the  frontier,  I  must 
repeat  that  there  hare  been  gross  ezagsc- 
rations  on  the  subject.  Unfortunately  this 
frontier  ii  inhabited  by  a  race  of  men  im- 
perfectly civilized;  and  I  am  afraid  I  must 
admit  tbat,  if  the  Cretans  are  said  to  have 
been  always  liars,  I  believe  the  province 
of  Greece  has  been  always  inhabited,  more 
or  less,  by  robbers— and  this  is  a  robber 
population.  Unfortunately,  the  acts  of 
which  they  are  guilty  are  not  regarded  in 
the  same  manner  as  they  would  be  by  more 
civilised  countries  ;  it  is  a  species  of  war. 
fajB  which  is  looked  upon  almost  with  the 
same  respect  as  legitimate  warfare.  Now, 
I  do  not  deny  tbat  various  outrages  have 
taken  place  on  the  Turkish  frontier,  but 
that  they  have  been  carried  to  such  an  ex- 
tent as  bos  been  described  I  utterly  deny. 
On  one  or  two  occasions  these  small  pre- 
datory  bands  have  crossed  over  the  boun- 
dary, and  have  been  dealt  with  very  pro- 
perly but  very  severely  by  the  Turkish 
troops,  and  leverul  of  them  have  met  with 
what  they  richly  deserved — the  most  se- 
vere treatment.  Some  of  them  have 
also  been  put  to  death  by  the  Turkish 
troops.  But  to  suppose  for  a  moment 
that  the  Greek  Government  would  either 
support  or  encourage  such  proceedings  as 
those  for  the  purpose  of  carrying  on  Sg> 
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gretnnons  against  Turkey,  is  perfectly  in- 
credible. True,  they  do  not  repress  lliem, 
for  they  have  not  force  sufficient  to  put 
them  down ;  but  what  they  are  most  de- 
sirous about,  is  to  remove  the  overwhelm- 
ing Turkish  force  which  is  assembled  on 
the  frontier.  But  that  the  Government 
of  Greece,  a  country  without  any  military 
force,  should  endeavour  to  provoke  hostility 
on  the  part  of  the  Turkish  Empire,  is  per- 
fectly  impoGHible;  and  when  coupled  with 
the  consideration,  the  declaration  of  the 
three  protecting  Powers  of  England, 
France,  and  Russia,  that  they  would  d 


iher  tolerate  aggression 
Turkey  oa  the  one  hand, 
the  other,  if  such  a  notii 
to  is  entertained  by  Coli 
Minister  in  Greece,  it  w 
him  for  a  place  in  a  lui 
any  such  exist  i 
Lord  says  that 


1  the  part  of 

as  that  alluded 
L,  or  any  other 
Id  fully  qualify 
lunatic  asylum,  did 
country.  The  noble 
ain  person  has  been 
placed  in  command  of  the  forces  on  the 
frontier,  who  ought  not,  in  the  noble  Lord's 
opinion,  to  be  so  appointed.  It  is  said  thnt 
the  roan  alluded  to  has  been  remarkable 
for  having  taken  a  conspicuous  part  in  some 
transactions  which  occurred  four  or  five 
years  ago,  and  Was  mixed  up  with  some 
excesses  which  were  committed  on  the 
Turkish  frontier.  With  respect  to  this 
man's  appointment  to  a  command  also,  there 
is  another  misrepresentation.  I  admit  that 
it  would  have  been  more  desirable  not  to 
have  employed  this  man  at  all ;  but 
every  one  knows  the  difficulty  which  all 
Governments  sometimes  find  in  satisfying 
those  parties  who  have  claims  upon 
them.  Now,  it  was  thought  necessary 
to  give  this  man  an  employment ;  hut 
he  is  not  in  the  command  of  any  force 
whatever  on  the  frontier.  He  is  not  on 
the  frontier.  I  understand  his  command 
is  thirty  or  forty  miles  from  the  frontier. 
And  what  is  the  force  which  this  person 
commands,  who  is  supposed  to  inspire  ter- 
ror into  the  Turkish  empire!  Why,  he 
commands  eighteen  men  ;  and  they  are  not 
soldiers,  but  a,  species  of  local  guard — of 
national  and  provincial  guard.  And  it  so 
happens — although  I  agree  in  the  opinion 
that,  considering  the  notoriety  he  has  ac- 
quired, it  would  have  been  better  not  to 
have  employed  him  at  all— but  it  so  hap- 
pens that  he  is  employed  at  his  own  home 
where  he  has  a  small  farm,  which  he  occu- 
pies and  cultivates  himself,  and  which 
unfortunately  happens  to  be  nearer  the 
frontier  than  could  be  wished.  But  that 
he  occupies    any   post    that    can   excite 
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mfltMiioa  in  Oicmb.  Quite  tbecoabwy: 
nn  ererr  ocemiion  which  hu  ariata,  tboe 
b*i  been  proof  tbu  it  exuted  ^tc  u 
much  u  we  coutd  poaablj  deura.  Bui,  I 
repemt,  it  bu  been  the  cone  of  that  coa^ 
try,  that  partiei  there  have  ctwIeavDiirad  te 
create  what  ii  called  an  English  party  and 
aFrenchpBny,i)t«Rturian  partjr;  anddM* 
they  have  not  thought  ooljof  a  Greek  par^, 
for  that  if  the  only  party  we  oo^t  all  ts 
unite  in  nipporting.  And  the  Goran- 
menu  do  not  entertain  any  niGb  di&iait 
riewi  of  the  matter ;  the  whole  ariief  fnoi 
the  over  seal  of  pemns  on  the  spot,  and  a 
morbid  desire  of  popularity  and  of  nad- 
dlinf{  with  the  aflairs  of  the  country.  Uy 
Lord*,  I  miut  decline  to  itate  moiia  puti- 
cularly  the  nature  of  the  adnce  whid  I 
have  thought  it  my  duty,  on  the  part  of 
Her  MajeMy'a  Goremment,  to  give  to  the 
Greek  Gonmment;  but  I  bare  befixc 
nid  that,  from  the  dtuatioo  in  which  we 
are  placed  in  relation  to  Greeee,  I  iniiwdir 
that  we  are  fully  juili6ed  in  that  tort  of 
interference  which  we  heliere  to  be  necca 
■ary  for  the  purpoaes  to  which  I  ban 
alluded. 

Lord  Settttmmt  thought  the  ^Kcdi  of 
the  noble  Lord  wai  more  ntisfactory  ttma 
that  whirh  be  had  before  ddiwed  on  Uw 
nme  lubject ;  and  he  hoped  the  cook- 
quenee  would  be  a  hapiner  t«sult,  whid 
be  confidently  anticipated  from  the  fina 
tone  which  the  noble  Lord  had  anumed. 


uneaiiineM  on  the  part  of  the  Pnrte,  or  the 
friendi  of  the  Porte,  ii  rrally  nut  the  fact. 
1  have  given  lueh  an  opinion  ai  1  thought 
I  wai  called  upon  to  gire  to  the  Greek 
Ga*erDment  reipecting  thii  person,  and 
other  roattert  connected  with  the  state  of 
the  frontier  ;  hut  I  do  not  think  it  nece». 
tary  to  utate  to  the  noble  Lord  wbst  tbeie 
opinion!  are,  or  what  the  result  hu  been. 
1  have  taken,  and  ihall  continue  to  take, 
all  such  measures  as  1  think  prudent  and 
likely  to  he  useful  in  eitablithing  the  tran< 
quillity  of  Greece  ;  because,  after  all,  it  is 
impowible  to  conceive  that  any  Govern- 
ment— be  it  a  Government  of  the  wont 
Hinisten  poulble — ihould  have  any  tnterett 
in  promoting  a  state  of  confusion,  anarchy, 
and  disorder.  They  may  take  erroneous 
means  to  arrive  at  the  pacificstioo  of  the 
country,  hut  that  must  be  their  ob}ect  at 
last ;  and,  on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  I  undertake  to  ray,  that  all 
■uch  counsels  will  be  given  ea  teem  likely 
to  contribute  to  that  result.  The  noble 
Lord  has  said  something  about  English 
in6uence  at  Athens  no  longer  existing,  and 
that  French  influence  is  predominant.  I 
am  quite  surprised  that  the  noble  Lord, 
who  knows  something  of  the  East  hitnself, 
should  be  carried  away  by  these  absurd 
■tatemenls.  Supposing  it  is  admitted  that 
the  Greek  Minister  is  connected  intimately 
with  the  French  Minister,  and  acts  by  his 
advice,  what  can  he  do?  How  can  he 
afiect  English  interests  f  We  have  our 
Treaty  with  Greece,  and  that  Treaty  gives 
us  all  the  adrantages  which  any  Stute  can 
posseu;  and  is  it  possible  that  the  Greek 
Minister  could  hurt  a  hair  of  the  head  of 
a  Biitish  subject,  without  the  moat  ngnal 
redress  being  executed?  What  is  the 
meaning  of  this  influence  which  ii  spoken 
of?  I  say,  that  influence  depends  on  the 
acknowledged  power  and  diunt crested ness 
of  this  Government ;  that  it  reposes  also  on 
the  character  of  the  people  with  whom  they 
have  to  deal— the  wealth,  the  probity,  and 
activity  of  our  merchants.  And  do  not  ten 
Englishmen  go  to  Greece  for  one  native  of 
any  other  State?  It  is  our  own  fault,  then, 
if  they  do  not  derive  from  their  experience 
of  English  travellers  a  better  opinion  of  us 
than  of  any  other  nation.  These  are  the 
real  sources  of  influence;  and  I  defy  M. 
Ciiletti  or  the  French  Government  either, 
if  thev  wished  it,  to  weaken  or  destroy 
English  influence  in  Greece  in  the  only 
way  in  which  it  ought  to  exist,  or  in  which 
we  ought  to  desire  it  Co  exitt.  1  have  not 
found  the  slightest  dimiDution  of  English 


Coal  Tsadb  (Post  of  Loimoir)  Bill.] 
The  Earl  of  DalAmuie  moved  the  Second 
Reading  of  this  Bill. 

The  Marquen  of  Londonderry  could  not 
allow  the  Bill  to  past  without  exprcnuf 
his  opinion  oa  the  subject.  Coal  was  al- 
most the  only  anide  imported  into  the 
port  of  London  that  was  so  grieroody 
taxed,  la  1840,  the  city  of  Loudon  fftn 
up  the  coal  tax  to  the  Gov^nment.  Tbe 
annual  revenue  in  that  year  was  ISS.OOCU. ; 
in  IS41,itincreased  by  20,000/.  ;in  1843.  by 
lO.OOOr. ;  and  in  1843,  by  5.000^ ;  in  1844, 
there  was  a  strike  amongst  the  colliers,  and 
the  revenue  decreased  by  3,500/.  For  the 
half  of  the  present  year,  however,  it  had  in- 
creased so  as  to  make  the  average  165,0001. 
from  the  preient  lax.  As  there  had  been 
so  great  an  increase,  and  as  it  was  likdy  to 
continue,  he  wanted  to  know  why  it  was 
neceuary  to  put  a  tax  of  an  addittnnal 
penny  on  this  necessary  of  life  1  and  why, 
too,  eoali  alone  were  to  be  taxed  for  metro- 
politan improvements?  He  coutended  that 
the  noble  Earl  who  had  brought  tb«  matlcr 
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fornrard  in  tbe  other  House,  Itnew  nothing 
(rf  the  lubject,  and  that  the  tax  fell  upon 
the  coalowner,  and  not  upon  the  poor  or  the 
conMimer.  The  trade  was  already  unjua- 
tifiablj'  oppressed ;  and  in  a  future  Seasion 
•otne  relief  must  be  ^*en,  or  extensive 
ruin  would  ensue. 

The  Marquess  of  Watminster  supported 
the  Bill,  and  thought  the  proposed  im- 
prorements  in  London  and  its  vicinity, 
effected  by  meant  of  it,  would,  on  the 
whole,  be  highly  beneficial. 

After  a  few  words  from  the  Earl  of  Dal- 
houtie,  and  an  explanalion  from  the  Mar- 
quess of  Londonderry, 

Bill  read  2*. 

House  adjourned. 

HOUSE    OF   COMMONS. 
TkuTtday.July^i,  1845. 
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,  4  Die  Rating  ot 
.—By  P.  Soolt,  ftmn  Port  Phillip,  for  SrpuiUoii 
of  UlM  DISM  fnm  Oomniiiml  oT  New  South  Wilo. 
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^.By  Ht.  Hiwh,  fbocn  Talybout,  and  Amlttch.  tor  E*- 
titHihtmiit  rf  County  Coutu^-fir  Mr.  Wjh.  mm 
Cbula  BjTiH,  Ibt  InqultT. — By  Hi.  Wyn,  ftocD  mnil 


CsyLON.^  Mr.  Tvfnell  wished  to  put 
a  few  questions  on  the  subject  of  Ceylon  to 
the  Under  Secretary  of  the  Colonies,  in 
consequence  of  the  numerous  representa- 
tions that  bad  been  made  to  him,  since  the 
debate  of  Friday  last,  from  the  friends  and 
connexiona  of  the  civil  servants  of  that 
Colony;  amongst  whom  thecunduct  of  the 
Government  had  produced  the  greatest 
anxiety.  He  anked,  first,  at  what  period 
the  six  months  were  to  commeDce,  during 
which  the  civil  serveuts  were  to  make  their 
election,  either  to  retain  their  offices  or 
their  lands?  Whether  the  term  nf  two 
years  for  the  disposal  of  the  landed  pro- 
perty was  definitely  settled  ?  And,  lastly, 
which  was  of  the  greatest  importance, 
whether  dvil  servants  might  be  allowed  to 
tetain  their  lands,  provided  they  gave  up 


the  active  management.  He  hoped  that 
he  should  receive  a  definitive  answer  upon 
these  points;  and  that,  after  what  had 
already  paused,  as  little  as  possible  would 
be  left  to  the  discretion  of  the  Governor  of 
that  Colony. 

Ml.  G.  W.  Hope  said,  that  the  civil 
servants  of  the  Government,  in  CeyloD, 
would  be  afforded  the  fullest  information 
without  delay  ;  and  they  should  have  had 
that  sooner  but  the  Governor  was  obliged 
to  wait  until  he  obtained  some  detailed  in- 
formation from  England.  The  time  of 
election  had  been  extended  from  six  months 
to  a  year,  and  the  time  allowed  for  the 
disposal  oFproperty  was  6ied  at  two  years. 
With  regard  to  the  third  and  most  impor- 
tant question  put  by  the  hon.  Member  (as 
it  was  necessary  to  wait  for  some  informa- 
tion from  Ceylon)  still  he  thought  an 
arrangement  might  be  made  which  would 
prove  satisfactory  to  the  civil  servania. 
He  was  happy  to  add  that  the  dissatisfac- 
tion which  prevailed  at  the  first  issuing  of 
the  Minute  had  much  diminished. 

Mr.  Tufnell  felt  great  satisfaction  at 
hearing  the  answer  of  the  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  he  had  only  to  add  that  he  hoped  as 
little  as  possible  would  be  left  to  the  dis- 
cretion of  the  Governor  of  Ceylon. 

Mr.  Hope  said,  he  had  reason  to  believe 
that  the  dissatisfaction  which  had  been 
expressed  in  Ceylon  bad,  in  a  great  degree, 
subsided. 

Slave  Tbidb — Bbazilb.^  Sir  Robert 
Peel  moved  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  re- 
ceiving the  Report  of  the  Slave  Trade 
Brazils  Bill. 

Mr.  M.  Gibson  wished  to  make  one  or 
two  remarks  before  this  stage  of  the  Bill 
had  passed ;  and  in  addition  to  these,  he 
was  desirous  of  putting  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  the  Bill.  He 
had  given  the  measure  the  fullest  consider- 
ation, and  he  hod  looked  to  the  opinions  of 
those  who  were  competent  judges,  and  he 
was  unable  as  yet  to  regard  the  measure  in 
a  favourable  light,  in  any  point  of  view  in 
which  be  regarded  it.  It  appeared  to  him 
very  questionable  whether,  according  to 
international  law,  they  could  make  the 
provisions  of  the  Bill  Hnding  on  Brazilian 
subjects;  and  if  it  were,  he  did  nut  think 
that  it  was  calculated  to  assist  the  course 
of  policy  which  we  were  desirous  of  car- 
rying out  nith  respect  to  the  Slave  Trade. 
It  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  dangerous  doctrine 
to  set  up  proclamations  instead  of  law.    It 
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appeared  lo  him  to  be  «  daD0»n>iu  doctrine 
to  make  the  diclum  of  the  £xeciilirfl  Go. 
rernmeat — of  the  temporary  adviien  of 
the  Crown — equivalent  to  the  effect  of  law ; 
and  he  did  not  think  that  the  lubject*  of 
another  country  ought  by  such  a  dKlw 
be  dealt  with  and  puaiihed  for  a  c 
which  the  law  and  tribunal!  of  their  own 
country  had  not  declared  to  he  a  crime. 
There  wai  no  law  in  the  Braxila  which 
declared  the  Slave  Trade  to  be  piracy,  and 
the  Government  of  thin  country  knew  that 
there  was  no  such  law.  How  then  could 
we  consistently  pai^s  an  Act,  the  object  of 
which  was  to  punish  Brssilian  subjects  to 
a  degree  to  which  they  would  not  be  pun^ 
ishnble  in  their  own  country,  and  for  an 
offence  which  the  laws  of  their  own  country 
had  not  declared  that  they  ought  to  be 
so  punished.  Another  question  arose  which 
it  was  most  deureble  to  have  answered  by 
the  Government  before  they  passed  thi 
Bill,  namely,  whether  we  had  power  to 
inflict  punishment  upon  Drasilian  subjects 
for  an  offence  against  our  laws,  they  hav- 
ing no  such  law ;  and  he  confessed  himself 
to  be  Rtill  at  a  loss  to  understand  the 
planation  which  the  Attorney  General  had 
given  on  the  last  occasion  when  this  subject 
was  before  the  House.  The  policy  of  such 
a  course  as  this  appeared  to  him  to  be  fatal 
to  a  good  understanding  with  Brazil,  and 
to  be  quite  opposed  to  the  object  with  which 
it  was  introduced,  of  inducing  in  the  publii 
opinion  of  Brazil  an  opposition  to  the  Slavt 
Trade,  and  a  desire  for  its  abolition,  as  il 
was  rather  calculated  to  excite  hostility  in 
Brazil  to  our  exertions,  and  become  dan- 
gerous tu  the  interests  of  British  subjects 
and  to  British  trade  in  the  Brazils.  It  ap- 
peared to  him  also  that  it  was  calculated  to 
prevent  the  co-operation  of  Brazilian  sub- 
jects in  our  exertions,  which  co-operation, 
it  would  seem  from  Papers  that  had  been 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  might  have 
otherwise  been  expected,  as  measures  were 
in  progress  iu  Brazil  to  put  an  eod  effectu- 
ally to  the  Slave  Trade.  That  was  an 
additional  reason  why  they  should  have 
abstained  from  a  raeiisnre  of  such  bad  policy 
as  this,  and  he  therefore  felt  it  his  duty  to 
enter  his  protest  against  the  measure.  He 
begged  now  to  make  the  inquiries  of  which 
he  gave  notice.  He  wished  to  know  whe- 
ther the  Brazilian  Minister  in  this  country 
bad  addressed  to  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment any  remonstrance  or  communication 
relative  to  this  Bill  ?  If  such  a  communi- 
cation had  been  received  by  the  Govern- 
ment, he  thought  thai  the  House  was  en- 


titled to  aee 
Gtrancci  and  that  it  should  be  laid  befbtc 
Parliament.  He  thoiuht  that  as  they  weie 
called  upon  to  share  in  tlie  responnlnh'ty 
of  the  Executive,  the  Executive  GavetD- 
ment  should  place  the  Houm  in  the  ante 
position  in  which  they  stood  themselve^- 
and  should  baTe  a  full  opportunity  of  judg- 
ing both  of  the  law  and  the  policy  ot  lUi 
measure.  He  would  ask  the  right  hoo. 
Baronet,  then,  if  a  remonstrance  had  been 
received,  and,  if  it  had,  whether  he  could 
lay  it  on  the  Table  of  the  House?  if  it 
was  received,  why  should  they  not  ddsj 
this  measure  till  they  had  printed  tbii 
remonstrance  or  communicarion  ?  The 
Report  was  brought  up  on  Monday  Ust, 
and  the  matter  was  postponed  till  this  Aij, 
and  he  was  not  chai^eable  with  that  delsj . 
He  did  think  that  they  should  not  be 
acting  properly,  and  that  they  should  oat 
be  doing  what  was  required,  if  they  ided 
without  the  fullest  information.  He  would 
conclude  by  requesting  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  inform  them  whether  they  had 
received  that  information. 

Sir  R.  Peel  thanked  the  hon.  Membn 
for  having  given  him  an  intimation  of  hi) 
intention  to  ask  this  question.  He  was 
quite  confident  that  the  hon.  Metober 
would  not  take  advantage  of  the  late  pericd 
of  the  Sesrion  to  defeat  this  measure.  It 
was  true  that  he  postponed  the  Billooa 
former  occasion,  in  order  to  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  maturely  weighing  a  suggesiioa 
of  an  hon.  Member,  by  whom  no  sug- 
gestion could  be  made  which  would  not 
be  worthy  of  attention.  He  had  postpoaed 
the  Bill  till  that  day  in  order  to  faaie 
BD  opportunity  of  further  deliberatiini, 
and  having  the  opinion  of  the  highest  au- 
thority upon  the  subject;  and  he  hoped 
that  the  delay  caused  in  that  manner  would 
not  prejudice  the  measure  at  this  period  ot 
the  Session.  He  could  assure  the  ban. 
Gentleman  that  he  bad  given  the  most 
mature  consideration  to  the  Bill ;  and  that, 
having,  in  addition  to  that,  taken  the 
opinion  of  the  highest  authority  os  ibe 
subject,  his  opinion  remained  unaltered 
with  respect  to  it.  According  to  thB 
opinion  of  that  authority  to  which  be  bad 
referred,  under  the  First  Article  of  tbe 
Convention  of  1826,  the  Sovereign  of  lliti 
country  might  consider  the  carrying  on  of 
the  Slave  Trade,  on  the  part  of  Brasilian 
subjects,  an  act  of  piracy.  The  First  Ar- 
ticle of  that  Conveotiun  was  to  the  effect, 
that  after  the  expiration  of  three  years,  to 
be  reckoned  from  the  exchange  of  tbe  nti< 
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flations  of  the  ConventioD  betneen  the  Brastls  passed 
two  nation*,  it  should  not  be  lawful  for 
any  nibject  of  the  Emperor  of  the  Brazils 
to  be  concerned  in  carrying  on  the  Afiican 
Slare  Trade,  under  any  pretext,  ur  in  any 
manner  whatHWver :  and  that  carrying  on 
the  Slave  Trade  after  that  period,  on  the 
part  of  subjects  of  His  Braxilian  Majesty 
should  be  deemed  piracy,  and  treated  hs 
such.  There  was  not  in  that  Convention 
any  obligation  on  Brazil  to  pass  a  munici- 
pal lav  to  make  the  olTence  of  carrying  on 
the  Slave  Trade  piracy.  Carrying  on  the 
Slave  Trade  could  not  be  piracy  by  inter- 
national law,  as  they  would  see,  if  they 
Secollected  that  this  country  bad  carried 
on  the  Slave  Trade  at  no  very  remote  pe- 
riod. The  simple  act  of  carrying  on  the 
Slave  IVade  was  not,  therefore,  piracy  by 
international  law  j  but  the  carrying  on  of 
the  Slave  Trade  had  been  made  by  variuus 
other  countries  piracy  under  municipal 
law,  when  that  trade  was  earned  on  by 
the  subjects  of  the  country  so  passing  the 
law ;  and  the  United  States  was  the  first 
of  those  counlries  to  which  ibe  honour  of 
passing  that  law  belonged.  The  United 
States  pasted  a  law  in  1824,  by  whi<;b  the 
Slave  Trade  was  decUred  piracy,  and  the 
subjects  of  the  United  States  rendered 
liable  to  the  punishment  of  piracy  under 
the  municipal  law  of  that  country.  Thu;, 
the  countries  which  had  so  made  the  Slave 
Trade  piracy,  under  their  municipal  law, 
bad  the  power  to  punish  tbeir  own  sub- 
ject! for  carrying  un  that  trade ;  and  at 
that  time  a  new  description  of  piracy  was 
created  between  the  United  States  and 
Great  Britain.  Under  the  Convention 
with  the  Brasils  in  1B2S,  this  country  had 
a  right  to  take  cognizance  of  the  carrying 
on  of  the  Slave  Trade  by  Brazilian  subjec 
subsequent  to  the  year  1830;  for  undi 
that  Conventinn  Brazil  declared  ii  to  be 
piracy  on  the  part  of  the  aubjectt  of  the 
Brazilian  Government.  By  the  Conven- 
tion of  1817  with  tho  Brazils,  a  mutual 
Right  of  Search  was  agreed  to ;  and  whilst 
that  was  in  force,  it  suspended  the  Articli 
in  the  Convention  of  1826;  but  by  thi 
abrogation  of  the  Convention  of  1817  ir 
1845,  the  Article  in  the  Convention  of 
1826  was  brought  into  full  force,  and  re- 
mains now  in  full  force,  between  this 
country  and  the  Brazils,  the  Brazilian  sub- 
jects who  carry  on  the  Slave  Tiade  being, 
Oy  that  Article,  declared  guilty  of  piracy. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the  Braziti 
had  passed  no  law  to  make  it  piracy,  and 
inferred,   therefore,   that  so  long 


law  to  make  the  carrying 
on  of  the  Slave  Trade  by  Brazilian  sub- 
ject! piracy.  Great  Britain  had  no  rij^'ht 
to  interfere  with  [hem.  [Mr.  M.  Gibson  : 
I  said,  no  right  to  pass  an  Act  of  this  kind.^ 
Of  what  kind  ?  The  Government  of  the 
Brazils  had  avowed  the  fact  which  this 
country  maintained,  that  carrying  on  the 
Slave  Trade  was  piracy,  and  had  entered 
into  a  solemn  engagement  that  all  its  sub- 
jects who  were  found  carrying  on  the  Slave 
Trade  should  be  held  guilty  of  piracy.  If 
that  was  not  the  mode  of  effecting  the 
recognition  of  the  Slave  Trade  as  piracy, 
what  other  mode  would  they  adopt?  He 
relied  on  the  common  sense  of  the  House 

supporting  him  in  the  statement,  that 

unless  this  country   took   cognizance,   in 

some  way  or  another,  of  the  carrying  on 

of  the  Slave  Trade  by  the  subjects  of  the 

Brazils,  the  stipulation  would  be  of  no  use. 

Piracy  was  not  a  crime  merely    against 

municipal  law  ;  and  the  hon.  Member,  of 

course,   knew   that,  by  international   law, 

piracy  was  punishable  by  all  natiuns ;  and 

a  country,  in  a  Convention,  declares 

:   to  be  piracy,  it  gives  not  to  all 

but  to  that  particular  country 

ith  which  it  formed   the   Convention,  in 

which  such  declaration  was   contained,  a 

power  to  deal  with  the  net  so  described  as 

act  of  piracy.     If  this  country   were 

pared  to  take  no  measure  in  relation  to 
the  Convention,  it  was  quite  clear  that  the 
Slave  Trade  might  be  carried  on   to  an 

limited  extent  under  the  Brazilian  flag; 

d,  according  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
opinion,  this  country  would  have  no  power 
to  interfere.  It  was  impossible  to  say  to 
what  extent  the  abominable  crime  of  clave 
trading  might  be  carried  an,  if  Pariiament 
separated  without  establishing  a  power  to 
prevent  it.  He  would  now  refer  to  the 
view  which  the  Government  of  the  Brazils 
took  of  the  power  of  this  country  to  recog- 
nize slave  trading  on  the  part  of  the  Bra- 
zils. In  the  year  1829,  the  Brazilian 
Minister  applied  to  this  country  to  do  away 
with  the  Courts  of  Mixed  Commission 
which  were  constituted  under  the  Conven- 
tion of  1817.  He  made  this  request  on 
grounds  of  considerable  importance  to  this 
question.  On  the  4th  of  October,  1830, 
the  Chevalier  De  Mattoa,  then  the  Bra- 
zilian Minister  in  this  country,  addressed 
the  following  letter  to  the  Secretary  for 
Foreign  ASairt:—  ^ 

"  WimpoU-ttral,  Octohtr  4,  1830. 

"The  Slave  Trade  on  the  coast  of  Africa 
being  totally  forbidden  to  Brazilian  subjects 
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from  lb«  13lh  of  March  lut,  and  thoH  who 
■hall  hereafier  engage  in  il  being  liable  lo 
punishment,  in  >iriue  of  the  ilipulaiioni  of 
(he  Treaty  of  ihe  33rd  of  November,  1 826,  by 
the  ordiuaiy  iribtjnalB  of  (he  (wo  high  con- 
tracting parlies,  the  Underiigned,  Ik.,  has 
been  directed  by  his  Oovernment  to  concert 
with  that  of  the  King  (htdiitolution  of  (ha 
Mixed  Commii'tioDt  esiablithed  at  Sierra  Le~ 
one  and  Rio  de  Janeiro,  now  entirely  super- 
fluous. In  consequence  of  which,  the  Uoder- 
ligned  has  the  honour  to  request  hii  Excellency 
the  Eail  of  Aberdeen,  &c.,  (o  be  pleased  to 
take  (he  proper  measures  for  carrying  the 
aboTB  resulution  into  effect,  with  regard  to 
the  Commiision  al  Rio  de  Janeiro,  a(  the  end 
of  (he  next  monlh  of  December;  and  in  re- 
spect of  the  other,  on  (he  SOlh  oF  June,  1831, 
the  term  at  which  all  the  causes  pending  in 
the  Commision  of  Sierra  Leona  must  be  com- 
pletely decided.  The  Undersigned  afaila 
bimieir,  &c, 

"The  Chevalier  DElHirros. 
"HisEicelleocy  the  Earl  of  Aberdeen,  kc." 
England  had  already  provided  that  her 
■objects  enfcaffing  in  thii  trade  should  be 
treated  u  pirates,  and  be  tried  by  the  mu- 
nicipal law.  This  letter  of  the  Chevnlier, 
therefore,  only  araounted  to  a  atatement 
that  Braxilian  lubjects  were  then  placed  in 
the  same  position :  and  the  word*  of  the 
Chevalier,  "by  the  ordinary  tribuiiali  of 
the  two  contracting  Powers,"  directly 
implied  that  the  Biaiilian  Government 
thiiught  it  unnecettary  then  to  keep  up  the 
Mixed  Cummission  Coiirts,  because  the 
ordinary  Court!  of  Admiralty  weresufficient. 
The  Braxilian  Government  also  asked  that 
slave  ships  of  theirs,  which  might  have 
left  the  coast  of  Africa,  and  were  not  aware 
that  the  Convention  had  been  executed, 
should  be  exempted  from  its  operation. 
The  English  Government,  although  averse 
to  allow  the  Slave  Trade  to  continue  one 
hour  longer  than  was  necessary,  consented 
thai  vessds  which  bad  quilted  the  coast  of 
Africa  before  (lie  13ib  of  March,  1830, 
should  be  allowed  to  proceed  to  any  port 
in  the  Brazils  without  being  subject  to  be 
treated  ai  pirates  on  their  way.  On  the 
4th  of  November,  1829,  the  Braailian 
Government  published  a  Proclamation 
stating  the  result.  It  ran  thus: — 
"  Notice  to  the  Asiembly  of  Commerce,  Agri- 
culture, Manuracturers,  and  Navigation  of 
the  Empire  of  the  Brazils,  by  a  Fortaria  of 
■he  following  (enure  : — 
"The  Char[!£  d'Alfaiies  of  (his  Empire,  near 
the  Government  of  His  Britannic  Majesty, 
hating  succeeded  in  the  measures  which  had 
been  most  earnesiiy  recommended  lo  hjm  by 
(hii  .Secretary  of  Slates  Office  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  in  order  to  obtain  a  reasonable  term 
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for  settling  the  affaiis  on  the  coast  of  Africa, 
which  ere  still  pending,  relating  to  the  lawful 
traffic  in  slaves,  (he  said  Charge  d'Affalret 
hai  obtained, by  a  nole  of  the  IGth  of  Septem- 
ber last,  from  (be  competent  Minister  and 
Secretary  of  Stale,  (he  Earl  of  Aberdeen,  Uic 
assurance  that  the  British  Oovernmeot  was 
about  to  iaaue  instrnclions  to  Ihe  commander* 
of  naval  force*,  and  lo  the  Tcspec(ive  autboii- 
tist,  informing  thnm  (hat  (be  Slave  Trade,  eoo- 
fornably  (o  the  sgreempois  eiiitinf  between 
Great  Britain  and  Braiil,  shall  be  lawfaUy 
continued  by  the  subjects  of  (his  Empire  on 
the  coast  of  Africa,  until  the  13ih  of  March, 
1830  ;  and,  coniequenity,  that  those  Braillian 
vessels,  employed  in  (hat  traffic,  which  can 
prove  thai  thry  have  flnatly  left  ibe  ooaK  of 
Africa  on  or  before  thai  period,  shall  proaecata 
and  finish  their  bonijidt  voyage*  direct  ftoas 
Africa  to  any  port  in  iha  Braiib,  wldiout  in- 
curring the  liability  of  being  tieaied  as  piraioi, 
according  lo  the  Convention,  no(wi(listandia{ 
their  being  met  with  at  sea  after  tlie  said 
period  of  Ihe  13th  of  March,  1B30.  His  Ma- 
jesty ihe  Emperor  ordains,  that  (his  notice  be 
comiBunicaied  by  the  said  Secretary  of  $ta(e*s 
Office  for  Foreign  Aflaira  to  (ha  Assembly  of 
Commerce,  Agriculture,  kc,  in  order  to  give 
il  due  publicity. 

"  Marquis  of  Aa*UTT. 
"  Rio  Janeiro,  November  4, 1829." 

This  was  sufficient  proof  that  the  Bra* 
tilian  Government  knew  that  their  ves- 
sels were  liable  to  be  treated  as  pirate*  if 
found  at  (ea  after  Ihe  13ih  of  March, 
1830.  The  conslruclion  put  on  the  Con. 
ventiott  by  (be  British  Parliament  was 
precisely  similar.  The  power  of  (he  Vice 
Admiraliy  Coitrti  over  »uch  acta  of  piracy 
had  been  superseded  by  ihe  Conria  of 
Mixed  Commiision,  and  this  Bill  con- 
tained I  clause  lo  remove  any  rettriciion 
of  Ihe  jurisdiction  of  the  Vice  Admiraliy 
Couri*  by  ihe  Convention  ;  it  gave  to  (he 
Vice  Admiraliy  Courts  that  power  which 
Lord  Slowell  was  of  opinion  they  ought 
not  10  have  in  case*  of  piracy,  and  it  also 
declared  they  were  (o  have  that  paver. 
They  did  not  ask  for  any  nnneccMitj 
power— they  merely  dect<ired  a  power  to 
deal  with  property,  not  to  deal  criminally 
in  those  cases  with  Brazilian  lubjecls, 
and  ihere  was,  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member,  nothing  incontiatent  with  the 
law  of  nations  In  the  Bill  as  it  ilt>od.  The 
choice  was,  in  fact,  between  treating  the 
Slave  Trade,  carried  on  by  the  Braiiliani, 
at  piracy,  or  permitting  the  Brazilian  Slave 
Trade  lo  be  cerrled  on  lo  en  unlimited 
extent,  or  the  Brazilian  flag  from  beitig 
used  by  othera  for  the  purpuse  of  carry- 
ing 00  the  Slave  Trade.    He  should  hire 
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thought,  on  lbs  psrt  of  the  GoTernrneot 
»nd  the  Crown,  that  ihey  were  groiily 
neglecting  their  duty  toffardi  the  Houie 
if  they  had  not  made  thii  propoaiiion. 
When  he  recollected  the  addresMi  which, 
within  the  laat  few  yeaTi,  had  been  tioani- 
inouily  pretenled  by  the  Houte  to  the 
Crown,  urging  it  to  enforce,  by  ever; 
iBMoa  at  iu  dupo*al,  exiiting  alipuUiiooi 
with  reipect  to  the  Slaie  Trade,  tie  ehould 
hate  thought  the  Crown  and  the  Govern- 
ntent  gallty  of  great  neglect  towards  the 
expreued  wiihes  of  the  Houte  if  they 
permitted  Parliament  to  leparate  without 
demanding  from  it  merely  ihii,  that  the 
juritdiction  of  the  Vice  Admiralty  Courti, 
which  bad  been  deatroyed  by  Parliamem, 
■hould  bo  re-eitabli«hed,  when  the  necei- 
■ity  for  their  re-eitabliihinent  had  arisen. 
He  bad  the  itrongeat  confidence  that  thia 
Bill  waa  in  conformity  with  the  principles 
of  the  law  oT  naiioai,  whilst  it  wai  the 
mildest  measure  to  which  they  could  re- 
aoTt,  in  order  to  claim  from  the  BraiiJian 
Government  the  performance  of  the  sti- 
pulalioni  entered  into  by  thia  country 
with  that  Qc?ernmenl,  not  to  furlhrr  the 
commercial  prosperity  of  this  coaatry, 
but  contracted  with  a  view  to  the  interests 
of  humanity,  and  (or  llie  purpose  ol  throw, 
ing  diScnlliei  in  the  way  of  a  traffic 
which  consiiiuted  the  greatest  exiiling 
blot  OD  civilized  nation!.  With  respect 
to  the  question  put  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  the  Brazilian  Minister  did,  on 
Monday  last,  present  a  protest  against 
this  meaiura.  The  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
him  to  lay  this  protest  before  the  Home. 
He  certainly  could  not  permit  the  docu- 
ment, which  had  been  received  by  his 
noble  Friend,  to  be  an  obstacle  in  the 
way  of  passing  this  measure,  on  the  ne- 
ceuity  of  which  they  were  nearly  ail 
agreed.  He  was  unwilling  alto  to  preient 
the  protest  referred  to,  without,  at  the 
same  lime,  presenting  the  answer  tn  it. 
He  truBled,  thererore,  that  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  contented  wiih  the  as. 
iuraoce  that  these  documents  would  be 
included  in  the  whole  correspondence, 
which,  when  in  a  complete  si«te,  would 
be  laid  before  the  House,  and  that  the 
hon.  Oeniletnan  would  not  seek  to  avail 
bisiaelf  of  his  willingness  to  give  the 
ioforRialion  sought  for  as  a  reason  why 
there  should  be  any  delay  with  regard  to 
the  pieteni  measure.  He  trusted,  that 
the  Brasilian  Government  would  aeon 
peiniit  HI,  as  Portugal  bad  done,  by  en- 


teriog  into  a  ConTontion,  giving  a  mutual 
Right  of  Search,  to  repeal  the  present 
Treaty  between  the  two  Powers,  and  re- 
vive between  them,  instead  thereof,  some- 
thing in  the  nature  of  a  mutual  Right  of 
Search, 

Report  brought  up. 

Sir  R.  Peel  moved  an  additional  clauae. 

Op  the  Queitioa  that  it  be  lead  a  se- 
cond time, 

Mr.  Hutt  said,  he  looked  upon  thia 
Bill  as  of  an  important  character,  and  aa 
a  meaaure  deslinz  with  a  very  difficult 
and  delicate  subject.  If  it  should  here- 
after appear,  that  we  had  not  a  sound 
and  legal  basis  for  our  proceedings,  diffi- 
culties should  arise  from  this  measnre, 
and  they  be  referred  for  adjustment,  as 
other  difficulties  had  been,  to  a  foreign 
Sovereign,  ir  that  foreign  Sovereign  should 
decide  that  we  were  in  the  wrong,  he  waa 
sure  that  auch  a  restilt  would  be  contem- 
plated by  every  one  in  that  House  with 
feelings  of  the  deepest  regret.  He  doubled 
very  much,  it  we  were  not  proceeding,  in 
regard  to  this  measure,  somewhat  loo  fast. 
When  the  right  hon.  Baronet  stated,  that 
persons  of  the  highest  legal  authority  con- 
curred with  him  in  the  view  which  he  had 
taken  of  the  Treaty  of  1826,  he  very 
much  doubted  whether  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  good  ground  on  which  to 
stand  :  and  if  he  had  not  known  that  the 
views  which  he  entertained  were  the  viewa 
of  men  belter  quali6ed  ihsn  he  was  to 
judge  upon  the  subject,  he  would  not 
have  ventured  to  aay  a  single  word  upon 
the  present  occasion  ;  bat,  fortified  as  be 
was  with  the  opinions  of  others,  whose 
opinions  he  thought  entitled  to  deference 
and  fFRpeci,  he  would  venture  to  suggeit 
whether  we  might  not  now  be  proceed- 
ing rather  precipitately.  The  right  hon. 
GenilEmeo  called  their  aiienlion  to  the 
First  Article  in  the  Treaty.  There  were 
two  points  in  that  Article.  The  fini  was, 
that  the  two  countries  should  coniider  the 
Slave  Trade  as  unlawful ;  and  the  second, 
that  Brazilians  engaged  in  that  trade 
should  be  deemed  and  treated  as  pirates. 
He  shouM  have  supposed  that  the  natural 
construciion  of  thia  Article  was,  thai  those 
found  so  employed  should  be  deemed  and 
treated  by  their  own  Government  as  pi- 
rates, subject  to  the  penaliies  laid  down 
by  their  own  municipal  laws.  Tlie  exe- 
cutive authorities  ot  the  two  countries 
entered  into  Ibis  Treaty,  If,  by  such  a 
Treaty,  the  subjects  of   Great  Biilaiu, 
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pnea^ed  in  pirary,  ihoutd  be  handed  over 
to  the  Biazilidii  Qovflrnmeiii,  to  be  dealt 
with  «cc(iriling  lo  Brazilian  law*— [Sir 
R.  Peel  1  This  Treaty  wai  a  marked  an.i 
peruliar  one.  It  wai  a  unilnteial  Treaty. 
Ii  did  not  make  British  subjecii  punisli- 
able  for  piracy.  Tl)e  Pirit  Article  provided 
that  BruEilian  lubject*  engaged  in  the 
Slave  Trade  should  be  deemed  guilty 
of  piracy.]  He  was  well  aware  thiit 
auch  waa  the  nature  of  the  Ttealy. 
But  auppoie  <re  had  undertaken  to 
hand  over  our  own  tubject*  concerned  in 
the  Slave  Trade  to  the  authoritlea  of  the 
Brazil*,  to  be  dealt  with  according  to  their 
law*.  Now,  by  the  taws  of  moat  coun- 
tiies,  he  believed  that  piracy  was  made 
punishable  with  death.  By  a  recent  Act 
of  the  British  Legislature,  they  had,  in 
certain  rases,  remitted  capital  puniihmeDt 
u  the  penalty  for  piracy.  Were  thej 
prepared  to  contend  lliat  the  Brittih 
Crown,  the  executive  authority  of  this 
country,  could  hand  over  a  British  subject 
to  the  Brazilian  authorities  to  be  sub- 
jected to  penalties  in  the  Brazils,  which 
the  laws  of  his  own  country  would  not 
permit  the  Government  to  enforce  against 
a  Britiih  subject?  But  if  they  permilled 
the  Brazils  to  treat  British  subjects  con- 
cerned in  the  Slave  Trade  as  piracea,  and 
if  ihe  municipal  laws  of  that  country 
should  be  allowed  to  pronounce  again«t 
them  as  such  the  penalty  of  death,  the 
Government  would  then  be  doing  nothing 
more  nor  less  than  handing  OTcr  Britiih 
subjects  to  undergo,  in  another  country, 
such  penalties  as  the  Legislature  of  their 
own  country  had  declared  that  they  were 
not  liable  to.  The  Government,  by  this 
Bill,  assetlec)  a  right  to  treat,  lo  e  certain 
extent,  in  like  manner  the  subjects  of  the 
Brazils  in  this  country— a  right  which  they 
could  not  possess  in  regard  to  Brazilian 
subjects,  unless  they  could  confer  the 
same  npon  the  Brazila  in  regard  to  Britiih 
subjects.  If  the  cuiistitution  ofthis  country 
conferred  upon  them  the  power  of  thus 
handing  over  British  subjects  lobe  dealt 
with  according  to  Brazilian  laws,  although 
(hoic  laws  should  conflict  with  the  laws  of 
their  own  country,  it  was  a  subject  which 
deserved  tlieir  deepest  consideration.  Such 
a  power  appeared  lo  him  in  every  way 
repugnant  to  a  constitutional  government. 
Lord  Aberdeen  staled  that  he  was  pre- 
pared 10  enforce  the  law  against  the  per- 
sona of  Brazilian  subjects  engaged  In  the 
SlkTa  Trade,  treating  them  as   pirates. 


The  right  hon,  Baronat  did  not  ask  aocb 
a  power,  and  seemed  to  doubt  very  mocfa 
whether  he  had  any  ground  for  making 
such  an  appeal  to  Parliament,  and  irbe- 
iher  such  a  power  would  be  conformable 
to  the  pioviiions  of  the  Treaty.  He  re- 
garded the  present  mcaiure  as  in  every 
respect  a  pernicious  one,  and  aa  a  meaaure 
by  which,  instead  of  lecoring,  we  ahould 
defeat  our  own  objecla.  We  ahould  have 
called  upon  the  Brazilian  Government  to 
pats  a  law  dealing  with  the  Slave  Trade 
a*  piracy.  If  they  hid  refused  to  pass 
such  a  law.  Great  Britain  might  have 
treated  their  refusal  as  a  canu  MU.  He 
felt  assured  that  this  Bill  would  effect  do 
good  whatever,  and  that  the  attempt  to 
check  in  this  way  the  Slave  Trade,  woald 
only  aggravate  the  evils  which  we  arere  >o 
anxious  lo  eradicate. 

Captain  Pec^// thought  that  ihia  Bill 
introduced  a  new  principle  in  dealing  with 
all  vessels  equipped  for  the  Slave  Trade;, 
and  which  were  to  be  adjudicated  upon 
by  our  Vice.Admiralty  courla. 

Clause  read  a  second  time  and  added 
to  the  Bllli  to  be  reprinted  and  read  • 
third  time. 

GAiiEs  iRO  Wageks.^  The  Garnet 
and  Wafers  Bill  waa  read  a  third  time. 

Mr.  Hume  moved  an  addition  lo  the 
13th  Clause,  thai  costs  should  be  allowed 
to  inTormers,  as  between  attorneya  and 
client),  in  all  arlion*  that  were  suspended 
under  the  operation  of  this  Bill. 

The  House  divided  no  the  QueatioD, 
that  the  words  be  add  d  to  the  Bdl : — 
Ayes  10:  Noes  44  :  Majority  34. 


Baine,W. 
Cobden,  R. 
Denniitoun,  J. 
Gibson,  T.  M. 
Hawes,  B, 
PecLell,  Capt. 
Smith,  B. 


List  of  the  Atks. 

Villicrs,  hon.  C. 
Wyse,  T. 


Warburton,  H. 


List  of  the  Noes. 

Arkwright,  G.  Cripps.  W. 

Aililey,  Lord  Dodd,  G. 

Baring,  rt.  hn.  W.  B.  Douglas,  Sir  H. 

Bnrnard,  E.  G.  DucLworth,  SirJ.T.B. 

Betinet,  P.  Eicott,  B. 

Bodkin,  VV.  n.  Fit»roy,  hon.  H. 

Borthwick,  P.  Fremsnlle,  rt.bn.SirT. 

Broadley,  H.  Gardner,  J.  D. 

Uardwell,  B.  Gaskell,  J.  Uilnes 

Corry.rt.  hn.  H.  Gordon,  hon, Capt. 

CouiieDar,  Lord  Goalburn,  rt.  bo.  U. 
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Orahm,  H.hn.Sir  J 

Peet,rt.hn.  SiTR.J. 

Gr«cne.  T. 

Pringle,  A. 

GrimUon,  VJKt. 

Soon,  hon.  F. 

llamiltoD.W.J. 

Smilh,  rl.  ho.T.B-C 

Henley.J.W. 

Spoooer,  R. 

Hope.  G.  W. 

Sulton,  hon.  H.  M. 

Jone«,  Cipt. 

Thetiiter,  Sir  F. 

Kelly,  P.  R. 

Trench,  Sir  P.  W. 

Lincoln,  Earl  of 

Vemer,  Col. 

AI'Neill.  D. 

Meynelt,  Capt. 

TELLER!. 

Hicholl,  rt.  hn.  J. 

Young,  J. 

PakinglOD,  J.  S. 

Bftring,  H. 

Bill  patied. 

Waste  LandbCAdhtralia).  On  the 
Motion  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  no«r  leave  ihe 
Chair,  for  the  Home  to  rewilve  it*elf  in 
Coramittee  od  ihe  Waite  Land  Auitralia 
Bill, 

Mr.  Hataea  ob»t«ed  that  the  Bill 
seemed  to  proceed  oa  (be  assumption  that 
there  was  a  redundancy  of  convict  popu- 
lation, and  that  it  wai  necetsary  to  lind 
proBlable  employmeDt  for  them.  How 
nai  it  that  a  Colony  njih  to  much  redun. 
daat  labour,  and  having  lucb  abundance 
of  good  land,  should  be  in  a  state  or  dii- 
tress?  How  could  they  account  for  this 
anomaly  7  And  what  was  the  remedy 
here  proposed  ?  The  repeal  of  an  Act  oT 
Parliament,  the  policy  of  which  nobody 
had  ever  cjoesiioned.  It  was  the  most 
unnecessary  piece  of  legislation  he  had 
ever  aetn.  It  stood  self. condemned,  and 
ir  be  could  ^et  a  seconder,  he  would  di- 
vide against  the  Bill.  He  moved  that  the 
House  will  OQ  ihia  day  month  resolve 
ilieir  into  the  said  Committee. 

Mr.  WarburUm  would  second  the  hon. 
Member. 

Mr.  Robert  Scott  supported  the  mea- 
sore,  which,  he  said,  was  brought  forward 
to  assist  a  most  deserving  class  of  persona 
io  a  distant  Colony.  The  opposition  had 
arisen  from  the  monopolising  jealousy  of 
Ihe  New  Zealand  Company. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  the  present  measure 
bad  nothing  whatever  to  do  with  New 
Zealand.  He  should  vote  against  the 
Bill,  and  condemned  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment towaidsour  Australian  Colonics, 
as  calculated  to  retard  (he  prosperity  of 
those  Colonies,  and  slop  emigration. 

lAc.  Pakington  supporied  the  Bill,  and 
urged  upon  the  Government  the  necessity 
of  providing  more  effectual  religious  in- 
siruciion  for  the  emigrants.  The  Oovero- 
ment  had  granted  30,000/.  for  religious 
instrnctioti  in  New  South  Walea;  but  that 


31}  iAtutralia).  1298 

was  not  suRieienl,  while  in  PoH  Phillip 
and  other  distant  setllements  no  means 
existed  for  the  relief  of  religious  deiliin- 
lioD.  He  thought  some  portion  of  the 
funds  derived  from  land  tales  should  be 
devoted  to  the  purposes  of  public  worship 
and  religious  inatruction  in  thoaa  distant 
Colonies. 

a.  W.  Hope  defended  the  Bill,  the 
effieci  of  which  would  be  to  provide  pro- 
fitable employment  for  the  redundant  la- 
bour of  the  Colony.  Six  tbouaand  cod< 
victs  had  been  employed  at  the  charge  of  ' 
ihia  country,  in  worlca  of  irrigation  and 
other  public  w6rki,  by  which  the  value  of 
the  landa  in  the  Colony  had  been  in- 
eased  ;  and  it  was  no  more  than  common 
justice,  therefore,  that  in  the  bene6t  de- 
rived from  the  tale  of  the  watte  lands, 
ana  of  reimbursing  ouraelvet  for 
uley  should  be  allowed.  Another 
advantage  which  would  result  from  the 
measQre  wai,  ibst  it  would  give  to  the 
stockholders  of  New  South  Walesa  tenure 
on  belter  terms  than  that  ihey  now  en- 
joyed. With  regard  to  the  lugKetiion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Droitwich 
(Mr.  Pakingion),  he  could  aiiare  him 
that  the  Government  wat  as  anxious  as 
le  could  possibly  be  to  provide  for  the 
ipiritoal  deilitution  of  the  inhabitanla  of 
these  Colonies ;  but  they  felt  that  if  to 
effect  that  object  they  proceeded  in  oppo- 
ition  to  ihe  feelings  of  the  colonials,  they 
'ould  do  more  harm  than  good. 
Mr.  MUner  Gibton  would  support  the 
Amendment  were  it  pressed  to  a  division. 
Government  would  not  allow  the 
settlers  to  bring  (heir  produce  to  the  best 
market.  As  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Droitwich,  be  thought  it  was 
h  out  of  place.  It  wat  food  and 
clothing  that  the  settlers  wanted  rather 
brfn  spiri(ual  ins(ructinn. 

The  House  divided  on  the  Question, 
that  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  oat 
stand  part  of  the  Question  : — Ayei3$; 
Noet  7 :  Majority  28. 

List  of  Ike  Atu. 
Arbnthnotl,  hoo.  H,        Denison,  B.  B. 
AibIe;,Lord 
Baring,  rt.  hn.  W.  B. 
1,  E.  G. 


Bennel,  P. 
Bodkin,  W.  H. 
Borihwick,  P. 
Corry,  rt.  hon 
Ctippt,  W. 
Darby,  G. 


H. 


Dick,  Q. 
Douglas,  Sir  U. 
Fittroy,  bon.  H. 
Glsdstone,rt.bn.W.E 
Ooulbum,  n.  hon.  H  . 
Graham,  it.  hn.  Sir  J 
Greene,  T. 
Henley,  J.  W. 
Bopa.  O.  W.,, 


':)Ogle 
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Lincoln,  Eari  of 
MeN«ill,  D. 
NJcboll,  n,  hon.  J. 
P.cke,  C.  W. 
Piiliia|[(on,  J.  S. 
P*»l.  ft.  hon.  Sir  R. 
Pvlbin,  F, 
Pringk,  A. 
Scoti,  hoQ.  P. 
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Sniilb,  rt,  hoD.T.B.C. 
SpooBir,  R. 
Sluirt.H. 
Sutlon,  hon.  H.  H. 
Theiiger,  Sir  F. 
Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 


Cudwell.  E. 
Young,  J. 


list  of  thi  Nou. 
Cobdan,  B.  Wirbnrlo 

Bhoh.  b: 

OilMon,  T.  M. 

Norrey*.  Sir  D.  J.         Hawn,  B. 

Villieri,  hon.  C.  Uume,  J. 

Honw  went  into  Comniltn. 

On  Clauie  12. 

Mr.  Hawti  prol»ted  iKtiniC  (he  Bill, 
which  was  in  the  teeth  of  their  GoferDOr'i 
recoramendationi,  and  inaSicieni  in  itielf. 
They  were  goiog  to  g;reiit  and  unwarranl- 
■ble  expeniM  for  the  lalte  of  their  convict 
populniion,  at  the  lime  that  ihey  would 
not  open  to  the  produce  of  the  Colony 
the  only  market  acceuible  to  it. 

Sir  Jatiut  Graham  aaid,  that  tbe  cod- 
Ticli  had  been  employed  at  the  eipenie 
of  thia  country  in  cultivating  landi  in  the 
Colony.  Theae  Undi  had  afterwardi  Ijcen 
aold,  one  half  of  the  prooeedi  being  de- 
voted 10  the  promotion  of  emigration.  Aa, 
however,  the  lupply  of  labour  had  be- 
gaa  to  exceed  the  demand,  it  wai  now 
propoted  to  devoie  tbe  produce  of  the 
aalea  to  the  eipeniea  of  the  Colony,  with 
ft  view  of  reducing  the  general  taxation  in 
ihia  country. 

The  clauiei  aereed  to. 

Tbe  Houie  reiumed. 

On  the  Motion  that  the  Report  be 
brought  up, 

Mr,  ViiUert  said,  that  were  the  OoTerO' 
ment  lo  rciolfe  upon  a  meaaure  admitting 
Auiiralian  corn  into  ihii  couniry,  he  w<ii 
sure  that  hia  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Lambeth  would  withdraw  hia  oppuitiion  to 
the  preaeni  Bill.  Conaiderini;  the  great 
change  which  had  come  over  the  opinion* 
of  country  gentlemen,  he  did  hope  ihai 
they  would  make  some  demonstration  of 
their  readineaa  to  acquiesce  id  so  reasoo- 
able 


Bill  reported. 

TiiK  LATi  FiuES  IN  Quebec]  The 
Chanctltorof  th»  Exchequer  rose  to  move 
the  Addreu  of  which  he  hnd  ^iven  notice, 
praying  that  Her  Majesty  would  grant  a 
sum  not  esceediog  20,000/.  foe  4ha  relisf 


of  the  SDRereri  by  the  late  firea  st  Quebec. 
Id  moving  a  Reaolulion  to  thii  effect,  ha 
was  sure  that  he  would  only  be  doing  that 
whii'h  would  be  siricily  in  unison  with  the 
feeling*  of  the  House.  He  need  not  at- 
tempt by  any  powers  on  hi*  part  to  indoc* 
them  to  perform  an  act  of  kindnesa  end  of 
policy  10  which  lie  waa  sure  they  would  b» 
moat  ready  to  assent.  The  calamity  with 
which  ihey  had  lo  deal  was  one  of  a  most 
etleniive  naiure.  He  waa  unable  to  give 
lo  the  House  those  details  which  must  be 
BO  inleresliag  to  all  who  were  dispoaed  to 
concur  in  the  Resolution  he  was  about  to 
move,  but  the  fucts  of  which  he  was  aware 
were  theie : — On  two  several  oecaatonv— 
on  the  ?8lh  of  Hay,  and  again  on  tbe 
28th  of  June — fires  broke  out  in  different 
places  in  Quebec,  the  conflagration  on  iha 
first  occssion  lasting  from  eleven  o'clock 
in  the  murning  until  ten  o'clock  ia  the 
evening;  on  the  other  from  twelve  o'clock 
el  night  until  eight  o'clock  the  nest  raoTB- 
ing.  And  although  he  did  not  knowhow 
many  dwellings  had  been  destroyed  by  the 
two  calamities. yet  with  respect  to  the  last 
of  them  he  was  informed  that  upwards  of 
1,200  houses  had  fallen  a  prey  to  the 
fiaraes.  And  as  the  duration  of  the  aecend 
fire  waa  shout  the  same  as  that  of  the  first, 
he  presumed  thst  they  could  not  expect 
that  any  smaller  number  of  houses  were 
upon  the  occaiton  of  the  first  unfortoaaie 
occurrence  destrojed.  lliey  were  also 
aware  that  the  Ores  took  place  in  ihtt  pert 
of  Quebec  inhabited  by  a  poor  and  labour- 
ing population, and,  therefore,  the  sufTerera 
were  those  who  were  least  able  lo  provide 
for  themselves  the  roeans  of  repairing  the 
calamity  which  had  fallen  upon  them,  and 
which  had  entailed  the  loss  of  great  part 
of  their  little  property,  leaving  them  in  a 
stsie  of  the  greatest  destitution.  He  was 
happy  to  stale  that  every  posaible  eiertioo 
had  been  made  upon  both  occeaions  by  the 
troops  iintioned  at  Quebec,  and  by  the 
officers  commanding  them,  in  order  first  to 
arrest  the  flames,  and  then  to  afford  auc- 
cour  to  the  sufferers.  There  waa  but  one 
feeling  of  zcsl  and  interest  displayed  by 
the  military,  and  he  believed  thai  it  wat 
mainly  owing  lo  their  unremitting  exer- 
tions that  the  calamity  had  not  proved 
more  extensive  thsn  it  did.  Every  effort, 
too,  he  was  bound  to  say,  had  been  made 
by  all  persons  in  auiboriiy  to  afford  relief 
to  the  sufferers,  in  providing  (or  those  who 
found  themselves  homeless,  some  tempo- 
rary tccommodation.    Tbe  Governor  of 
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th*  Colony  had  come  fonvaTd  with  the 
view  of  providing  ihelter  for  ihe  unTor- 
tonate  pcrioat  in  quesiion  ;  and  he  hU, 
upon  an  occationof  ihisaort.independeni 
of  the  calls  oT  humanity,  that  it  wat  most 
eonalitent  niih  good  policy  (o  show  that 
when  our  fellow  lubjecrg  proceedeil  lo  dis- 
tant Co1oni«a  they  were  not  forgotten,  but 
that  if  they  were  exposed  lo  any  sudden 
ealamily,not  only  did  we  in  this  country  as 
individuals  sympathize  with  and  Drive  to 
aid  litem,  not  only  did  the  Crown  feel  the 
deepeat  ioterest  in  the  alleTiation  of  the 
calamity,  but  thai  Pirliament  was  ready 
and  willing  (otske  the  earliest  opportunity 
of  coming  forwnrd,  and  maritiog  their 
aenie  of  the  sufFering  endnred,  by  (he 
means  they  were  prepared  lo  adopt  for 
its  relief.  He  begged  to  tnore  that  the 
House  reiolve  iiselT  into  a  Comroitlee  of 
the  whole  House,  lo  lake  into  considera- 
tion the  Resolution  which  he  was  about  lo 
lubmit,  on  which  to  fount)  an  Address  to 
Her  Majeaty,  praying  that  she  would  be 
graciously  pleased  to  direct  that  k  aum 
not  exceeding  20,000f.  should  be  appor- 
tioned for  the  relief  of  the  auffereti  at  the 
ncent  fires  io  Quebec. 

Honae  in  Committee. 

Resolution  agreed  to.    House  reaumed. 

Resolaiion  to  be  reported. 

Law  op  Srttlehbht.3  Mr.  If.  H. 
Bodkin,  in  moving  for  leave  lo  bring  in  a 
Bill  lo  ameod  the  laws  relating  to  the 
aetlleroent  of  the  poor  in  England  and 
Watei,  begged  perniiaston  lo  state  shortly 
the  objects  which  he  had  in  view,  more 
in  the  hope  that  the  House  would  permit 
him  lo  bring  in  hit  Bill,  and  thus  enable 
him  to  have  it  printed  and  circulated 
throughout  the  country  during  the  recess, 
than  with  any  hope  oF  being  able  to  pro- 
ceed further  than  the  preient  aia)^  at 
present.  He  did  not  piopoae,  an  was  con- 
templated by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Home  Secretary,  to  make  any  alteration 
in  the  present  Law  oT  Settlement.  His 
object  was  to  mitigate,  if  not  to  remove 
entirely,  two  very  serious  and  very  press- 
ing evils  which  were  found  to  exist  under 
the  present  tdminislraiion  of  the  Poor 
Laws,  in  so  far  as  the  removal  of  paupers 
was  concerned,  and  likewise  in  regard  to 
the  adjudication  of  disputed  seitlemeols. 
Under  (he  present  law  a  irresi  deal  of 
unnecessary  hardship  was  inflnted  by  the 
immediaie  removal  of  peraons  from  a  pa- 
lah  to  whidi  ibey  bccime  cbargeabte  by 
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reason  of  Bicknea<>,  accident, 
sudilen  and  inevitable  diipensalion*  of 
Providence.  It  was  very  hard  upon  auch 
persons  to  be  compelled  to  see  their  little 
households  broken  up,  and  ihemselvet 
and  their  families  transported  to  a  diitent 
part  of  the  country,  in  consequence  of 
their  becoming  temporarily  chargeable  to 
the  parish;  and,  moreover,  he  must  point 
out  that  the  evil  was  not  all  on  one  side, 
for  a  great  and  oFten  an  unueceuary 
expense  was  incurred  by  the  pariih  in  en- 
foTving  auch  temovalt.  The  Bill  which 
he  supposed  to  lay  on  the  Table  provided 
against  both  these  evils,  by  enacting  that 
no  person  circumstanced  aa  he-  had  de- 
scribed should  be  liable  to  be  removed  to 
his  or  her  place  of  settlement  until  relief 
shoold  have  been  continuously  given  )o 
them  for  a  cetiain  specified  numlier  of 
days  after  the  tirkness  or  accident  by 
which  they  had  been  rendered  chargeable, 
should  have  ceased  or  have  been  reme- 
died. The  Bill  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
did  contain  a  proposition  by  which  it  wai 
to  be  enacted  that  no  widow  who  became 
chargeable  by  her  huiband'a  death  should, 
be  removed  to  her  place  of  lettlement  un- 
til twelve  months  had  elapsed  since  tha 
death  of  her  husband;  he  proposed  to 
introduce  that  provision  into  bis  Bill,  and 
to  make  auch  removal  likewise  contingent 
upon  the  consent  of  the  widow  being  ob- 
tained. The  next  provision  which  he 
proposed  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  wonid 
remedy  a  most  enormous  and  growinf; 
evil,  which  prevailed  to  a  very  aerioua 
extent  under  the  present  Poor  Law. 
When  the  ma|:istrates  at  quarter  ses- 
sions had  decided  upon  the  evidence  of 
parties  before  them,  as  to  the  place  of 
settlement  of  persons  chargeable  to  th« 
parishes  within  their  jurisdiction,  those  de- 
cisions came  under  the  cognizance  oF  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  by  appesl  from 
the  quarter  aeisions,  and  it  was  found 
that  in  consequence  of  technical  objec* 
lions,  and  without  any  reference  to  tli« 
merits  of  the  case,  or  the  real  nnd  sub- 
stantial justice  of  the  mxgiairates'  award, 
these  quaner  sessions'  decisions,  in  four 
cases  out  of  five,  were  upset  and  reversed 
by  the  Court  uF  Queen's  Bench,  thus  en- 
tailing a  useless,  ■«  well  as  a  very  heavy 
expense  upon  the  ratepayers.  What  he 
proposed  to  do  in  order  to  put  an  end  to 
a  practice  so  ruinous  was,  lo  coniiiiuie  a 
referee  under  this  Bill,  who  shoold  be  ■ 
barrister  of  a  certain  aiaoding,  fod  who 
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■hould  be  empowered  to  lake  evideDce,  to 
examioe  witneMei,  ind  to  decide  upon 
the  legaliiy  or  the  quirter  witiont'  deci- 
•ioni  Id  ruei  of  driputed  letllemenr,  due 
regard  being  had  to  the  justice  of  each 
caie,  BDi)  technical  poinit  being  overruled 
and  let  ttide.  He  did  not  propose  to 
alter  in  any  degree  the  preient  Law  of 
Seitlemeni,  or  to  make  anj  change  in  the 
mode  of  proving  the  aelllement ;  all  he 
■ought  to  effect  wai,  (o  pat  a  aiop  to  ihe 
pretent  syiiem  of  allowing  technical  ob- 
jeciioni,  insiead  of  the  real  merit!  of  each 
cate,  to  govert]  the  deciiion  of  the  Judge 
to  whom  the  appeal  againtt  the  decition 
at  quarter  seniona  waa  referred  ;  and, 
having  IhuB  explained  the  object!  which 
be  bad  in  view,  he  begged  to  move  fur 
leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  in  amend  the  laws 
relating  to  orderi  for  removal  of  jthe  poor 
to  their  piacei  of  teitlement,  and  the 
trial  of  apprali  againtt  auch  orden. 

Sir  J.  Graham  wai  aure  that  the  Houae 
■nd  the  country  would  be  greatly  in- 
debted to  hia  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
who  wa*  a  gentleman  of  great  experience 
■nd  legal  knowledge,  for  devoting  hia 
line  and  abiliiiei  to  a  mailer  of  such 
great  importance,  not  only  to  the  poor, 
who  luffeied  eitremely  from  removal,  but 
fllao  to  the  country  generally,  to  whom 
these  removals  caused  great  eipense.  He 
■bonid  readily  give  his  moil  aoxioui  at- 
tention to  the  measure.  The  fact  that  it 
had  emanated  from  hi*  learned  Friend, 
was  a  proof  that  it  would  embrace  ■  great 
practical  knowledge  of  the  aubject,  end 
that  it  would  conduce  to  an  early  and 
■alisfaclory  arrangement  of  the  question. 
"Die  Law  of  Settlement  as  it  at  present 
tlood  waa,  he  thought,  most  injurious 
and  an  sat  is  Factory  ;  but  he  knew  that  the 
greatest  possible  difference  of  opinion 
existed  at  to  the  means  which  should  be 
adopted  for  amending  ii.  He  himself 
could  not,  of  course,  propoie  any  amend- 
ment which  in  his  conscience  and  judg- 
ment he  did  not  think  would  be  effective. 
In  his  opinion,  parochial  settlements, 
•mall  towDihip  and  parish  settlements, 
were  the  very  root  of  the  evil  ;  at  the 
same  time,  he  knew  that  many  persons 
believed,  ori  the  contrary,  that  ii  would 
be  nothmg  leas  than  sarrilege  to  interfere 
with  those  amall  settlements.  However, 
he  should  be  most  happy  lo  attend  to  the 
meature  now  introduced,  which  was  li- 
mited to  the  (ubject  of  removal,  though, 
in  hia  opinioa— and  he  thought  it  would 
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be  found  ao  at  laal — the  Law  of  Settle- 
ment was  BO  intimately  blended  with  ibe 
law  of  removal,  that  they  could  not  come 
to  a  latisfactory  arrangement  of  the  one 
without  includmg  the  other.  He  cmivM 
not  at  present  state  what  measare  be 
might  consider  it  hit  duty  nest  Seaaion  10 
adopt ;  but,  in  the  mean  time,  he  certainly 
promised  his  lion,  and  learned  Friaod, 
that  the  measure  before  them  sboald  re- 
ceive hit  careful  perusal  and  best  atten. 
lion 

Bill  read  a  firat  time,  and  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Honae  adjourned  abortly  after  nine 
o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LOaOS, 
Friday,  Augutt  I,  1845. 


CiMoiK  HatifK  WmhouilDg  of  Cmdii  CuMaiBS 
BovBtta  nd  AUonaoa  1  Tnda  i£  BritiA  riMinlimi 
AlVMdi  Wt  iXHuTmlai  Coal  Tna*  (PiM  of  Lv 
doa)  I  Tftxinf  Maun.  Court  of  (^nateaj  (Inliad)  i 
Coannu'  iDotoBie. 
■■'  ud  puMd:— BUb  of  Knhi^ii  LsBtttc  AijIdh 
I  JotDt  Stock  Cumpuls  llnlad)  1 
u  (DaUlBli   SloA  Id  Tiadt; 


DDnufb     Couit,     W""!-^!"!   iplnat   i 


Great  Westebn  Railway  (Dublik 
TO  Galwat)  Bill.]  The  Earl  of  Bet- 
horough  presented  the  Report  of  the  Se- 
lect Committee  appointed  to  examine  the 
evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Commit- 
tee on  the  petitiona  of  James  Pym  (pre- 
sented to  the  House  on  the  7th  and  8lb 
of  July),  and  to  report  what  steps  (if  any) 
it  might  be  necessary  to  take  in  the  cste 
of  John  Siinton,  reported  to  have  been 
guilty  of  perjury.  The  Report  staled 
that  the  Committee  had  met  and  conaid- 
ered  the  subject,  and  the  result  they  bad 
arrived  at  was,  that,  although  it  was  ma- 
nireat  to  the  Committee  tliat  John  Stinion 
had  wilfully  contradicted  himself,  and 
bMu  guilty  of  equivocation  in  his  evidence 
given  before  the  Select  Commiitee  on  the 
petitions  of  Mr.  Pym,  reapecting  the 
DuUin  and  Galfray  Railway  Bill,  itfl, 
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thef  were,  OD  the  whole,  of  opinion  that 
k  WBI  not  expedient  to  direct  «  prniecu- 
lion  againit  the  said  John  Stinioo,  by 
meam  of  an  iodiutment. 

The  Duke  of  WtUington  atlced  whether 
the  Conmiitiee  recomroended  the  adop- 
tioQ  of  any  other  coune? 

Lord  Campbell  obKrved  that  the  Com- 
mitlee  wai  UDanimouii  in  the  adoption  of 
the  Report.  It  ahouid  be  recollected 
that,  although  it  waa  not  deemed  expe- 
dient to  direct  a  proaeoution  for  perjury 
to  be  initimted,  alill  the  Houae  might,  if 
it  thought  proper,  punish  this  penon,  by 
fine  and  imprison  meat,  for  miiconduct  in 
equivocating  in  the  evideace  he  gave  be- 
fore a  Select  Commiliee  of  ihii  Houie. 
The  Report  waa  then  laid  on  the  Table. 

Incok70«ation  or  Comfanibs  Bills.] 
On  the  Motion  of  the  Marqueaa  of  Lant- 
downe,  the  following  Siandiag  Order  wai 
adopted: — 

"  That  when  in  an^  Bill  lo  be  hereafler  in- 
troduced inio  this  House  far  the  Puipoie  o( 
Mtabliihing  a  CorapaDV  for  carrying  on  any 
Work  or  UudertakiDg,  toe  Name  of  any  Peraou 
or  Penons  ahall  be  introduced  u  Manager, 
Director,  Proprietor,  or  ollierwiie  conceraed 
in  carrying  lucb  Bill  into  effect,  ProoF  ihall 
be  required  before  the  SStinding  Order  Cnm- 
mitlee  {vlien  llie  BUI  lAali  it  referred  to  that 
CoBmattte,  or  heforv  tie  Committee  on  lie 
BiUut  any  other  cue)  ihat  ihe  Hid  Person  or 
Perfoni  hare  inbscribed  their  Namei  lo  the 
Pelitioo  for  the  said  Bill,  or  to  a  printed  Copy 
of  the  said  Bill  as  brought  up  or  introduced 
into  the  Uouie." 

Bills  of  Excuakgb  Bill.]  On  the 
Motion  of  the  Earl  of  DalkouMie,  ~"' 
read  3*. 

Lord  JUoRfeajIeeapressed  his  opinion  that 
the  Bill  ought  to  be  niade  permineot.  He 
referred  to  ihe  evidence  which  had  been 
given  before  their  Lordihipt'  Committee 
the  Uiury  Laws,  in  order  lo  show,  from  the 
evidence  given  by  merchants  and  Iraderi, 
by  solicitors  and  profesiionBl  men,  and  by 
persons  connected  nllh  the  CouriafBaok- 
ruptcy,  that  the  opinion  of  all  these  parlies, 
after  eleven  years'  experience  of  the  usury 
laws,  was  favourable  to  a  relaxation  of 
those  laws,  on  the  ground  that  they  were 
found  to  press  very  heavily  upon  the 
poorer  class  of  traders.  In  pasaing  tlie 
Annuities  Acts,  they  bad  already  relaxed 
the  usury  laws ;  and  the  State  also  alt 
took  caie  that  they  should  not  be  ap- 
plicable to  itself  in  time  of  war,  though 
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they  were  maintained  against  private  in- 
iduals  endeavouring  to  borrow  money. 
If  there  were  any  one  fact  connected  wilh 
the  subject  proved  mote  clearly  thaa 
another,  it  was  that  theae  laws  pressed 
most  injuriously  on  the  poorer  ctasae*.  It 
could  not  possibly  be  supposed  tbat  the 
country  hsd  not  made  up  its  mind  on  this 
matter  before  the  present  lime.  There 
as,  in  fact,  no  difference  of  opinion  upon 
among  the  best  informed  peraons,  and 
he  could  Dot,  therefore,  aee  why  the  Bill 
should  not  be  continued  for  more  than 
five  years.  He  would,  under  these  Gir> 
cumslances,  beg  to  move  that  the  words 
"  to  be  continued  until  the  1st  of  January, 
1851,"  be  expuniced  from  ihe  recitemeni. 
Tor  the  purpose  of  inserting  the  words, 
"  that  Ihe  said  recited  Act  shall  be  made 
perpetual," 

The  Earl  of  Dalhouae  said,  he  would 
for  the  present  avoid  entering  on  any  ge- 
neral diicuasion  of  (he  question.  Al- 
though a  partial  auspeoaion  of  the  ustirj 
laws  was  certainly  recommended  in  the 
Report  to  which  the  noble  Lord  had  al- 
luded ;  Still  be  did  not  think  their  Lord- 
ships were  in  a  poaition  now  lo  take  ao 
great  a  alep  as  to  vote  for  the  entire  re- 
peal of  those  laws.  He  thought  such  a 
chatige  ought  not  to  be  made  without  the 
most  thorough  and  searchiog  investiga- 
tion, both  before  thai  and  the  other  House 
of  Parliament,  and  he  felt  obliged,  there- 
fore, to  vote  against  the  Motion  of  the 
noble  Lord,  But  though  the  Bill  was  to 
extend  for  only  five  yeara,  there  could  be 
no  reason  for  supposing  that  the  state  of 
Ihe  usury  laws  might  out  be  modified  to 
any  extent  wiihin  (hat  period,  if  ibe 
wisdom  of  Parliament  should  think  fit  lo 
take  any  atep  on  the  subject  peoding  the 
operation  of  this  law.  If  hia  noble  Friend, 
or  any  other  noble  Lord,  should  think  lit 
to  move  for  an  inveatigatioa  inio  the  stale 
of  the  usury  laws,  no  opposiiioo  would 
certainly  be  offered  by  the  Government. 
He  trusted,  therefore,  that  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  agree  to  the  Amendment. 
The  Marqurss  of  Laiudowne  said,  that 
having  been  the  Member  of  their  Lord- 
ships' Houae  who  had  the  honour  of  pre* 
aiding  over  the  Committee  appointed  to 
investigale  the  subject  or  the  usury  laws, 
he  had  feit  it  to  be  his  duty,  when  the 
Report  had  been  presented,  lo  move  Ihat 
those  lawa  be  relaxed;  and  he  now  thought 
that  tbe  period  bad  arrived  when  sas- 
pending  laws  ought  to  be  got  tid  of  tlia* 
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plher.  On  the  oeeiiion  to  whirh  he 
■  lluded  be  wei  told—"  iM  ui  lee  ibe 
eflecl  or  thii  telixalion  ;  the  proportion 
IB  lomeifaini:  oew,  and  we  heve  »  lighr 
lo  kaow  the  working  of  it,  ir  we 
fiod  thet  tliere  ii  notbiag  wrong  in  thi* 
mcMure  that  you  propose,  we  ihall  be 
prepared  to  vote  with  you  for  doing  away 
with  tlioie  lawi  altogether."  They  had 
now  abundant  experienre  of  tht  evil  of 
thoie  lawn,  and  of  the  putitire  good  which 
*  repeal  of  ihem  would  produce;  and, 
nnder  theie  rircumitances,  iciteraling  the 
opinion  which  he  had  foroierly  expreiied, 
■nd  which  h«  now  mw  enteruined  by 
OEhari,  he  eniiretycoDcurred  in  the  Motion 
of  hi*  noble  Friend. 

The  Earl  of  Eltenborough  laid,  that 
having  been  also  a  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee alluded  to,  he  f«U  bound  to  ei- 
preu  hia  concurrence  io  the  opiuion  that 
ihe  tucpeiiiioii  of  tbe  usury  lavrt  would 
prove  very  aalutary  in  time  of  peace;  but 
Ihey  had  never  yet  been  lubjected  to  (he 
liial  ol  a  period  of  war.  If  hia  noble 
-Friend  oppoaiie  (Lord  Monleagle)  had 
Bubaliiuled  thewordf  1846"  or"  1847." 
for  "1851,"  ho  would  have  voted  wiih 
him,  as  he  could  notconreive  any  ground* 
whatever  for  filing  ihe  period  of  aoapen- 
•ion  of  these  tawa  at  five  yean.  Il  ahould 
be  borne  in  mind  by  all  who  were  io  the 
habit  of  dealing  in  money,  that  it  waa 
impouible  to  allow  individual!  lo  coin- 
pete  with  the  Oovemment  in  time  of  war, 
or  otherwise  the  public  debt  would  io- 
Gteaaetosuch  an  amount  in  a  few  yeara 
»  to  endanger  the  safety  of  the  Coniti- 

Lord  Mmteagla  said,  the  noble  Earl 
had  mini ndei stood  his  meaning.  He  did 
not  think  that  in  order  to  guard  aicaiml 
inconveniences  to  the  State,  ihey  ehonld 
place  H  bar  in  the  way  of  individuals 
borrowing  money.  It  was  clear  that  iF 
Ihey  waited  for  years  before  legislating  on 
ihe  subject,  they  could  not  expert  to  add 
lo  the  weight  of  evidence  which  was  al- 
ready before  Parliament  reapeclrng  it. 
But  whatever  variety  of  opinion  might 
exist  on  ibe  matter,  it  wa^  clear  that  a 
rontinuance  of  the  law  for  five  years  wai 
Ihe  most  indefensible  of  all.  He  should 
therefore  feel  obliged  to  press  hii  Motion 
lo  a  division. 

Lord  fVkamcUfe  n'tA,  he  did  not  feel 
himself  at  present  prepared  to  make  this 
Bill  perpetual.  He  thought  that  the  wiser 
course  to  adopt  would  be  to  suspend  the 


check  for  i  short  tine,  unttt  they  contd 
institute  Tartber  tntfuirv  on  the  aabjecL 

The  Earl  of  Wicktow  said,  he  ^n«d 
fully  with  hii  noble  Friend  (Lord  Mont- 
eagle)  in  principle,  and  he  would  vote 
with  him  if  the  propoaition  of  bia  soMe 
Friend  near  him  (Lord  WhamcliSe)  wer« 
that  the  suspenaion  was  to  eitend  for  five 
yeara  and  ilien  to  cease  ;  but  as  the  Bill 
would  clearly  lead  to  further  inquiry,  be 
thought  they  ought  to  allow  il  lo  pass. 

The  Duke  of  WtllimgtM  said,  he 
thought  (he  period  uf  five  years  onghl  lo 
be  adopted,  in  order  to  prevent  the  in- 
convenience which  might  reanlt  from  filing 
on  a  short  period.  Ofcourae  care  should 
be  taken  to  bring  the  sabject  ander  con- 
sideration within  a  given  time,  ao  as  to 
have  the  matter  prepared  for  soaie  final 
deciiion  upon  it. 

House  divided  on  Question,  that  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  put 
at  the  Bill: — Contents  37;  Non-Cos- 
tenis  9:  Maiotiiy  38. 

Bill  passed. 

CouMOKs'  Ekclosukb  BtLL.^  Lord 
SttaiUy,  in  moving  thai  the  Report  oa  the 
Commuos'  Encloiure  Bill  be  received,  said, 
that  liie  Amendments  which  he  proposed 
to  introduce  into  this  Bill,  all  originated 
from  the  discussion  that  had  taken  place 
upon  the  Bill  in  Committee,  The  most 
material  alteration  which  he  had  to  propose, 
was  to  lake  away  the  discretionary  power 
vested  in  the  Commissioners  nnder  the 
17th  Clause.  The  other  AmeodraenTs 
were  the  proviso  with  regard  to  equalizing 
aiseisments,  and  the  insertion  of  a  proviso 
prohibiting  the  erection  of  any  bailding  to 
be  used  for  the  purpoie  of  a  dwelling- 
house  in  any  of  these  field-gardens.  It 
was  proposed  to  have  a  limitation  with 
respect  to  buildings  for  holding  or  feeding 
cattle. 

Report  received. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  Augutl  1,  1845. 

Iliiiom.1  BiLU  PutOt,— t^  EuhiqtHi  Mb 
(£S  (41.800)  i  CDUoUillud  Fund)  Silk  WimB. 

Rtpontd. — Fed  (CrimlD&l  PtD«edJn|i}. 

3-  mil  puHd  :— SliTa  Tnilc  <Bni1J)i  Nml  McOcal 
BupplHiKiiIilFuiidSaelATI  ltnlf>n)pBtT  (NB.II1  A*' 
tlgiuncDt  of  Tvint. 

PrivaU.-f     EKlorpowW.  (01 

Jb^orferi.— Lulvldfi^  (or  FMchtf^l  ■ 
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K  CoilH^^)  EiUte)  Bows'i 

rmmtmu  Pummtid.     Dt  Mi.  Katt, 

d  Uad  «ai  oUxn  immwd  <d  Ibi  I'm^aiitT  of  Nn 
Booth  Wals.  be  ■  Otonl  Hmnnblj  Oitn^Bj  Hi.  C 
BnllR.  (ran  AtUtHTI  uid  SoHeltan  or  Willlnftan,  mat 
■  imt  Bwnlar  of  gibtr  ptMM.  Iv  HuDonl  of  Coon  of 
Liwml  Equity  tolDM  otConrt.— Br  Mr.  Cnbdm,  (nm 
StoApon,  Ibr  DlmlalAlsj   Hi*    Numbn    at   Pu1>Us 

Loaoov  ardYohk  Railwat.]  Vji- 
count  ConrUnay  moved  the  coDiidertlion 
of  the  Report  of  the  Committee  on  the 
LondoD  end  York  Railwaj. 

Mr.  tVard  rose,  puriuant  to  notice,  to 
move,  thit  the  Bill  be  recommitted.  It 
wss  with  great  pain  thit  he  ventured  10 
trouble  the  Houie  upon  the  present  occa- 
sion (0  reconiider  the  decision  thsl  had 
been  come  to  with  respect  to  the  preicnt 
ineMiire.  It  km  h»rdlj  potiible  at  aoj 
time  10  indnee  the  House  to  reconsider  a 
decision  of  eny  kind,  and  that  difficulty 
wet  greatly  increased  in  dealing  wiih  the 
decision  of  a  Committee  (h*t  had  sat  for 
no  leas  than  tcventy-lbree  dnjs;  under 
■uch  cirinimstances  notbiog  would  have 
induced  bim  to  appeal  to  the  House,  ex- 
cept a  conviction  that  he  had  one  of  the 
•trongcat  causes  that  was  ever  brought 
before  the  House.  If  the  Commillee  had 
had  time  to  hear  all  the  paniet  concerned, 
Dothing  would  have  induced  him  to  have 
brought  forward  the  subject.  He  admit- 
ted that  the  Commillee  had  been  most 
persevering  in  ils  labours,  but  it  had  done 
great  injustice  to  several  parlies,  and  had 
come  to  most  improper  decisions,  without 
bearing  facia;  and  adjudicated  upon  (he 
rights  of  parlies,  without  hearing  the  par- 
tiea  themselves.  The  Report  itielf  bore 
evident  marks  of  the  piessure  which  the 
Committee  fell,  to  get  through  the  task 
imposed  upon  it  at  the  present  period  of 
the  Session.  He  appeared  there  to  ar- 
gue the  claims  of  the  York  and  North 
Midland,  the  Midland  Couotie*.  and  the 
Essierti  Counties  Lines,  which  had  been 
decided  without  those  parties  having  bi-en 
faesrd.  He  was  told  that  it  w>i  a  diffi- 
cult matter  to  dispute  with  a  great  trunk 
line,  such  as  the  London  and  Yurk;  hut 
the  other  lines  had  a  right  to  consider 
themselves  a  ^reat  trunk  line,  and  they 
had  BO  considered  ihemielTcs,  They  ex- 
pected to  be  allowed  to  show  the  Com- 
mittee that  ihey  could  effect  a  commu- 
nicslion  with  York,  at  a  saving  o(  a  mil- 
lion and  a  half.  If  they  could  show  this, 
and  Ibty  could  provo  that  they  bad  al- 


ready nearly  Iwo-thirds  of  the  Doe  cod* 
structed,  he  hoped  thai  ihe  House  would 
see  the  propriety  of  recomraiiling  this 
Bill.  They  wure  at  first  admitted  to  form 
a  competing  line  even  by  the  Committee, 
for  in  the  first  instance,  when  the  conn- 
■el  fur  Ihe  Hectrard  and  Bifigleswade,  and 
on  a  subsequent  day  Mr.  Austin,  for  the 
Eos  lern  Co  110  tie  I  Company,  made  an  ap- 
plication slatitig  ihat  he  should  satisfy 
the  Commillee  that  Ihey  were  a  distinct 
and  competiog  party,  and  that,  if  ex> 
eluded,  ihey  should  be  debarred  from 
exaininalion  of  witnesses  pro  fomd.  the 
Commillee  decided  that  the  Bailern  Com- 
pany's scheme  should  be  admitted  into 
Court,  and  ils  counsel  be  entitled  10  all 
the  privilegea  of  examining  witnesses. 
[Mr.  Darby:  Doea  that  extend  lo  the 
general  principle  of  competing  lines?]  The 
hon.  Member  for  Sussex  asked  him  U  that 
exiended  to  the  gsneral  principle  of  com- 
peting lines?  Why,  that  hon.  Member  him- 
self laid,  that  ihey  might  be  conaidered 
so,  but  said  that  in  their  iiaminations 
they  must  be  sure  lo  conBne  themselves 
lo  what  had  been  alluded  to  in  the  lirst 
examination.  The  Commillee  having 
thus  decided,  the  Companies  he  repre- 
sented espected  that  they  should  be  con- 
sidered competing  lines  in  ihe  fullest 
extern,  and  when,  before  ihe  decision  had 
been  given  on  the  preumble,  the  couasel 
applied  to  the  Commiitee  that  ihcy  might 
be  allowed  lo  blend  the  main  evidence  of 
the  competing  lines  as  against  the  Lon- 
don and  York  line,  with  the  object  of  sav- 
ing ihe  time  of  the  Commiitee,  the  request 
was  complied  with.  This  Reaolulion  waa 
dated  ibe  7ih  of  June,  but  he  found  thai  it 
nsi  not  acted  upon  throughout  i  and  he 
begeed  to  call  the  noble  Lord's  attention 
to  this  Tact,  that  ibat  proposition  and  the 
Resolution  were  materially  altered  in  Ihe 
Report,  [Lord  Cowttnaif ;  What  dale 
do  you  say?]  The  7th  of  June.  Appli- 
cation was  afterwards  made  io  the  Com- 
mittee to  ascertain  what  courae  they  would 
wish  lo  have  pursued  with  regard  lo  the 
rebutting  evidi-Dce.  He  found,  on  ex- 
amining ilie  Reports,  that  the  Cummiiiee 
ordered  that  landholders  and  ihe  other  op- 
ponents should  be  heard  after;  and  he 
held  in  his  hand  a  Rtsuluiion  which  was 
not  10  be  found  in  ihis  Report.  The 
Resolution  passed  by  the  Committee  was 
such  as  might  have  been  acted  on  by  all 
paitieit  but  the  next  was  of  a  very  modi- 
fied character.  On  applying  to  Ibe  sboil- 
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hind  writer  for  ■  copy  of  it,  he  fooDd  that 
the  Reaolution  staled,  that  ihe  landlord! 
were  to  be  heard  next  in  order,  but  that 
the  ComiDillee  would  offer  no  ohjeciion 
to  Ihe  course  ot  blcndinf;  the  evidence 
against  the  London  and  York ;  and  Mr. 
Hildyard  slated,  that  he  had  arranged 
hii  caae  so  ei  to  data  the  rebutling  evi- 
dence together,  and  the  other  compeiing 
lines  had  agreed  to  ihai  course.  This 
case  waa  decidedly  agreed  to  by  the 
Cominiilee  ihemielTes.  Now,  the  fini 
intimation  they  had  of  an  intenlion  to 
decide  upon  the  preamble  waa  on  the 
12ih  of  July;  and  then  the  counsel  and 
the  partiea  in  support  of  the  three  com- 
peiing  lines  objected,  on  the  ground  ihat 
they  had  not  been  heard.  Thii  objection 
waaOTerruled  by  the  Commiiiee  on  the 
14th  of  July.  Now  this  decision  ihey 
complained  of,  because  they  bad  never 
been  heard.  There  were  great  advantages 
in  the  line  fiom  London  lo  BigfEleswade 
for  bringing  ihe  manufaclures  of  the  north 
to  the  river  terminus,  which  would  be 
constructed  in  the  course  of  the  nest  three 
months.  It  was  thought  that  all  the 
parties  concerned  were  judicially  entitled 
lo  be  beard ;  instead  of  that,  however,  a 
hearing  waa  refused,  and  the  Committee 
•oied  that  the  preamble  of  the  I.ondon 
and  York  line  was  proved,  in  order  lo  shut 
out  all  evidence  from  the  other  parties. 
Such  was  not  the  case  with  the  Committee, 
of  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  was 
the  Chairman.  Before  that  Committee 
there  were  ihree  lines  submitted  between 
Portsmouth  and  London.  Evidence  on 
ell  of  ihem  was  heard;  and  at  last  the 
Commiitee,  after  having  maturely  con- 
aidered  all  of  them,  decided  on  that  line 
which  they  thought  moat  conducive  to  the 
public  interests.  In  the  noble  Lord's  Com- 
mittee, the  practice  was  altogether  dif- 
ferent. On  ihe  16th  of  Joly  another  ap- 
pliralion  was  made  to  the  noble  Lord  by 
Mr.  Tatboi,  o»  ihe  part  of  Ihe  Eastern 
Counties  line,  lo  be  heard  ;  and  the  appli- 
cation was  overruled  by  a  resolution,  which 
was  distinctly  opposed  lo  ibat  passed  on 
(he  7tbofJune.  Evidence  was  again  ten- 
dered OD  the  dih  of  July  to  the  Com- 
miiiee, by  Mr.  Wells,  on  behalf  of  the 
Eastern  Counties  line,  wiih  respect  lo  the 
river  terminus;  and  again  this  application 
was  rejected.  They  did  not  take  one  titile 
of  evidence  on  tbe  importance  of  effecting 
a  communication  with  tbe  Thames  at 
Blackwall,  and  yet  ibe  Cominittee  at- 


tached ihe  greatest  importance  to  Ihe  ter- 
minui  of  the  London  and  York  line.  Whea 
the  application  was  made  lo  be  heard,  the 
Chairman  told  the  couniel  that  it  was  an 
extremely  proper  application,  but  that  the 
Commitiee  could  not  entertain  it.  Even 
in  [he  Ri^port,  as  regarded  the  London 
and  York  scheme,  it  was  clear  the  Com* 
mitlee  had  heard  sufficient  rebutting  evi- 
dence 10  give  it  clearly  and  fully.  Nona 
or  the  rebutting  evidence  of  the  Di- 
rect Northern  and  Cambridge  and  Lin- 
coln linea  had  been  heard  ;  and  this  evi- 
dence was  necessary,  in  order  tfaat  tbe 
whole  bearing  of  the  entire  scheme  might 
be  properly  sifted  and  adjudicated  npon, 
and  thus  nearly  the  whole  or  the  important 
part  of  the  project  was  altt^lbtr  shot  ont. 
IF  the  opposing  lines  had  received  fair  play, 
the  traffic  evidence  of  the  London  and  York 
Railway  would  have  been  materially  al- 
tered. Thia  evidence  was  got  np  in  m 
absurd  and  eitraordinary  a  manner,  that 
the  noble  Lord  thought  proper  to  tell  IIm 
promoters  of  the  X^ndon  and  York  line, 
that  the  Committee  could  not  rcceivn 
their  evidence  as  to  the  coal  traffic  aa  it 
then  stood,  fo  consequence  of  this  bint, 
ihe  amount  expected  to  be  derived  from  the 
coal  iraflic  was  rediicetl  from  300,0001.  to 
170,0001.  per  annum.  If  ihe  competing 
lines  had  insisted  aisn  early  period  of  the 
case  on  producing  rebatling  evidence,  it 
would,  perhaps,  have  been  differently  de- 
cided. He  would  appeal  to  the  Hooae, 
whether  or  not  the  case  of  the  London  and 
York  line  was  ripe  for  decision  at  the  pm. 
sent  lime?  He  contended  i hat  the  Coos- 
miitee  had  come  to  a  deciaion  with  im- 
perfect data,  and  with  an  insafficiencj  of 
facts.  Oa  Lord  Lindsay'a  estate,  th« 
Peterborough  line  had  already  been  aaac- 
tioned,  which  traversed  nearly  the  whole 
of  his  properly  ;  and  Ihe  Committee  bnci 
decided  that  for  ihe  space  of  a  single  rail* 
in  the  same  field  the  London  and  York 
line  should  cross  that  railway,  aiKl  had 
decided  on  a  line  which  it  was  physically 
impossibte  to  cooslruci,  unless  another 
line,  wbich  had  received  the  legialaiiva 
sanction,  was  altogether  abandoned.  Ha 
thought  ihst  the  Committee,  bythe  6rst 
paragraph  of  their  Rrport,  showed  a  difi- 
dence  in  tbe  decision  they  had  come  to. 
They  aaid  they  must  come  to  a  decision,  as 
the  Session  was  so  nearly  at  an  end.  Not 
to  come  to  a  decision,  might  be,  he  ad- 
mitied,  a  great  evil,  hot  it  was  a  far 
(reater  evil  that  tba  facta  wire  not  fnlly 


aod  completely  inquired  into.    He  had  a 
perfect  tight  lo  ask  the  House  to  recoro- 


mit  ihe  Bill  and  luapend  proceediogi 
the  caie,  if  it  were  only  from  ihe  Tact  that 
important  coropeling  companiei  had  not 
been  heard  before  that  Committee.  They 
would  ha*e  furnished  a  body  of  evidence 
againit  Ihe  project  which  would  be  of  the 
uimoit  importance,  but  ihey  were  pre- 
cluded doiug  10.  When  the  London 
and  York  caie  had  cloied,  an  appeal  na* 
made  to  (he  Chairman  that  they  thould 
be  heard  by  couniel,  but  the  requeal  was 
not  acceded  to ;  and  he  appealed  to  any 
bon.  Oenlleman  pretent,  who  had  been 
Chairman  of  a  Committee  of  that  Houk, 
if  that  refotal  were  not  unfair,  and  con- 
trary (o  precedenl.  Betidet,  the  Com- 
mittflfl  had  not  been  unanimous  in  (heir 
decision,  and  it  waa  only  by  the  casting 
vote  of  the  Chairman  (bat  the  preamble 
of  the  Bill  was  affirmed.  Upon  these 
groundi  he  asked  (be  Home  to  luspeod 
further  proceedings  on  ihii  Bill. 

Mr.  Hull  seconded  the  Motion,  and 
thought  (he  House  had  good  reaaon  to  be 
dissatisfied  with  the  decision  of  the  Com' 
mittee.  As  to  the  proceedings  of  (hi 
Committee,  he  did  not  wonder  that  they 
felt  their  physical  energies  giving  way 
under  the  OTecwhelmiog  mass  of  busineii 
before  them:  it  was  scarcely  to  be  ex. 
pected  thai  their  strength  should  keep  up 
against  such  accumulating  matieis,  and  to 
that  ciicumsiance  might  be,  perhaps, 
Itibuied  their  unwillingness  to  adopt  a 
course  more  consonant  with  the  regula- 
tions of  the  House.  But  lo  whatever 
cause  it  was  to  be  attributed,  (heir  proceed- 
ings were  scarcely  eonsisten(  with  (he  rules 
of  Parliament,  or  the  justice  of  the  case. 
It  was  very  true  thai,  as  yet,  ihey  had 
not  concluded  their  labours,  but  virtually 
and  effectually  they  had  witb  regard  lo 
the  present  Bill.  The  Home,  when  it 
nominated  certain  Members  to  inquire 
a  case,  necessarily  required  that  some 
report  should  be  presented  on  each  parti- 
cular Bill,  but  at  the  present  moment 
several  Bills  had  been  disposed  of  without 
a  hearing,  or  the  slightest  consideration, 
as  much  as  if  they  had  never  appeared 
before  the  Committee  at  all.  Pot  these 
reasons,  he  considered  it  his  duty  to  sup- 
port the  Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  for  the 
recommittal  of  the  Bill. 

Lord    Courlenaif   lai^,   that  as  Chair- 
man  of  the  Committ^  to   which  those 
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Bills  had  been  entrusted,  be  might  perhaps 
be  excused  if  he  stated  to  the  House  (he 
course  of  proceeding,  and  as  that,  and  not 
the  peculiar  merits  of  the  projects,  bad 
been  made  the  chief  su^ect  of  comment  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield,  he  would 
ifine  himself  as  strictly  as  posnble  to 
meeting  thai  particular  question.  The 
Report  which  had  been  that  morning  laid 
before  the  Members  of  the  House,  men- 
tioned the  number  of  Bills  which  bad 
been  referred  to  the  conuderation  of  the 
Committee.  The  hon.  Member  opposite 
complained  of  the  apoloeetic  tone  in  which 
the  Report  was  introduced ;  if  apology 
were  discrrnihle,  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  that  it  was  not  from  any  mis- 
giving of  error  or  irregularitr,  but  thati 
imprrased  with  the  stupendous  charge 
with  which  they  were  entrusted,  they 
wished  to  evince  a  sense  of  that  impor- 
tance, and  also  show  their  respect  to  the 
House.  They,  therefore,  were  not  con- 
tent with  giving  a  mere  dry  and  general 
detail,  hut  explained  the  circumstances 
which  led  to  their  decinon.  He  must  be 
permitted  now  to  say  that,  although  upon 
the  merits  of  the  two  Bills,  (he  Committee 
were  not  unanimous,  but  divided,  in  their 
decision,  as  respected  the  course  of  pro- 
ceeding throughout  their  sittinE.  they 
were  invariably  unanimous.  Whether, 
therefore,  right  or  wrong,  regular  or  irre- 
gular, these  proceedings  were  adopted  in 
accordance  with  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield 
had  stated  that  an  arrangement  had  beea 
made,  and  a  resolution  adopted,  wherein 
they  staled  their  intention  of  including  in 
one  Bill  (he  Sheffield  and  Lincoln  and 
Tottenham  and  Fsrringdun- street  Exten- 
sion. That  was  perfectly  true;  and  it 
waa  on  this  ground  that  the  Bills  thus  in- 
cluded, were  considered  as  more  or  less  in 
competition  with  each  other,  either  in  a 
direct  line  north  and  south,  or,  laterally, 
eaaL  and  west ;  and  subsequent  to  this  ar. 
rangement,  on  a  special  application,  the 
Hertford  and  Biggleswade  was  added  to 
the  list  by  sub-grouping.  That  preliminary 
matter  being  settled,  they  proceeded  to 
classify  the  schemes  in  the  order  in  which 
they  should  be  beard.  The  London  and 
York  was  that  taken  first,  because  it  was 
the  first  in  point  of  fact.  Throughout 
the  entire  case  counsel  were  let  Id  to 
cross-examine  every  witness;  and  it  would 
be  found,  os  reference  to  the  Beport,  that 
one,  two,  three,  four,  and  five  Counsel 
eietcised  this  right.  If  any  Member  bad 
2U 
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been  present  in  the  Gommittee-room  dur- 
ing the  seventy  or  eightj  days  that  the 
Committee  lat  upon  the  line,  he  would 
have  seen  the  course  adopted,  and  been 
enabled  to  bear  nitnesi  to  the  accuracy  of 
his  statements.  The  boo.  Member  had 
also  referred  to  the  Resolution  adopted  by 
the  Committee  on  the  Bill ;  several  n 
bers  of  the  Committee  had  expressed  a  desire 
of  coming  to  a  decision  on  such  parts  of  the 
ca«e,  as  would  not  inflict  injury  on  other 
parties  who  had  claims  to  be  heard  before 
the  Committee  ;  and,  as  far  as  the  leading 
)ines  were  concerned,  it  was  considered 
necessary  and  desirable  to  come  to  j 
resolutions  on  such  parts  of  the  scheme  as 
would  involve  this  arrangement  of  the 
buiiness.  In  pursuance  with  this,  applica- 
tion was  made  before  the  case  of  the  Lon- 
don and  York  was  gone  into,  and  when 
an  otgection  was  taken  to  it  in  respect 
to  certain  errors  which  were  alleged  to 
exist  in  the  plans  of  that  scheme,  that  the 
whole  case  between  the  two  great  lines 
should  be  taken,  and  that  the  counsel  on 
behalf  of  the  Direct  Norlhern  should  state 
the  places  at  which  they  proposed  to  prove 
the  effect  uf  the  errors  specified  to  be  so 
great  as  to  render  the  work  impracticable. 
It  was  at  the  same  time  requested  by 
counsel  on  the  ude  of  the  London 
York,  that  the  Committee  should  con 
a  decision  on  the  merits  of  that  scheme 
after  the  termination  of  the  Tottenham 
and  Farriogdon- street  case.  Himself  and 
his  bon.  Colleagues  on  the  Committee  c 
curred  in  saying,  in  answer  to  the  appli 
tion,  that  on  the  Monday  following  they 
would  give  their  decision  separately  on 
those  applications.  On  the  Monday  they 
met,  and  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
when  the  cases  of  the  Direct  Northern 
and  Fartingd  on -street  Eslensioa  lines 
were  closed,  they  would  proceed  to  consi- 
der the  merits  of  the  two  competing  lines 
before  them,  for  effecting  a  second  trunk 
railway  communication  between  London 
and  York,  viz.  that  of  the  London  and 
York  Company,  and  that  which  consisted 
of  the  Cambridge  and  Lincoln,  the  Direct 
Northern,  and  the  Farringdon  Extension 
lines,  in  conjunction  with  the  Easiero 
Counties  Railway,  already  executed  as  far 
as  Cambridge.  All  were  agreed  on  this 
Resolution.  We  were  guided  by  the  argu- 
ments of  the  Report  of  the  Board  of 
Trade  in  excluding  that  part  of  the  Mid- 
land Counties  Railway  which  was  consi- 
dered to  be  in  competition  with  the  Lon- 
don and  York  line.    They  considered  that 


it  would  be  exceedingly  objectionable  to  ex- 
tend further  theMidtand  Counties  scheme, 
considering  the  circumstances  under  which 
that  Company  had  acted.  They  took  that 
step  with  due  deliberation,  subject  to  ths 
TesponDibility  of  that  House.  Tbey  felt 
justified  that  the  course  they  took  was  m 
conformity  with  the  interests  of  all  parties 
concerned.  An  application  was  made  to 
them  on  July  16,  on  behalf  of  the  Eastern 
Counties  and  the  Yolk  and  North  Midland 
Companies,  to  be  allowed  to  present  re- 
butting evidence  against  the  London  and 
York  lines.  Tlie  application  was  made  by 
Mr.  Talbot ;  and  an  answer  was  returned 
to  the  effect  that  the  Committee,  in  the 
exercise  of  its  discretion,  considered  ibe 
London  and  York,  the  Csmbiidge  and 
Lincoln,  the  Direct  Northern,  and  the 
Tottenham  and  Farriogdon  ExtensioD, 
with  the  existing  Cambridge  Railway, 
were  the  only  two  schemes  that  competed 
inf«r  K  as  it  respected  a  direct  trunk  com- 
munication from  London  to  York ;  and 
thus  the  Cambridge  and  Huntingdon  line 
should  be  taken  next  in  order.  These  Re- 
solutions were  come  to,  after  a  due  exa- 
mination of  evidence,  and  a  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  question.  The  opposition 
of  Lord  Sidney  had  been  referred  to,  and 
on  that  subject  he  would  say  a  few  words. 
Counsel  on  behalf  of  that  noble  Lord  bad 
been  heard,  witnesses  called  and  subjected 
In  examination  and  cross-examination ; 
many  questions  were  asked  by  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  Committee,  and  a  map  of  tbe 
place  was  used  to  guide  them  in  their  in  - 
quiry.  In  fact,  it  was  not  without  much 
care  and  consideration  that  the  Committee 
decideil,  and  then  not  before  the  case  on  be- 
half of  the  noble  Lord  bad  been  fuUy  beard. 
The  principle  on  which  the  Committee 
acted  was,  at  every  stage  of  their  businen, 
to  select  sucb  Bills  as  might  be  considered 
competing  schemes,  and  to  view  them  hi 
connexion  with  each  other.  The  Hon» 
entrusted  the  Committee  with  a  certain 
discretionary  power,  and  it  had  been  hon- 
estly and,  he  trusted,  impartially  exercised. 
That  was  the  resolution  they  had  acted 
He  was  not  consdous  of  hating 
omitted  any  part  of  his  duty  as  a  Member 
of  tbe  Committee ;  but  thought  all  of  them 
had  acted  in  accordance  with  precedent, 
and  in  conformity  with  the  immenae  in- 
terest involved  in  the  case.  He  would  oat 
ly  further,  than  that  tbey  had  endea- 
voured 10  do  the  best  tbey  could,  and  bcmed 
the  House  would  consider  iliat  they  had 
not  acted  in  any  way  inpnpedy. 


.Google 


1317  London  and  {Aug.  1}  York  Railway.  1318 

not  regroup  tbeir  Bills,  but  ailmitted  ihem 
as  competitors  one  tritti  another.  The 
competitors  of  tLe  London  and  York  were 
virluallj  pnt  out  of  court  by  the  Committee 
adopting  the  preamble  of  the  Bill  pro- 
moted \tj  that  Company ;  and  he  conu- 
dered  it  was  very  hard  upoo  ihe  pecitionen 
tbat  only  part  of  their  case  was  heard  wbea 
the  Committee  came  to  their  decision.  He 
gave  every  credit  to  the  Committee  for 
good  intentions,  but  he  certainly  thought 
they  had  taken  a  wrong  course.  With  all 
his  predilections  for  sustaining  the  Reports 
of  Committeea  of  that  House,  he  must 
say,  that  if  tbe  Report  in  question  was 
adopted  by  the  House,  then  ninctenths 
of  the  Committees  which  hod  sat  during 
the  Session  had  been  wrong. 

?.  ScTope  said,  as  be  bad  voted 
against  the  preamble  of  tbe  Bill,  it  might 
be  inferred  that  he  was  not  violently  op- 
posed to  tbe  recommittal  of  tbe  Bill. 
With  regard  to  tbe  course  of  proceeding, 
the  Committees  were  involved  in  great  dif< 
6culty.  Eleven  different  and  important 
raihvay  schemes  were  committed  to  tbem  : 
the  map  of  the  country,  n-hicb  was  lud 
before  ihem,  looked  more  like  a  spider's 
web  than  anything  else ;  and  every  one  of 
the  elevenwerecompetinglines,  in  a  greater 
or  less  d^ree,  with  the  London  end  York 
linei  so  tbat  the  Committee  would  have 
had  very  great  difficulty  in  grouping  the 
lines.  The  only  fault  alleged  against  the 
Committee  was,  that  they  bad  not  heard 
rebutting  evidence  against  the  London  and 
York  line.  Now,  they  had  occupied  no  less 
than  ten  days  in  hearing  rebutting  evi- 
dence against  that  line  from  tbe  Cambridge 
and  Lincoln  line.  The  Committee  thought 
enough  of  lime  bad  been  devoted  to  that 
part  ot  the  cose,  aod  they  were  of  opinion 
that  tbe  other  parties  were  not  likely  lo 
bring  forward  anything  that  was  new.  Al- 
though be  had  differed  from  bis  Colleagues 
upon  tbe  preamble,  he  was  quite  agreed 
with  tbem  in  regard  to  the  course  of  pro- 
ceeding which  was  adopted  ;  and  be  saw  no 
ground  for  referring  the  Bill  ba;k  to  the 


Mr.  B.  Wall  was  understood  to  say,  that 
the  Committee  irould  not  have  done  their 
duty  if  tbey  had  acted  upon  a  different 
tystem.  He  must  be  allowed  to  affirm, 
without  the  least  disrespect  to  the  indi- 
vidual Who  bad  complained  of  breathless 
haste,  that  the  great  railway  power  was 
not  in  existence  at  the  time  tbe  Great 
Western  or  South  Western  was  before 
Parliament.  He  was  quite  sure  tbe  Com- 
mittee had  done  right  in  coming  to  the  de- 
cision they  had  come  to,  and  tbougbt  tbe 
House  would  eiercise  a  sound  judgment 
in  not  agreeing  to  the  Motion. 

Mt.  Air&y  hoped  the  House  would  look 
at  what  tbe  system  of  grouping  was,  before 
they  came  toa  deciuon  that  the  Committee 
bad  exercised  an  improper  discretion.  He 
believed  that  the  system  of  erouping  was 
the  best  that  could  have  been  adopted  under 
the  circumstances;  but  you  must  abandon 
tbat  system  altogether  unless  you  allowed 
the  Committee  to  deal  with  the  groups. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  bad  totally 
mistaken  the  principle  on  which  the  groups 
were  formed,  and  that  mistake  ran  through 
the  whole  of  his  speech.  A  certain  number 
of  Bills  were  referred,  and  then  it  was  de- 
cided which  were  competing  inter  se.  He 
was  prepared  to  maintain  that  the  Com- 
mittee bad  taken  the  only  course  they  could 
take.  As  far  as  the  Report  went  on  the 
merits  of  the  line,  he  held  himself  reapon- 
i)ibla  for  every  word  in  it.  He  maintained 
that  Lord  Lindsay's  with  was  to  be  beard 
more  than  once  on  the  same  point.  He  be- 
lieved that  on  every  point  the  Commit  i 
had  acted  regularly  ;  and  if  they  had  been 
misled,  it  was  in  coming  to  the  House  foi 
tbe  instructions  on  which  they  had  acted. 
If  the  Committee  were  not  to  have  tbf 

Ejwer  of  deciding  which  were  competent 
DOS,  be  triuted  he  might  never  be  placed 
on  a  Committee  where  there  were  groups 
of  railroads,  because  he  felt  that  he  should 
have  undertaken  to  do  that  which  was 
possible.  It  would  be  a  condemnation  of 
the  system  of  grouping. 

Mr.  /*.  M.  SttmaH  had  no  doubt  tbat 
the  Committee  on  Group  X  believed  they 
had  discharged  their  duty  according  to  tb< 
rules  and  practice  of  tbe  House,  and  ii 
justice  to  tbe  parties  j  but  the  questim 
was,  whether  the  practice  of  thisCommitte 
was  consiNtcnt  with  the  practice  of  other 
Committees^  If  Group  X  had  acted  ai 
cording  to  the  principle  whirh  the  Horn 
wisheuthe  Committee  to  adopt,  then  every 
other  Committee  bad  acted  wrong.  The 
Committee  of  which  he  was  a  Member  did 


Bill. 

Mr.  W.  R.  ColItU  had  great  confidence 
in  the  Committee;  hut  he  must  protest 
against  the  decision  they  had  arrived  at, 
and  would  vole  for  the  recommittal  of  the 
Bill. 

The  House  divided  on  tbe  original  Ques- 
tion;—Ayes  78;  Noes  19:  Majority  59. 

Report  to  be  further  condJcrcd. 

Bill  to  be  cngroucd. 
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Trs    Income    Tax — Case    of    Mrs. 
Kino.]     Mr.  C.  BuUer  wished  to  put  a 
queetion,  and  he  owed  an  apolugy,  perhapa, 
to  the  House  for  not  having  brought  for- 
ward a  Motion  upon  the  subject,  hut  he 
should  be  escimed  for    having  taker 
simpler  and  the  ipeedier  mode  of  getting 
information  upon  it,  by  asking  a  question 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  the 
Treasury.     The  quesiion  which  he  had  to 
put  related  to    a  petition  which  be  had 
tome  time  since  predated  to  the  House, 
frora  a  lady  of  the  name  of  King,  complain- 
ing that,  although  her  income  was  under 
150^ayear,andalthougb  she  had  repeatedly 
applied  to  have  a  return  made  to  her  of  the 
amount  collected  from    her  tenants,   her 
income  being  derived  from  houses,  t 
withstanding  a  couple  of  years'  continual  j 
remonstrance  on  the  subject  to  the  local  '  trary  tc 
Commisiionen  and  to  the  Treasury,  she  I  " 
had  not  been  able  to  procure  as  yet  any  i 

returnof  the  money.  The  petitiun  further  '  of  drawing  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
stated  that  she  had  been  subjected  to  a  good  '  tion  to  the  allegations  contained  in  it,  and 
deal  of  vexation,  annoyance,  and  ill  treat-  he  now  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ment  from  some  of  those  with  whom  she  ronet  if  he  had  made  inquiry  into  the  sub- 
had  thus  been  brought  in  contact.  He  ject,  and  if  so,  what  steps  he  bad  taken  in 
wished,  therefore,  to  ask  the  boo.  Gentle-  :  regard  to  it,  if  he  considered  the  practice 
man  if  he  bad  made  any  inquiry  into  the  ,  illegal? 

circumstances,  and  whether  he  could  now        Sir  Jamet  Graham  said,  that  in  cons>^ 
give  any  information  as  to  the  case  i  quence  of  what  hud  fallen  in  March  last 

Mr.  CardwtU  said,  that  before  the  peti-  |  i'rom  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in  reference  to 
tition  alluded  to  was  presented  by  the  hon,  :  this  subject,  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners 
Gentleman,   the  case  of  Mrs.  King  had    had    cummunicated  with  the    Poor   Law 


shelter  and  food,  could  be  sent  to  a  task  of 
)rk,  with  a  view  of  repaying  the  parish 
with  that  task  of  work  for  the  relief  afford- 
ed.     The  practice  which  prevailed  in  cases 
of  that  sort  in  the  workhouse  referred  to 
was  this.     There  was  a  wheel    at  which 
persons  seeking  nightly  shelter  or  food  were 
placed   at  work    from  one    hour    to   four 
hours  in  (he  morning.     This  was  not  a 
heel  that  produced  anjihing.     It  neither 
drew   water  nor  ground  com ;    but    nas 
itablished  solely  for  the  purpose  of  hard 
labour.     From  one  to  eight  persons  could 
work  at  the  wheel,  and  if  there  were  more 
than  one,  the  master  of  the  workhouse  put 
on  additional  weight,  so  as  to  make  the 
task  more  difficult.     The  circumstance  was 
regarded  in  the  neighbourhood  with  great 
latisfaction,  and  was  thought  to  be  con- 
the  spirit  and  the  letter  of  the  New 
iw  Act.     He  had  taken  the  liberty, 
hen  he  presented  the  petition, 


received  the  attention  both  of  the  Com- 
inii'Sioners  at  Somerset  House  and  of  the 
Treasury.     The   case    had    been  brought 
before  the  Commissioners,  to  whom,  by 
law,  cases  of  thu  kind  were  lefV;  and  they, 
after  the  fullest  investigation,  were  per- 
fectly satisfied  that  the  claim  of  Mrs.  King 
to  a  return  of  the  duty  had  not  been  sub- 
stantiated ;  and  upon  further  inquiry  made 
by  himself  into  the  case,   he   had   every 
reason  to  believe  that  the  decision  come  to 
by  the  Commissioners  v 
strongest  evidence.      ^ 
complaint  as  to  the  v 
ance  trhich  the  petitioi 
had   sustained  fri)m  t 
oHiceni,  he  bad  alsoinvc 
and  believed  that  it  v 
foundation. 

Emplotuent  iif  W 
Vuncombe  said,  that  h 
ago,  presented  a  petil 
complaining  of  the  pr 
in  the  workhouse  at 
New  Poor  Law  any  pe 


of  the  Union  in  question,  about 
the  illegality  of  the  application  of  labour  to 
machinery,  the  working  of  which  yielded 
nothing.  He  thought,  with  them,  that 
such  employment  of  labour  was  of  a  penal 
character,  and  that  it  was  neither  within 
the  spirit  nnr  the  letter  of  the  New  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Act.  The  first  commu- 
nication had  not,  it  appeared,  led  to  the 
discontinuance  of  this  mode  of  employioi; 
labour,  which  led  to  a  oeremutorr  order 
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tbe  hslnt  of  quarretliDg  with  eacb  other 
about  the  bones,  of  extracting  the  marrow 
from  thera,  and  of  gnawing  the  meat  which 
they  sometimes  found  at  their  extreniitiea ; 
this  was  certainlj  a  most  seriotii,  ai  welt 
as  a  most  ihocking  sSiiir.  He  could  state 
potitively  that  one  of  the  guardians  had 
complained  of  thii,  and  he  begged  to  asli  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  if  he  had  heard  anythiog 
relative  to  it  from  the  Poor  Law  Commis- 
rionen,  or  from  anj  other  quarter;  and 
whether  he  had  inquired  into  the  subject  t 
Sir  Jama  Graham  could  not  believe  in 
the  existence  of  siicb  an  abuse  as  was  em- 
bodied in  the  statement  just  made.  The 
House  must  have  beard  that  statement  with 
horror.  He  bimKelf  had  never  heard  any 
statement  similar  to  that  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  made.  Had  the  facts 
alleged  been  true  he  was  quite  satisfied 
that  they  would  have  been  represented  to 
him,  and  hod  they  been  so  represented,  he 
would  have  insisted  on  the  fullest  investi- 
gation of  tfaem.  He  would  agun  repeat, 
that  he  could  not  believe  that  such  an 
abuse  exbled,  otherwise  he  should  have 
heard  of  it- 
Mr.  JVakki/:  Will  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet deem  it  his  duty,  after  tbe  alatemeot 
which  he  had  now  made,  to  inquire  into 
the  subject? 

Sir  Jamet  Graham  ;  Most  certainly ;  I 
shall  institute  bd  inquiry  this  very  night. 

ArPAiBS  Of  GrbbckI  On  the  Motion 
that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Lxchequer  Bills  Bill  be 
now  read. 

Viscount  Palmeriton  said :  Sir,  in  mak- 
ing the  obeervationt  which  1  am  about 
submit  to  tbe  Hou>e  relative  to  the  king- 
don  of  Greece,  1  feel  that  I  cannot  claim 
tbe  attention  of  the  House  on  thi 
that  tbe  subject  which  I  am  going  to 
bring  under  its  consideration  concerns 
either  the  military  or  the  political  inter- 
ests of  the  country,  or  its  commer- 
cial or  even  its  pecuniary  interests,  tt 
any  very  considerable  extent.  Politically, 
ne  have  no  interests  worth  mentioning 
with  regard  to  the  kingdom  of  Greece. 
That  State  is  not  sufficiently  important  to 
form  an  estential  clement  in  the  general 
balance  of  European  power;  we  have, 
therefore,  do  peculiar  political  inleieit 
with  respect  to  tbe  kingdom  of  Greece. 
Tbe  commerce  of  Greece  cannot  by  any 
poscibility  be  very  extensive,  and,  there- 
fore, we  can  have  no  oommercial  or  selfish 
inlerisu  there  to  fflainUiu.    In  a  pecuni* 


ary  point  of  view,  indeed,  we  are,  to  a 
certain  degree,  concerned,  because  we  are 
now  paying  for  Greece  a  portion  of  the  in- 
terest upon  the  Greek  loan  which  wai 
guaranteed  by  the  three  protecting  Powers; 
'-'  nnything  which  tends  to  retain  Greec« 
state  of  disorder,  and  to  continue  to 
prevent  her  from  paying  tbe  interest  upon 
her  own  debt,  must,  to  a  certain  extent, 
affect  this  country  in  a  pecuniary  point  of 
It  tbe  subject  has  higher  claims 
upon  the  attention  of  the  House  and  thtt 
country,  because  it  concerns  the  honour 
and  good  faith  of  Great  Brituo.  Tbe 
circumstances  which  led  to  the  •slab' 
lishment  of  the  kingdom  of  Oreece  are 
well  known-  Every  one  must  remember 
that  there  broke  out  in  Greece  in  1820 
a  general  resistance  to  the  Turkish  au- 
thority. That  resistance  continued  from 
1820  till  1827,  during  which  time  m 
sanguinary  and  eiterminating  war  was 
carried  on  between  the  Turkish  troops 
and  the  Greek  nation.  In  1827,  En^ 
land,  Russia,  and  France,  concurred  in 
the  determination  to  put  a  stop  to 
those  hostilities,  and  to  erect  Greece  into 
a  separate  and  independent  State ;  and 
the  reEuH  was,  that  the  kingdom  of 
Greece  was  so  constituted,  and  England 
and  the  other  two  Powers  guaranteed  by 
Treaty  tbe  independence  and  integrity  of 
thai  kingdom.  I  say,  therefore,  that  any- 
thing which  threatens  the  independencs 
which  we  have  gua  ran  leed^-any  thing  which 
threatens  the  prosperity  of  that  kingdom 
which  we  were  parties  to  create,  affects 
directly,  and  in  a  material  respect,  the  ho- 
nour of  the  British  Crown-  Afier  thoaa 
transactions  which  created  the  kingdom  of 
Greece,  and  deBned  its  frontier,  a  )^>°g 
was  appointed,  and  that  King  being  of 
tender  age,  a  Council  of  Regency  was  sent 
from  Bavaria  to  administer  tbe  affairs  of 
the  country.  That  regency  has  been  much 
abused.  No  doubt  faults  were  committed 
by  members  of  the  regency-  Theirs  was 
the  great  fault  of  quarrelling  among  them- 
selves. There  were  intrigues  and  cabal- 
ling amongst  then,  one  against  the  other; 
but  be  their  fmltt  what  they  may,  they 
conferred  upon  Greece  great  and  substan- 
tial benefiu.  They  established  in  Greece 
what  may  be  called  ponular  aswrnblict. 
They  gave  it  municipal  corporations— 
they  established  freedom  of  the  press, 
trial  by  jury,  a  national  Charck,  pro* 
Tincial  assemblies,  and  they  laid  the 
foundation  for  that  general  representa- 
tive sonslitulioti  wbiEli  the   thrte  ollM 
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Poners  Iiad  promised  to  the  Greeks,  end 
which  the  King  of  Bavsria,  the  father 
of  the  Snvereign,  end  acting  as  his  tutor 
during  his  minoritj,  had  promiied  them, 
■nd  which  the  son  hiraielf,  on  coming  of 
a^,  had  also  promised.  That  constitu- 
tion, so  long  promised,  was  long  delayed; 
and  during  the  early  yean  of  the  King's 
reign — after  the  regency  had  ceased,  and 
the  King  had  assumed  the  functions  of 
Gorernmenl — through  the  agency  of  those 
who  had  been  successively  engaged  as  Mi- 
nisters,  great  abuses  prevailed — great  and 
terrible  oppressions  were  ^raccis^  on  the 
Greeks  ;  there  was  a  lavish  expenditure 
end  squandering  of  the  public  funds  in  the 
maintenance  of  a  had  system  ;  and  the  re- 
suit  was  that  the  finances  of  the  Govero- 
nent  were  unable  to  meet  the  current  ex- 
penditure— the  interest  of  the  loan  was  un- 
paid, and  the  payment  of  that  interest  was 
thus  thrown  upon  the  guaranteeing  Potrers. 
At  last  the  discontent  of  the  Greek  nation 
at  the  mingovernmeiit  under  which  they 
suffered  got  to  such  a  pitch,  and  was  so 
universal,  that  in  the  month  of  September, 
1643,  by  the  almost  unanimous  act  of 
the  Greek  nation,  a  calm,  a  peaceful, 
and  tranquil  revolution  was,  in  the  course 
of  a  few  hours,  effected.  What  was  re- 
quired was,  that  Greece  should  receive 
from  the  Sovereign  that  representative 
constitution  which  had  been  already  gua- 
ranteed to  it.  A  general  assembly  was 
summoned.  It  sut  for  many  months,  and, 
in  conjunction  with  the  royal  authority, 
completed  a  code  for  a  representative  go- 
vernment for  Greece.  Those  who  only 
looked  to  the  surface  of  things,  who  did 
not  keep  a  strict  watch,  or  who  were  not  ac- 
quainted with  thesecret  springs  of  thatsyi!- 
tem  which  was  in  operation  in  Greece, 
might  have  expected  that,  when  a  coni'tiiu- 
tion  was  established,  things  would  go  on  in 
a  different  way;  that  the  (Sovereign  would 
hs  content  to  act  within  the  limits  of  the 
constitution,  and  that  the  people  would  be 
allowed  to  enjoy  those  privileges  and  that 
security  to  which,  by  the  constitution, 
they  were  entitled.  I  am  sorry  to  say 
that  this  was  not  the  case.  The  Minister 
who  had  been  called  to  act,  Mavrocordato, 
was  an  enlightened  man  and  a  good  pa- 
triot, anxious  to  secure  by  cunstiiutional 
means  the  happiness  and  welfare  of  his 
country.  He  was,  however,  on  that 
very  account,  sonn  removed  from  of- 
fice, and  his  pluce  was  taken  hy  a  man  of 
a  very  different  description.  The  present 
Minister  of  Greece,  Coletti,  was  educated 


in  the  school  of  Ali  Pacha  of  Jannba,  where 
he  had  imUbed  principles  yerj  difierent 
from  those  which  would  fit  a  man  to  admi- 
nister a  constitutional  ayatera.  For  a  con- 
siderable time  past  Greece  has,  step  hj 
step,  been  falling  into  a  state  of  the  mort 
dreadful  anarchy.  The  constitution  hu 
been  virtually  set  aside  j  arlutrary  acta  of 
power  have  been  practised  everywhere. 
Elections  took  place  for  a  representa- 
tive assembly;  hut  in  many  places  these 
elections  were  controlled  by  an  armed 
force  employed  for  that  purpose  by  the 
Government ;  and  where  the  Gorem- 
ment  was  not  able  to  control  the  elec- 
tions at  the  hustings,  the  memben  who 
had  been  duly  elected  were  set  aside 
Ly  the  arbitrary  decision  of  a  Committee 
of  the  Chamber,  appointed  unconstitu- 
tionally hy  the  Government,  expressly  for 
the  purpose  of  expelling  every  man  who 
was  hostile  to  the  Government.  Judges 
have  been  dismissed  because  it  was  thought 
they  would  administer  the  law  with  justice; 
others  have  been  transferred  from  place  to 
place,  as  best  suited  the  interests  and  views 
of  the  Government.  The  liberty  of  the 
press  has  been  shackled.  Tyranny  of  tho 
most  grievous  kind  has  been  exercised  on 
the  people.  The  recular  army  has  been  die- 
banded,  and  in  its  place  bends  of  palikars— 
robbers  and  plunderers,  have  been  employed 
under  the  orders  of  the  Government.  The 
most  dreadful  excesses  have  been  practised 
upon  the  unfortunate  people.  Torture 
has  again  been  used— 4  practice  that  ex- 
isted before  the  constitution  was  formed; 
and  Gentlemen  in  this  House  will  hardly 
believe  that  in  a  Christian  country,  and 
amongst  a  people  that  profess  to  be  a  civi- 
lised nation,  such  abominations  could  take 
place  as  those  that  have  been  practised  in 
Greece.  This  was  the  mode  of  proceeding 
used  before  the  constitution,  and  I  believe 
it  is  now  repeated  for  the  same  purposea. 
When  vengeance  is  intended  to  be  taken 
on  a  village,  either  on  accoiint  of  the  ab. 
sconding  of  conscripts,  or  for  supposed 
excesses  committed  by  an  individual,  a 
number  of  the  inhabitants  are  seised; 
some  are  suspended  by  the  feet,  swung 
like  a  pendulum,  and  beaten  as  they  are 
swung ;  some  are  tied  by  the  bands  and 
feet,  and  a  ramrod  run  through  the  calves 
of  their  legs :  some  are  laid  on  their  backs. 
and  a  great  heavy  stone  placed  on  ibeir 
chests,  and  there  they  are  left  to  straggle 
till  thcv  are  nearly  luSocated,  and  untti 
life  is  almost  extinct.  TheK  facts  cannot 
be  denied ;  and  to  such  a  pilch  have  these 
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barbarous  proceedingt  been  carried,  that 
wild  cats  bave  been  tied  up  in  the  loose 
(IresKS  of  the  peasant  women  1  The  man 
Tyinoa,  wbo  bai  been  thegreat  actor  in  these 
cruelties,  is  now  under  the  protection  of  the 
Greek  Government,  These  things  are  still 
going  on,  I  bold  in  mj  band  a  petition  from 
ft  certain  number  of  persona  jn  Mycame, 
who  state  that  they  themselves  were  the 
victims  of  proceedings  of  this  kind ;  that 
fifty  members  of  their  village  were  carried 
off  by  a  band  of  Falikari,  and  subjected  to 
this  torture,  and  to  these  atrocious  pro- 
ceedings. Of  couTse  the  revenue  of  the 
country  is  squandered  upon  these  armed 
banditti,  and  the  regular  service  of  the 
State  is  left  in  arrear;  tbe  interest 
of  the  debt  is  thrown  on  the  three  al- 
lied guaranteeing  Powers,  and  no  effort 
whatever  has  been  made  towards  pay* 
ment  by  the  Government  of  Greece. 
Now,  I  should  like  to  ask  Her  Majeg* 
ty's  GovemmeDt  why  they  have  not  at 
length  insisted  on  the  execution  of  that 
Treaty  stipulation  by  which  tbe  Go- 
vernment of  Greece  were  bound  to  apply 
to  the  paymentof  the  interest  of  their  debt 
the  first  produce  of  the  public  revenue? 
That  was  the  condition  of  the  Treaty  of 
1832.  I  am  not  certain  whether,  by 
some  subsequent  arrangement,  specified 
branches  of  revenue  were  to  be  appro* 
priatcd  to  the  purpose.  But  whichever  of 
the  two  arrangenienls  is  now  in  farce, 
we  are  entitled  to  exact  compliance  with 
it.  The  Government  of  Greece  should 
be  compelled  to  have  recourse  to  every 
method  of  economy ;  and  no  method  of 
economy  is  so  certain  in  its  effects, 
ai  to  put  in  offices  of  trust  bonest  men 
who  will  not  abuse  the  power  that  is 
given  to  them.  I  say,  therefore,  that 
we  are  entitled,  both  in  our  capacity 
of  crediton  of  Greece,  and  in  our  ca- 
pacity of  guaranteers  of  the  independence 
and  integrity  of  Greece,  to  give  strong 
advice,  and  to  make  urgent  representations 
to  ita  Government  on  these  matters.  I 
have  stated  the  nature  of  the  disorders 
that  prevail  in  Greece;  there  is  no  se- 
curity for  life  and  property  in  any  part 
of  the  kingdom  ;  and  assaaainations  occur 
even  in  the  very  capital  of  the  cuuntry. 
But  these  depredations  are  not  cnnGned  to 
Greece  and  Greek  subjects.  There  is  an 
organized  system  of  rapine  established  on 
the  Greek  frontier,  to  be  exercised  on  the 
neigbbouriog  dintricts  of  Turkey ;  and 
thereby  the  most  serious  differences  are 
liable  at  any  dme  to    arise    between  tbe 
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TurVisfa  Government  and  tbe  Government  . 
of  Greece,  Therefore,  we  who  are  the 
parties  that  guaranteed  the  independence 
of  Greece,  and  who  may  be  called  on  to 
defend  Greece,  if  she  be  attacked  by  the 
Turks,  have  a  right  to  require  that  the 
Greek  Government  shall  abstain  from  pro- 
ceedings which  are  so  calculated  to  bring 
them  into  collision  and  hostility  with  the 
neighbouring  country.  Now,  perhaps, 
I  shall  be  told  that  all  this  bos  arisen 
from  the  struggle  which  u  constantly 
going  on  in  Greece  between  the  varioua 
parties  who  range  themselves  under  the 
standard  of  different  Foreign  Powers.  I 
shall  be  told  that  it  is  owing  to  the 
disputes  between  the  "  English  party,"  and 
the  "  Rus^an  party,"  and  the  "  French 
party."  What  Russian  parly  or  French 
party  there  may  be,  it  is  not  for  me  to  say ; 
but  I  do  take  upon  myself  to  assert  that  an 
English  party  there  is  not,  never  has  been, 
never  will  be,  and  never  can  be  in  Greece, 
any  more  than  in  any  other  independent 
country  in  the  world.  Sir,  we  want  no 
party  in  any  country.  The  EngUsh  party 
in  Greece — that  which  is  called  the  English 
party  in  Greece — is  that  which  was  tbe 
English  patty  in  Spain,  and  which  is  the 
English  party  in  every  country  in  the 
world  with  which  we  have  any  rela> 
tions,  or  in  which  we  can  exert  any 
influence;  it  is  the  national  party;  it  is 
the  party  who  look  only  to  tbe  inter- 
ests of  their  own  country ;  and  it  it  only 
according  as  any  party  in  a  foreign  coun- 
try are  animated  by  such  feelings,  that  we 
can  have  any  motive  for  supporting  or 
assisting  them  in  our  relations  with  them. 
Why  what  earthly  advantage — English 
advantage — can  we  expect  or  wish  to  ob- 
tain from  Greece?  I  am  sure  I  speak 
not  only  for  the  late  Government,  but 
also  for  the  Government  that  now  exists, 
when  I  say,  that  the  only  interest  which 
England  can  have  to  consult  in  its  relations 
with  Greece,  18  to  give  such  support  and 
countenance  as  we  can  property  giva  ta 
parties  in  a  foreign  country  — to  those 
men  who  ore  best  calculated  and  most 
disposed  to  promote  the  welfare  and 
prosperity  and  political  independence  of 
their  own  country.  But  then  it  is  said 
that  there  w  a  struggle  between  these  par- 
ties ;  that  Mavrocordato  was  considered  as 
the  representative  of  the  English  party, 
and  that  his  dismissal  was  wholly  and 
solely  upon  that  account.  Now  I  am  quite 
sure  that  Mavrocordato  would  repel  with 
disdain  the  imputation  of  having  exercised 
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mj  influence,  or  of  having  entertained 
wiih.  to  serre  the  Tiews  or  object*  of  any 
foreign  countrj,  if  thme  riewi  did  not  pro- 
mote tli  e  intereit  and  independence  of  Greece. 
Colletti,  to  be  aure.  may  alio  luppose  that 
he  ia  pronoting  the  intereit  and  indepen> 
dence  of  Greece.  He  may  imagine  that 
Gonititutional  govemmenta  are  Tery  bad 
thinga,  and  that  by  driving  the  Greeki  to 
deapair,  and  creating  diacontent  and  diaw- 
tiifaction  throughout  erery  part  of  the 
CtKinlry,  he  may  produce  ontbreali*  trhicb 
vill  tend  to  make  men  believe  that  the 
Greeks  are  unfit  for  constitutional  govern- 
ment}  and  that  he  and  that  party  who  visb 
to  eatabliih  arbitrary  power  will  rhen  be 
able  to  appeal  to  experience  for  the  purpose 
of  ahowing  that  their  ayitem  of  guvem- 
ment  ia  the  only  one  suited  to  the  pre- 
•ent  condition  of  the  people  of  Greece. 
But  auch  an  opinion  would  be  utterly 
unfounded,  becnuae  any  man  who  has 
attended  to  the  course  purtued  by  the 
Grtek  Aasembly  in  establishing  their  con- 
ititution,  will  admit  that  it  was  impossible 
for  any  men  of  any  nation  to  show  them- 
aelves  more  deserving  o{  the  liberties  and 
privileges  they  thereby  acquired.  1  caonot 
believe  that  the  Government  of  France  can 
really  partake  iu  the  views  which  alone 
appear  to  to  me  as  ofiering  an  explanation 
of  the  conduct  of  Coletti.  What  possible 
interest  can  France  have  in  crushing  the 
riung  liberties  of  Greece  ?  What  possible 
intereat  can  France  have  in  preventing 
Greece  from  gaining  that  degree  of  pros- 
perity and  happiness  which  its  limited  ex. 
lent  permits  it  to  acquire?  Greece  never 
tan  become  formidable  among  the  Powers 
rf  Europe.  Her  small  siie  prevent!  it — her 
limited  populationandher geographical  posi- 
tion prevent  it,  Greece  never  can  he  any- 
thing but  a  prosperous,  commercial,  and  in- 
tellectual community.  That  she  will  be; 
and  I  think  that  the  French  nation, 
who  attach  such  value  to  the  constitu- 
tional liberties  which  they  have  acquired, 
ought  to  sympatbiie  with  the  people  of 
Greece,  and,  instead  of  desiring  to  sup- 
pott  any  faction  which  endeavours  to  over- 
throvr  the  constitution  aod  to  tyranniu 
over  the  people,  ought,  on  the  contrary, 
to  wish  for  the  maintenance  of  Grecian 
independence,  and  deaire  to  see  the  Greeks 
enjoy  those  constitutional  bleasings  which 
the  French  pride  themselves  upon.  I 
would  urge  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  apneal  to  the  French  Government 
on  thu  nutter,  to  press  upon  their 
ftttntisD  tbi  hoiribis  ctueltiai  and  abomi- 


nable abusea  which  ate  now  going  on 
in  Greece,  and  to  remind  them  of 
the  obligations  which  France,  aa  well  oa 
England,  has  contracted  by  the  Tre^tj  to 
which   France,  as  well  as  England,  ia  a 

Ertv ;  and  I  cannot  but  believe  that  if 
iglandand  Francewere  cordially  to  unite, 
not  caring  about  the  nameof  the  individual 
who  may  act  as  Minister,  and  casting  aside 
all  those  little  Jealousies  and  petty  vanities 
which  sometimes  are  permitted  to  influence 
the  conduct  of  the  agents  of  Governmeata, 
and  were  to  express  a  firm  detenninatimi 
that  order  should  he  re-established  in 
Greece,  and  that  the  constitution  which 
haa  been  granted,  according  to  the  promiae 
of  the  Three  Powers,  should  not  he  aet 
aside  by  the  unjustifiable  exercise  of  arbi- 
trary power  (and  I  cannot  persuade  myaelf 
that  Kusfia  would  not  also  concur  in  auch  a 
course) — I  sincerely  believe  that  auch  joint 
eflorts  would  be  succeasful.  But  even 
if  we  are  left  to  act  alone,  we  are  entitled 
to  demand  the  executlou  of  the  Treaty — we 
are  entitled  to  demand  that  the  first  prodace 
of  the  revenue  shall  he  set  aside  for  the 
payment  of  the  interest  of  that  portion  of 
the  debt  which  we  ourselves  have  guar- 
anteed; and  I  think  that  a  display  of 
energy  and  firmness  on  the  part  of  Gnat 
Britain  in  that  matter,  would  not  fail 
to  have  the  best,  the  most  dedrahla 
effects  on  the  course  of  events  in  Greeob 
It  may  suit  the  views  of  those  who  labour 
to  produce  disorganization  in  foreign  coun- 
tries, to  represent  England  as  anxious 
everywhere  to  establish  political  ascends 
ancy;  but.  Heaven  knows,  the  alarm  of 
these  people,  if  there  be  any  who  entertain 
such  alarm  in  sincerity,  must  by  this  time 
havepretty  well  abated ;  for,  as  to  "  poli- 
tical ascendancy,"  or  influence  in  any  part 
of  the  world,  of  that  charge  the  pietent 
Government  of  England  may  be  most 
entirely  acquitted.  But  the  people  wbo 
make  that  charge,  make  it  with  an  Ottet 
ignorance  of  everythieg  belonging  to  the 
political  cunilition  and  possible  views  of 
England.  We  cannot  he  like  the  old  Bo* 
mans,  whose  motto  was,  Regere  unpem 
populot.  England  never  can  look — the 
feelings  of  the  country  never  can  permit 
that  we  should  look— to  foreign  conquest, 
or  endeavour  to  obtstin  politi^  influence, 
other  than  that  which  is  for  the  good  of  the 
country  in  which  such  influence  may  be 
exercised.  I  can  quite  understand  that 
when  we  may  hate  the  misfortune  to 
be  at  war  with  a  great  Foreign  Power, 
na  might  thin  endearour  to  tiubliih  u 
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coune  of  hostilities;  but  in  time  ot~  peace, 
we  can  look  for  no  political  influence  except 
that  which  is  beneficial  to  those  over  whom 
it  ii  exerted.  I  consider  the  love  of  con- 
quest by  war  as  one  of  the  distinguishing 
marks  oif  a  barbarous  age :  in  proportion  as 
nations  advance  in  civilization,  in  that  same 
proportioii  they  cease  to  think  it  a  glory  to 
inflict  upon  their  neighbours  that  greaiest 
of  all  wrongs  which  consists  in  conquest 
bj  violence ;  they  cease  to  seek  glory  by 
conquest  They  aspire  to  iho.se  greater 
glonet  which  consist  in  the  cultivation  of 
the  arts  of  peace.  It  is  in  the  spirit  of  the 
people  of  ihU  country,  and  it  ought  always 
to  be  in  the  spirit  of  the  Government  of 
this  country,  to  endeavour,  as  far  as  the 
political  iofluence  of  England  may  ex- 
tend, to  take  care  that  such  influence 
sbalt  be  exerted  to  protect  the  weak,  to 
rescue  the  oppressed,  to  extend  civilization, 
and  to  confer,  as  far  as  we  are  able  to  do 
so,  the  blessings  of  peace,  independence, 
and  happiness  upon  all  nations  with  nhich 
we  hare  any  relations  whatever.  I  say, 
then,  that  there  ought  to  be  no  jealousy 
with  re^rd  to  England  in  the  minds  either 
of  the  French  or  of  the  Russian  Govern- 
ment; that  in  Greece  there  is  no  conflict  of 
foreign  interests;  that  we  have  no  sclGsb 
objects  to  pursue ;  but  that  we  are  bound, 
in  the  performance  of  a  dutf,  to  exert 
all  the  influence  which  either  Trenties  or 
our  political  position  may  give  us,  to  secure 
happiness  to  the  Greeks  uoder  an  inde- 
pendent and  constitutional  Government — 
to  confer  which  upon  the  Greek  nation 
was  the  object,  as  it  ought  to  be  the  result, 
of  the  Treaties  <>f  1827  end  1S32.  Sir,  I 
have  no  Motion  to  submit  to  the  House 
upon  this  subject.  I  could  not  see  that 
which  I  have  read  in  the  newspapers 
of  the  atrocities  now  going  on  in  Greece, 
and  permit  the  Session  to  pass  over  with- 
out oSering  some  observations  thereupon 
to  the  House.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  Government  shares  in  the  anxiety 
which  1  myself  feet  i  but  I  have  a  doubt 
as  to   the  energy  with  which  they  will 

five  effect  to  their  feelings.  I  trust, 
owever,  that  I  may  be  mistaken ;  that 
they  will  do  that  which  I  think  they 
may  do  iucceaafully  ;  and  that  the  Greek 
nation  having,  in  the  first  place,  owed 
greatly  to  this  country  the  establish- 
ment of  their  independence  aa  a  free  and 
•eparatt  nation,  may  also  owe  to  ui  the 
ftiran  »bligatioii  n  baiog  Mcuicd  la  the 


enjoyment  of  thoae  constitutional  privi- 
leges  which  have  been  conferred  upon 
them  with  the  sanction  and  concurrence  of 
their  Sovereign. 

Mr.  Baillie  Cochrane  said,  it  was  now 
only  two  years  since  a  change  took  place 
in  Greece  which  astonished  the  whole  of 
Europe.  He  did  not  use  the  term  "  revo- 
tution,"  because  the  people  themiielves  dis< 
claimed  it,  declaring  that  they  had  only 
asserted  their  just  and  unalterable  rights. 
He  was  no  advocate  for  ap]X!ais  to  the  peo- 
ple, or  declarations  of  right ;  but  he  con- 
ceived that  to  Greece  must  be  applied  very 
different  principles  to  those  which  should 
regulate  other  European  organizations. 
She  had  shaken  off  the  yoke  of  Turkey, 
and  whatever  might  be  our  opinion  of  the 
advantage  of  preserving  the  integrity  of  the 
Ottoman  empire,  she  had  exercised  her 
sovereignty  of  Greece  with  as  much  via> 
lence  as  she  had  used  in  its  attainment. 
The  independence  of  Greece  wat  acknow- 
ledged in  most  flattering  terms  by  the 
great  Powers.  They  were  supposed  to  be 
consulted  in  the  selection  of  a  Sovereign. 
Every  proclamation  exhorted  the  Greeka 
to  rally  round  their  glorious  constitution, 
to  cherish  their  liberties.  Kins  Otho  was 
received  with  all  the  enthusiastic  confi- 
dence of  a  people  who,  when  they  lost 
their  original  power,  still  retained  their 
original  greatness  of  mind.  It  was  a  glo- 
dawn  for  a  young  nation.     Every 


lieart  warmed  at  the  idea  of 


^vmg 


back 


But  the  feeling  was  very  ge- 
'  '    tlie 


civiliza 

neral,  that  no  man  ever  ascended  I 
throne  under  happier  auspices.  His  own 
language  on  assuming  the  Government 
was,  "  Place  your  trust  in  me,  0  Greeks, 
as  I  place  mine  in  you;  then  will  your 
happiness  and  intelligence  be  augmented." 
He  would  in  courtesy  extend  to  the  King 
of  Greece  the  same  great  elemental  princi- 
ple, that  "the  King  can  do  no  wrong," 
vrhich  was  the  basis  of  constitutional  mo- 
narchy; nor  would  he  be  wanting  in  that 
respectful  language  which  should  always 
be  heard  at  the  footstool  of  the  throne  in 
the  few  remarks  with  which  he  should 
trouble  the  House.  He  should  assume 
that  the  King,  equally  with  the  people, 
was  the  victim  of  a  low  intriguer— the 
victim  of  M.  Colctti.  That  was  not  an 
exaggerated  term.  He  vould  appeal  to 
any  hon.  Member  srho  was  in  communica- 
tion with  Greece,  whether  tha  account! 
from  that  country  of  Mt  Colettl'a  eondual 
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did  not  fully  bear  out  hia  luteitioniP    la  knonladged  to  lie  the  aUeit  i 

this  country  of  well-regulated  and  eiiab-  in    that    country,    and    far    auperior    to 

lUhed  inKlitutioDH,  it  wai  impoinble  to  con-  all   those  petty  party  dUtinctiona  which 

ceive  the  eiceMe*  which  had  been  practised  were  k  paramount  \a  the  consideration  of 

upon   the  people  under  the  authority  of  inferior  men.     At  the  period  when  the  ne- 

the  GoTemment.    The  barba»itie»  exer-  gotiationa  were  carrying  on  between  MM. 

cl»ed  under  orden  were  bo  atrocious,  that  Coletli  and  Marrocordato,  the  latter  jn- 

the  officers  in  command  declined  to  enter  liated  on  the  necessity  of  forming  a  &»• 

into   particulars.     In  one    of  the    recent  :  lition  of  all  parties,  as  the  only  method 

papers  he  read  a  letter  &om  M.  Crieyis,  which  could  give  stability  to  the  Gorem- 

Governor  of  Etolia,  a  man  not  too  well  ment.      Now,  let    them    iairly    consider 

disposed  towards  the  moderate  party ;  from  M,    Piscatory's  conduct  in   April,   1844. 


that  letter  this  was  an  exln 

"After  haTiDg  preiented  this 
tha  Mioisler,  it  ii  nov  my  duly  to  obierve  to 
biro,  that  it  is  absolutely  esieutjal  ibe  Go- 
veroment  should  lake  prompt  and  efficBcious 
tneans  to  remedy  this  state  of  things,  or  other- 
wise I  request  the  Government  to  accept  my 
resigoation ;  because  it  is  repugnsnt  to  me  to 
remaio  in  the  governmeDtof  a  province  where 
the  other  ofGceis  in  command,  whether  de- 
signedly or  unintenliooally,  exercise  such 
grois  violence,  that  they  e:(cite  the  popula- 
tion to  acts  of  rebellion,  compel  them  to  take 
up  arms  against  the  Government — &n]ftbin|[ 
to  relieve  themselves  from  that  oppretsion, 
penonsl,  material,  and  moral,  with  which 
these  officers  eudeavout  to  crush  tbem." 
That  extract  gave  them  great  Insight  into 
the  case.  The  people  were  driven  to  vio- 
lence, so  that  tlieit  conduct  might  convey 
an  impression  to  Europe  that  their  nation 
was  not  fit  for  constitutional  government. 
Pmm  all  accounts,  that  appeal^  to  be  the 
real  sense  of  M.  Coletti's  policy.  And 
now,  who  waa  tlie  fountain-head  of  all  this 
mischief?  He  waa  well  known  to  all 
Greece  as  M.  Piscatory.  M.  Coleiti  was 
the  mere  tool  in  the  handa  of  the  French 
Minister.  Even  so  far  back  as  1841,  M. 
Piscatory  boasted,  *'  He  had  overthrown 
tlie  English  party  of  Mavrocordato,  and 
establiahed  tbe  French  Goveioment  of  M. 
Christides."  Now,  he  roust  humbly  sug- 
gest, that  it  was  most  pernicious  policy  for 
any  foreign  Minister  to  embark  in  intrigues 
in  the  view  of  overturning  any  particular 
Government.  To  speak  of  French  influ- 
ence, English  and  Russian  influence,  was 
insulting  to  the  country. 
against  M.  Coletti's  Gu\ 
it  was  absolutely  noxious  to  the  country 
because  it  heaped  insults  on  the  heads  of  |  provi 
t  countrymen 


He  was  of  Sir  E.  Lyons'  opinion,  that 
any  Ministry  which  did  not  comprehend 
MM.  Mavrocordato  and  Colettl,  would 
be  imperfect.  He  said  of  M.  ColetU,  "  It 
is  evident  that  M.  Colettl  is  not  fit  for  a 
regular  Govemment."  What,  then,  was 
the  cause  of  the  sudden  change  in  M.  Pis- 
catory's policy  ?  Why,  the  attacks  uf  tlw 
French  press,  which,  with  that  jealous 
vanity  which  was  the  great  instinct  of  iba 
nation,  charged  him  with  weakness  fitr 
allowing  M.  Mavrocordato  to  remain  in 
office ;  moreover,  at  that  time  some  little 
misunderstanding  between  the  two  Govem- 
ments  arose.  M.  Piscatory  thought  be 
would  aoticipate  events,  and  become  one  of 
the  great  leaders  of  the  war  party ;  and, 
therefore,  that  he  could  never  aufficiently 
entangle  the  affairs  of  Greece.  Thoaa 
were  considerations  which  made  him  talte 


Bo  active  a  port  with  M.  Coletti— ^riviac 
him  in  hia  own  carriage  to  the  csud^ 
chamber,  and  showing  his  interference  in 
the  most  public  and  officious  manner.  And 
how  had  this  Govemment,  supported  by 
French  influence,  the  offspring  of  Frendt 
intrigue,  conducted  themselveiT  He  had 
mentioned  the  atrocious  conduct  of  aoma 
of  the  subordinates  of  the  UovemmeDt: 
one-third  had  been  expelled  at  the  wilt  of 
the  Minister,  and  it  was  now  propoaed  to 
create  twelve  new  members  of  the  Senate. 
General  Grivaa,  a  notorious  rebel,  who 
commanded  a  troop  of  brigands,  and  bed 
been  exiled  lo  Constantinople  br  Mavro* 
cordato,  was  released  by  M.  Coletti,  and 
made  commander  of  the  forces.  Tbetowa 
appealed  of  Athens  was  full  of  irregular  troops  who 
t,  because  |  lived  by  the  wildest  exceswt.  Tbere  waa 
a  perfect  stagnation  to  commerce.  Tbe 
were   in  revolt,  the  Chambm 


tho»e  among  our  countrymen  who  sacri-  I  controlled  by  illegal  means,  the  naiiooal 
ficed  themselves  in  the  war  of  independ-  land*  were  seiced  and  distributed  lo  all  the 
ence ;  because  it  sot  aside  all  British  inte-  moat  worthless ;  and  if  tbe  sutue  of  I-av 
rests — the  interests  of  those  who  were,  '  was  not  wholly  overthrown,  it  at  least  tot- 
after  all,  the  chief  supporters  of  the  tered  to  its  base.  Promotion  through  evny 
Greek  cause.  He  looked  to  M.  Mavro-  grade  was  lavished  without  tacaiure  or  >«• 
cordato,  because  he  was  universally  ac- 1  fectioo,  save  that  of  the  nasi  licentioiu ; 
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for  it  wBi  the  rdgn  of  licenie.  Such  wu 
tbe  condition  of  a  country  which  we  fos- 
tered, orer  wfaow  growth  and  education 
ire  pledged  ounelres  to  watch ;  and  jet  the 
blame  was  not  to  ui;  all  had  been  done  hj 
Sir  £.  Lyons  that  coutd  bv  any  pouibility 
avert  theu  calamitiei.  In  the  pages  of  the 
history  of  modem  Greece,  some  gallant 
British  names  were  chronicled ;  and  what 
had  been  the  fate  of  those  who  made  every 
sacrifice  for  the  land  of  their  adoption  F 
7'ake  the  case  of  General  Sir  Richard 
Church,  a  name  which  would  remain  in 
Greece  when  hit  persecutors  would  be  for- 
gotten, or  only  remembered  with  scora. 
General  Church  wm  a  distinguished  officer 
in  the  English  service,  and  sold  liis  corami»- 
aion  in  order  to  enable  him  to  devote  his  mo- 
neytotbeOreel  cause.  Had  General  Church 
not  convoked  the  Council  of  State  after  the 
3rd  of  Septemher,  the  King  was  lost ;  and 
the  Council,  had  it  not  been  for  the  influ- 
ence of  Sir  Richard  Church  and  Sir  Ed- 
mund Lyons,  were  prepared  to  propcae  such 
tfrms  as  would  have  compelled  Lis  abdi- 
cation. And  now,  after  all  that,  (he  con- 
duct of  the  Government  wati  so  insulting, 
that  Sir  Richard  whs  compelled  to  resign 
all  his  offices.  Sir  Edmund  Lyons,  whose 
exertions  for  ten  long  years  bad  been  de- 
voted to  the  real  interest  of  Greece  and  ils 
Soveingn— who  during  that  period  had 
never  once  returned  to  England—after  ten 
years  of  absence,  and  ten  years  of  unremit- 
ting toil,  found  all  his  efforts  were  fruitless. 
But  Sir  E.  Lyons  and  Sir  R.  Church  bad 
gained  that  saddest  of  all  rewards — the 
affection  of  the  natives  among  whom  they 
resided — the  approbation  of  their  Sove- 
reign. That  approbation,  h)  strongly  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the 
head  of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  had 
filled  them  with  gratitude.  Sir  R.  Church 
but  a  few  days  since  wrote  to  bim  (Mr. 
Cochnue]  thus: — 

"  You  placed  ma  in  the  tnoit  enviable  posi- 
tion in  the  world — that  of  receiving  the  appro- 
bation oF  my  conduct  by  the  Prime  Miniiter 
and  my  countrymen.  It  «as,  indeed,  tfae 
proudest  moment  of  my  life  when  I  read  Ibsl 
the  mention  of  my  name  was  received  with 
appTobaiioD  there,  and  which  id  amply  repaid 
my  wounded  feelingi.  I  with  I  could  convey 
my  feeling]  in  Bsuitable  manner  to  Sir  R.  Peel 
and  the  Members  of  the  House.'' 
Such  a  man  might  be  deprived  of  his  hon- 
ours, but  never  lose  his  honour.  It  might 
be  Hshed,  where  was  the  utility  of  com- 
menting so  earnestly  on  the  conduct  of 
M.  Coletri  and  liis  hirelinsi?  Could  the 
Government  interfere?     Were  they  justi- 


fied in  requiring  that  a  Minister  should  be 
appointed  worthy  of  the  nation  and  pos- 
lesaing  its  confidence  ?  Would  such  inter- 
ference be  regarded  with  jealousy  by  the 
people  themselves  t  These  were  vast  cob- 
lidenitiong,  on  which  it  would  ill  become 
him  to  venture  an  opinion.  The  influence 
of  M.  Piscatory  was  secretly  exercised. 
Like  the  mole  he  worked  in  the  dark,  and 
in  the  dirt.  What  representations,  then, 
could  be  made,  what  rules  enforced,  which 
might  not  be  evaded?  Under  no  circum- 
stances could  it  be  viewed  as  a  catia  belli, 
for  it  could  not  be  doubted  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  this  country  were  considered  in 
Greece  their  best  friends,  and  whose  kind- 
neas  had  been  proved  on  many  occasions; 
but  there  was  not  a  reasoning  man  who 
did  not  see  the  difficult  position  in  which 
they  were  placed.  The  very  name  of  Eng- 
lish, French,  and  Bussian  influences  was 
odious  to  the  pride  of  the  Greek  nation. 
But,  even  though  the  Government  must 
remain  silent,  he  still  was  rejoiced  that  the 
noble  ViKount  had  directed  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  the  present  condition  of 
that  country ;  people  who  perhaps  were 
wont  to  take  but  little  ioierest  in  foreign 
afiairs  could  at  least  know  the  poor  result 
of  all  our  exertions;  and  it  might  shame 
the  French  Government  into  a  course  of 
conduct  more  worthy  of  themselves.  He 
had  visited  the  countiy  on  diSerent  occa- 
rions,  and  had  always  left  it  with  regret; 
and  if  ever  he  should  again  visit  it,  he 
should  hope  to  find  still  undiminished  the 
confidence  which  the  nation  placed  in  tbe 
good  faith,  the  generosity,  and  the  sympa- 
thy of  Her  Maje'ty's  Government. 

Sir  K,  Petl:  Sir,  I  quite  admit  to  the 
noble  Lord  that  this  country  does  stand 
In  special  and  peculiar  relailona  tbwards 
Greece.  We  are  responsible  for  the 
foundation  of  that  kingdom,  which  waa 
established  on  ihe  sepuration  of  Greere 
from  Turkey,  and  upon  that  accoaol  thia 
country  must  always  feel  a  special  inter- 
est in  the  prosperity  and  good  govern- 
ment of  Greece.  We  are  alio  guaranleea 
of  the  integrity  of  that  kingdom,  and  we 
are,  therefore,  specially  answerable  that 
the  course  of  Government  in  that  country 
shall  be  such  as  not  to  provoke  just  re- 
clamations from  other  Powers,  and  sub- 
mit us  to  tbe  obligation  of  defendiog 
Greece  from  the  attacks  of  foreign  coun- 
tries. We  siand  also  in  another  relalion 
ro  Greece — ihe  relation  of  a  public  cred- 
We  have  advanced  the  money  of 
ibis  country   towards  tbe  establishment 
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of  KD  independent  GovernmeDt  in  Greece, 
■nd  the  debl  conttaeled  by  Greece  hns 
not  been  repaid.  As,  therefore,  guarao- 
teei  of  the  Intercity  of  Greece,  ai  having 
acted  liberally  towardt  ber  with  retpecl 
to  pecuniary  tnatteri,  and  Greece  baving 
contrscied  obligation!  toward*  thi*  coun- 
try wbicb  aha  bai  not  been  able  and  wil- 
ling to  diitharge— on  all  theae  accounti 
it  ii  impoiiible  to  deny  ibat  tbia  country 
ii  peculiarly  inierealed  in  and  baa  *  ape- 
cial  right  to  interfere  in  iba  affaiii  of 
Greece.  At  the  aaoie  time  it  ii  moat  de- 
•irable  that  we  ahould  raconcile  the  fulfil- 
ment of  the  obligBtiona  which  Greece 
owei  to  ua,  with  that  which  wai  our  para- 
mount object  in  interfering  at  all — namely, 
the  naioieDaDce  of  aelf-government,  aad 
of  the  integrity  and  independence  of  that 
couoiry;  and  we  ought,  therefore,  to  be 
very  careful  that,  in  enforcing  the  engage- 
menta  upon  Greece  which  we  certainly 
hare  a  right  to  enforce,  we  do  not  dearroy 
that  which  wai  our  paramount  object  in 
interfering  at  all,  namely,  the  power  of 
Greece,  by  the  adminiilraiian  of  its  own 
afFaira,  ollimately  to  acquire  the  poaition 
of  an  independent  Stale.  No  one  could 
have  witneaied  with  more  aatiafaction  than 
I  did-~Bnd  I  am  sure  in  ihii  I  apeak  the 
feeling  of  the  whole  Government —  the 
protpectB  that  opened  in  Greece  when 
deipolic  rule  terminated  in  iliat  country, 
and,  through  the  eierliona  of  its  own  in- 
habiiania  a  popular  and  coniiiiutional 
form  of  Government  wb>  citablished  ;  and 
though  we  felt  it  incumbent  upon  us  to 
institute  proceedings  to  intiit  upon  the 
satisfaction  of  those  engagements  into 
which  Greece  bad  entered  to  us,  though 
we  bad  long  complained  of  the  non-fullil- 
ment  of  those  engagements,  and  hnd  de- 
clared to  Greece  that  the  period  had  ar- 
rived when  we  could  remain  indifTerent 
and  pawive  no  longer,  still  a*  we  were  in- 
terested in  tbe  establishment  and  main- 
lenance  of  a  popular  and  constitutional 
Government  in  Greece,  a  Government 
founded  permanenily  on  sound  principles, 
on  principles  likely  to  insure  the  perma- 
nent prosperity  of  Greece,  vc  were  un- 
willing la  press  hardly  upon  her,  and 
were  moat  unwilling  also  to  interfere  with 
the  acts  of  that  Government  in  its  course 
of  reform,  by  preiiing  loo  eagerly  for  the 
fulfilment  of  those  engagements  by  which 
abe  is  bound  to  ua.  Therefore  we  have 
unwillia|ly  consented  to  the  pottpone- 
neot  of  tbon  CDgBgameali  jd(o  wblch 


Greece  has  entered  for  the  ptjmeat  of 
the  debt  due  to  tbts  country.  I  admit 
(hat  we  have  the  right,  under  our  Trea- 
ties with  Greece,  to  enTorce  the  payment 
of  this  mr^ney,  and  I  am  awan  of  ibe 
strong  power  tbe  Government  of  this 
country  have  in  tbeir  baoda,  in  caae  of 
Don-payment,  to  enforce  it.  I  know  we 
have  the  power,  and  the  GoverDment  of 
Greece  ought  lo  bear  it  in  mind.  We 
have  the  power  by  our  own  aepartte 
and  independent  act,  without  refereiice 
lo  what  may  be  the  intentions  of  the  other 
Powers  who  are  partiea  to  the  same  en- 
gagements. We  have  the  right  to  call 
for  tbe  immediate  payment  of  the  debt 
due  lo  us,  and  nf  enforcing  it  by  taking 
potseattoo  for  ouvielves  of  portions  of  tbe 
revenues  of  Greece.  At  the  same  time 
the  Houie  will  see  that  we  could  aot  re- 
sort 10  that  extreme  power  which  we  poa- 
sesB  under  the  Treaty,  without  bringing 
on  a  crisis,  fatal,  perhaps,  to  the  exial- 
ence  of  that  popular  form  of  Government 
in  Greece,  which  we  have  been  ioatni- 
mental  In  creating,  and  which  we  are 
anxious  should  continue.  1  will  not  go 
into  any  discusiion  of  the  coodjtions  nn- 
der  which  we  are  enlititled  to  exercise 
that  power;  there  can  be  no  doubt,  how- 
ever, that  tbe  power  exists ;  and  it  is 
wholly  from  the  Influence  of  the  motive 
I  have  referred  to,  by  which  we  have 
been  guided  from  the  first — the  desire  to 
see  Greece  posaesied  of  a  Government 
that  ahould  command  the  conBdence  of 
iti  subjects,  and  which  should  be  enabled 
to  lay  a  foundation  for  the  permanent 
prosperity  of  that  kingdom,  that  we  have 
refrained  from  exercising  that  power.  The 
House  will  readily  understand  that  I  have 
not  the  same  desire  which  is  felt  by  the 
noble  Lord  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
last  spoke,  of  discussing  the  merits  of  par- 
ticular individuals.  I  may  as  well  as 
others  have  strong  feelings  on  tbe  subject. 
1  may  have  ray  own  particular  teutiments 
as  to  the  conduct  of  this  or  that  public 
man;  but,  as  the  Minister  of  Eoglaod, 
I  feel  that  the  proper  duty  of  the  Execu- 
tive is  to  make  auch  repreacDlationa  (o 
the  Oovernment  of  Greece,  as  we  believe 
ihe  duty  Imposed  ou  us  require;  but, 
acting  with  a  desire  to  respect  the  integ- 
rity of  Greece  and  the  independence  of 
its  Government,  I  feel  that  it  is  not  my 
duty  to  pronounce  any  opinion  in  ibii 
House  of  the  conduct  of  M.  Coletti,  at 
Iha  Mil  of  hii  GoreinmsDt.    Ifl  iru  to 
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diicuia  here  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Colelti,  or 
of  M.  MaTrocotdaio,  or  the  policy  of  this 
or  ihat  Foreign  Miaisler,  or  if  I  were  here 
to  go  iolo  Ihe  coniideration  oflhequet- 
tion  of  why  thii  or  that  man  nas  turned 
oat  of  oSSce,  or  why  thii  oi  that  man  was 
appointed,  there  ii  no  limit  to  the  eitent 
of  Lhe  diicuiiion  whli^h  might,  and  doubt- 
leti  would,  be  provoked  as  lo  the  conduct 
ofForeign  Governinenta,  and  which  would 
extend  not  merely  to  Greece,  but  to  every 
other  country  with  which  we  have  diplo- 
matic relalioni.  And,  upon  the  whole, 
noihing  could  be  more  unsatiifactory 
than  luch  discussions,  and  nothing  would 
lets  conduce  to  the  maintenance  of 
amicable  relationt  between  s"^^  couiilriei 
than  that  ibeir  respective  MioUters  should 
be  liable  to  be  railed  upon  in  great  repre- 
sentative aasemhlies  like  the  House  of 
Cummaas  to  enter  into  reciprocal  discus- 
sions—for that  they  would  be  reciprocal 
there  can  be  no  doubt,  as  to  the  conduct  of 
particular  Ministers,  and  the  acts  of  parti- 
cular Governments.  I  abetaia  altogether, 
therefore,  from  commenting  on  the  con- 
duct of  individuals  who  have  heeu,  rr  who 
are  now,  connected  with  the  Greet  Go- 
vernment, or  of  the  acts  of  that  Govern- 
ment. Those  matters  have  formed  the 
subject  of  representations  from  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  the  Government  of 
Greece,  and  that  is  the  proper  mode  of 
proceeding.  I  may,  however,  be  permitted 
■0  far  to  transgress  the  rule  m;  duty  com- 
pels me  to  observe,  as  again  to  repeat,  that 
the  conduct  of  the  Governnient  of  Greece, 
and  the  conduct  of  Greece  towards  the 
distinguished  man  who  has  been  alluded 
to  already  lo-night  —  I  mean  General 
Church — does  involve,  on  the  part  of  the 
Gcjvernmenl  of  Greece,  and  on  the  part  of 
tliat  country,  if  it  approve  of  the  act,  a 
liability  to  the  charge  of  hnviug  been 
guilty  of  as  base  an  act  of  ingratitude  as  1 
ever  beard  of  being  perpetrat^.  I  believe 
General  Church  is  too  proud  to  make  any 
complaint,  and  he  may  rest  satisfied  that 
no  diamissal  bj  the  Govemment  of  Greece 
can  affect  his  high  and  unblemished  cha- 
racter, or  lessen  the  importance  of  his 
services  in  the  eves  of  Europe,  it  is  some 
consolation  also  to  know,  that  the  real 
Bufierers  from  such  acts  as  those  of  which 
General  Church  has  been  made  the  victim, 
are  not  the  objects  of  them  but  their  au- 
thors. The  noble  I.ord  must,  for  the  rea- 
sons I  bare  stated,  excuse  me  if  I  decline 
following  bim  into  the  detaib  into  which 
he  hat  entered.    As  I  said  before,  these 


are  subjects  which  are  fit  matters  for  re- 
presentation and  remonstrance  between  the 
Executive  Government  of  one  country  and 
another,  but  they  are  not  fit  matters  for 
discussion  on  my  part  in  this  assembly. 
The  noble  Lord  has  laid  down  a  rule  as  to 
what  should  he  the  character  of  our  inter- 
ference with  Foreign  Governments ;  but  he 
must  excuse  me  for  saying  that  his  rule  is 
not  very  distinct  or  definite.  The  true 
way  for  England  to  obtain  influence  with 
foreign  countries,  and  to  retain  that  influ- 
ence, is  lo  do  justice  to  all  countries,  and 
tn  show  itself  superior  to  all  views  of  mere 
self-interest,  and  to  disclaim  the  ever- 
meddling  and  mischievous  policy  of  dictat- 
ing to  any  other  country  who  shall  be  its 
Minister,  and  of  requiring  the  dismissal  of 
those  who  are  supposed  to  be  opposed  to 
our  interests,  and  the  appointment  of 
those  who  we  may  imagine  are  friendly  to 
us.  Let  us  exact  from  foreign  countries 
only  what  we  have  a  right  to  exact ;  and 
let  us  render  strict  justice  to  all,  and  I,  for 
one,  shall  never  despair  of  England  obtain- 
ing by  those  fair  and  legitimate  means 
every  influence  over  foreign  countries  that 
it  is  becoming  the  character  of  a  great 
country,  or  worthy  of  this  country,  to  pos- 
sess. It  is  true  we  may  occasionany  hear 
of  the  influence  of  some  other  country 
being  predominant  to-day;  but,  with  re- 
spect to  Greece,  all  I  can  say  is,  that  if 
any  Foreign  Govemment  has  brought  about 
the  present  internal  condition  of  Greece,  1 
wish  (hat  Government  joy  of  its  influence. 
I  hold  that  our  position,  in  the  confidence 
of  having  attempted  no  such  interference, 
is  a  proud  one,  and  a  position  which  will 
ultimately  most  coiiduce  to  the  permanent 
influence  of  this  country  and  the  prosperity 
of  Greece.  But  the  noble  Lord  says  that 
no  country  ought  to  be  jealous  of  the  in< 
terference  of  England,  as  we  never  inter- 
fere but  to  promote  the  accession  to  power 
of  those  who  are  known  to  be  most  deeply 
interested  in  the  prosperity  of  their  own 
counlrf ,  and  our  only  object  being  to  pro- 
mote the  welfare  of  the  country  which  is 
the  object  of  our  interference.  Why,  that 
is  the  excuse  which  every  country  would 
make.  No  country  would  be  io  unwise  as 
to  say  we  interfere  to  promote  our  own  in- 
terests. The  most  meddling  countries 
profess  in  their  interference  to  have  no 
object  in  view  hut  that  the  best  and  moat 
patriotic  man  should  be  the  Minister,  and 
that  he  should  pursue  the  welt-defined 
anil  well- understood  interests,  not  of  the 
particular  country  that  interferes  to  appoint 
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hiiD,  but  of  the  countrj  of  which  he  is  the    gulations  of  similar  baokt  in  this 


Minister.  There  is  no  end  of  the  declara- 
tions OD  the  part  of  such  countries  that 
any  interference  of  the  in  with  the  govern- 
ment of  other  countries  is  roost  uninter- 
ested and  unse16sh,  and  that  the  Govern- 
ment with  which  they  interfere  ought  to 
be  most  grateful  on  account  of  the  interest 
which  has  dictated  the  interference. 
Therefore,  I  say,  the  rule  laid  down  by 
the  noble  Lord  is  not  sufficiently  defined 
to  justify  its  adoption.  In  the  general 
principle  for  which  he  contends,  I  fully 
concur,  namely,  that  it  is  our  true  polity 
to  seelc  for  the  establishment  of  no  English 

Erty  in  foreign  countries,  but  to  estab- 
h  EngHsli  influence  by  the  manifestation 
of  a  desire  to  promote  commercial  prosper- 
ity, and  to  promote  the  real  welfare  of 
the  people.  That,  I  believe,  is  the  foun- 
dation of  true  influence,  and  that  is  the 
influence  which  England  seeks  to  obtain, 
and  which  England,  by  pursuing  that 
course  which  she  baa  hitherto  adopted, 
will  obtain.  The  noble  Lord  says  there 
never  nas  a  petiod  when  England  possessed 
less  influence  abroad.  If  he  mean  that 
influence  which  arises  from  a  mischievous, 
iictive,  and  constant  intermeddling  with 
Foreign  Governments — the  directing  who 
shall  be  Minister,  the  continually  watch- 
ing and  spying  into  every  act  of  Foreign 
Governments  —  if  he  meant  that,  we 
have  not  influence  founded  upon  sucli 
a  basis.  ]  admit  iL  Butif  he  mean  there 
never  was  a  lime  in  the  history  of  this 
country  and  of  the  world,  when  the  influ- 
ence of  England,  founded  upon  a  confidence 
in  Justice,  and  a  respect  for  our  power,  was 
less,  I  o&ei  to  the  noble  Lord  a  denial  as 
distinct  as  his  asseveration.  And  on  ac- 
count of  the  period  of  the  Session,  and  the 
state  of  the  House,  I  vill  follow  his  ex- 
ample, and  allege  no  proof  of  what  I  as- 
sert;  but  I  trust  the  House,  in  its  desire 
to  be  relieved  from  further  attendance, 
will  place  my  asseveralton  against  timt  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  rejoice  that  neither  I 
nor  the  noble  Lord  could  have  adduced 
any  of  the  facts  upon  which  our  respective 
assertions  are  founded. 

Joint  Stock  Banks  (Scotland  and 
Trelahd).]  The  ChanctUor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, on  withdrawing  the  Joint  Sti:ck 
Banks  (Scotland  and  Ireland)  Bill,  sUied 
that  he  should  bring  forward  a  general 
measure  on  the  subject  next  Seston,  for 
the  purpose  of  rendering  joint-stock  banks 
in  Scotland  and  Ireland  auhject  to  the  re- 


under  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  of  lart 
year,  and  wished,  at  the  same  time,  to 
give  notice  to  those  joint-stock  banks 
which  might  be  established  between  tbe 
end  of  the  present  Session  and  the  be- 
ginning of  the  next,  that  they  would  be 
included  to  the  operation  of  that  meamre. 
He  gave  this  notice  in  order  that  parties 
might  not  be  taken  by  surprise 

Bill  postponed  three  months. 

House  adjourned  at  eight  o'clock. 
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bTour  of  the  Small  DeMi  Dill  (No.  I),— Fiom  Boanl  < 


South  Eastern  (Deal  E: 
Hailway.]  Bill  lepoded  ipecially  froi 
the  Select  Comcniitee,  without  amend 
ment. 

The  Mflrquest  of  Clanricarde  moved 
thftt  (he  Bill  be  recom milled,  for  the  pur- 
pose of  having  (lul;  invesligaled  before  it 
the  objections  to  itie  Bill,  which  a  Mr. 
Mourilyan,  by  his  petition ,  prayed  to  be 
heard  in  lubitantiation  of,  but  which  the 
Select  Committee  had,  according  to  hit 
statement,  refused  to  attend  to.  Those 
objections,  the  petition  set  fortb,  were  to 
the  contract  deed,  to  the  traffic  tables, 
and  to  the  direction  of  the  line  itself,  the 
periiioner  being  prepared  to  luggeit  a 
much  belter  one  in  all  respects. 

Lord  RtdetdaU  said,  that  the  Commit- 
tee had  taken  into  its  consideration  the 
objections  started  by  the  petitioner,  anij 
found  them  altogether  frivolous  and  veia. 
tious. 

The  Earl  of  Shajtesbunj ,  on  the  part  of 
iheStHndiDgOiders' Committee,  fully 
roborati^d  the  noble  Lord's  statement  : 
the  fri»alo(is  nature  of  the  objections  r 
by  the  petitioner. 

The  Martjuess  of  Clanricarde  withdrew 
his  original  Amendment,  but  moved  that 
the  evidence  taken  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee on  the  Bill  be  printed. 
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Their  Lordships  divided: — Content  1; 
Not-content  37  :  Majority  36. 

Taxing  Masters,  Court  op  Cha»- 
CBRT  (Ibeland)  Dill.]  Order  of  the 
Day  for  the  Third  Reading  read.  Bill 
read  3*. 

The  Earl  of  FFtdfow  rose  to  move  an 
Amendrnent.  The  Bill  professed  to  assi- 
milate the  law  in  England  and  Ireland; 
and  yet,  though  according  to  the  English 
Bill,  the  Office  of  Taxing  Master  in  the 
Court  of  Chancery  was  confined  exclu- 
sively to  solicitors  of  twelve  years'  stand- 
ing,  in  the  Irish  Bill  no  qualificaiion  was 
specified  for  the  same  office.  He  there- 
fore proposed,  with  the  view  of  assimilating 
the  law  in  both  countries,  that  the  persons 
to  be  appointed  to  the  office  of  Taxing 
Master  under  this  Bill  should  be  solicitors 
having  practised  in  the  Court  of  Chancery 
for  twelve  years. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  that  the  Bill 
had  been  approved  of  by  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland,  and  he  would  be  respon- 
sible for  the  sppoiniments.  He  did  not 
think  that  solicitors  ought  to  have  the  ex- 
clusive right  to  appointment  to  this  office. 
Nineteen-twenlieths  of  the  business  of  the 
Taxing  Master  was  mere  matter  of  routine, 
and  could  be  performed  by  any  man  of 
common  sense  and  education  ;  if  a  ques- 
tion of  principle  arose,  a  barrister  was  even 
a  more  competent  person  to  decide  on  it 
than  a  solicitor.  In  the  Common  Law 
Courts  in  England  the  majority  of  persons 
filling  the  office  of  Taxing  Master  were 
barristers,  and  this  was  also  in  a  great 
measure  the  case  in  the  Courts  of  Equity  ; 
and,  taking  all  the  Courts  together,  the 
majority  was  composed  of  men  who  had 
practised  as  barristers.  In  the  Court  of 
Bankruptcy,  it  was  left  to  the  option  of 
the  Lord  Chancellor  to  appoint  either  a 
solicitor  or  a  barrister.  The  solicitors 
wished  to  be  appointed  to  certain  offices, 
amon-;st  which  was  that  of  the  Ac- 
countant General  of  the  Court  of  Chan- 
cery. In  England  no  person  was  ap- 
pointed to  such  an  offiie  but  a  person  of 
high  legal  learning  and  experience.  An- 
other office  was  that  of  Examiner  in  the 
Courts  of  Equity.  Should  soliritors  be 
selected  to  that  ofEce  to  the  exclusiun  of 
barristers?  Why,  how  much  better  was  a 
barrister  qualified  to  exsmine  a  witneis 
than  a  solicitor  1  Besides  those  two  office', 
and  that  of  Taxing  Master,  there  were 
some  others.     He  must  contend  against 
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the  eicluiive  principle,  and  hoped  the 
appoinimeDt  of  theie  oSBcert  would  be 
left  to  the  judgment  of  the  Lord  Clian- 
cellor  of  Ircllnd. 

Lord  Cottenham  taid,  that  hit  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolucic,  waa 
quite  right  in  isyin^f  that  a  barriiter 
would  be  a  belter  exainiaer  of  witnesses 
than  an  alloroey,  because  that  was  a  bmi- 
nesi  to  which  he  was  accuttomcd.  Now, 
an  appoinimeDt  such  as  that  uader  thii 
Bill  should  be  coDferted  on  a  person 
whose  pest  duties  were  ai  nearly  as  poisi- 
ble  similar  to  those  of  the  office  ofTaiing 
Master.  Now,  it  was  notorious  that  h 
barrister  knew  nothing  of  costs,  as  he  had 
Dolhing  to  do  with  ihem;  while  an  at- 
lOTnej  lived  throughout  the  whole  of  his 
career  in  costs.  The  objection  of  his 
Doble  and  learned  Friend  to  the  Amend- 
ment Wat,  that  it  would  exclude  barristers ; 
but  at  the  Bill  now  stood,  not  only 
bsrristers  might  be  appointed,  but  a 
coachmen  or  footman,  or  any  other 
person  the  Lord  Chancellor  mi^ht  choose 
to  patronise.  He,  in  the  course  of  hii 
profeiiional  career,  had  on  a  few  occa- 
sions to  argue  caiet  of  costs,  and  he  con- 
fessed that  nothing  had  given  him  more 
trouble  i  but  on  each  occasion  he  had  to 
leain  bis  lesson,  as  matters  of  this  kind 
seldom  or  never  came  under  his  attention. 
He  was  surprised  at  the  course  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  now  look,  since  by 
the  Bill  of  1842  he  admitted  that  attor- 
neys were  the  qualified  persons  for  the 
office  in  question,  and  the  only  quaiitied 
persons,  barristers  not  being  mentioned  at 
all.  Were  he  to  ask  any  barrister  in 
Westminster  Hall  if  be  could  sit  down 
and  tax  a  Bill,  he  should  be  answered  in 
the  negative.  If  their  Lordshipi  wished 
to  have  barristers  appointed  to  perform  a 
duly  of  which  they  knew  nothing,  they 
would  oppose  the  Amendment ;  but  if  in 
this  case  they  withed  to  do  "justice  to 
Ireland,"  ihey  would  agree  to  it. 

The  Lord  Chancellor :  The  form  of  the 
Amendment  will  give  these  appomttneDts 
to  solicitors  and  attorneys  cxcluiively. 

Lord  Campbell  s»id,  he  strongly  sus- 
pected that  there  wat  a  job  st  the  bottom 
of  this  Bill.  His  noble  and  learned  Friend 
on  the  Woolsack  had  made  a  most  in> 
genious  speech,  which  he  wat  able  to  do 
on  any  occasion,  and  in  support  of  an 
cause;  but  probably  be  had  so  acted  at 
tuggettion  from  a  highly  rcipeclable 
qoBiter,      But    hit    noble    and    learned 


Friend  had  not  answered  the  qnealion  of 
the  noble  Earl  (of  Wicktow),  why  should 
there  be  a  difference  made  between  Eng- 
land and  Ireland  in  this  matter?  Bj  the 
Bill  of  1842,  of  which  bis  noble  and 
learned  Friend  approved,  the  oSioe  «aa 
limited  to  attorneys  or  lolicitora  of  leo 
years'  standing.  He  thought  bis  noble 
and  learned  Friend  would  find  that  he 
was  as  ill  qualified  for  the  office  of  Taxing 
Master  as  himself  or  any  Member  nf  lb« 
Bar.  Could  his  noble  and  learned  Frieod 
tell  bim  whether  the  charge  for  taking  in- 
strnctions  should  be  Zs.  4d.  or  6i.  6d.,  or 
t  the  charge  ought  tn  be  for  this  item 
To  diniog  wiih  you,  and  haviog  macb 
respecting  your  cavse?" 
Would  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  con- 
sider the  dinner  at  a  set-off  for  the  coover* 
saiionT  He  thought  his  nobis  sod  learned 
Friend  might  spend  much  more  than  the 
long  vacation  in  vainly  trying  to  learn 
this  business.  With  reipect  tn  the  obser- 
vation  that  some  bacislers  were  now  taxing 
matters  in  the  courts  in  Westmiaater  Utll, 
he  would  remind  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  that  most  of  them  bad  previooilj 
been  solicitors  and  attorneyt,  and  thers. 
fore  were  qualified.  He  trnated  that  the 
noble  Earl  would  persist  in  bit  Amend- 
ment and  divide  the  House. 

Lord  Stanley  admitted  that  he  wat  not 
competent  to  discuis  the  duties  performed 
by  the  officers  in  question,  and  would  not 
attempt 'to  dispute  the  opinion  of  the 
noble  and  learned  Lord  opposite,  founded, 
as  it  was,  upon  that  long  experience  which 
he  had  had  in  the  Conrtof  Chancery,  Ire. 
land,  respecting  the  qualifications  of  the 
solicitors  of  Dublin.  No  doubt  then 
might  be  found  among  them  persons  com- 
petent to  the  office;  but  the  qoettio* 
was,  whether  the  selection  of  persons  for 
the  office  should  be  left  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor of  Ireland  t — not  to  ihi*  or  tbnt 
particular  Lnrd  Chancellor,  for  the  pnr^ 
pose  of  patronage  or  jobbing,  aa  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  l>ad  gntuilovsly  aa- 
sumed.  The  questinn  was,  whether  Uwy 
would  leave  it  to  the  Lord  Chancellor  to 
appoint  these  officers  fiom  barristers  and 
tuliciiors,  or  that  the  lelection  thould  be 
made  exclusively  from  solicitors?  For 
himself,  he  should  besatisBcd  lo  leave  lb* 
selection  to  the  res po nil bi lily  of  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  on  whichever  tide  of  the 
House  he  might  sit;  and  he  ahould  im- 
pute no  motive  lo  any  iodividaal  who 
filled  that  high  office,  wbelbar  bo  ai 
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the  larger  or  the  loialler  number  fioni  ooe 
body  or  the  other.  The  argumeat  of  his 
noble  and  learoed  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
sack mu  directed  agaioit  confining  the 
choice  10  solicitors.  It  appeared  that 
high  authorities  differed  as  lo  whether 
barrister*  or  solicitors  were  best  qualified 
and  most  competent  to  Gil  this  oBice. 
Hii  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack,  and  the  Lord  Chancellor 
or  Ireland,  considered  barristers  belter 
quaiiBed  for  the  office;  whereas  the  noble 
and  learned  Lord  opposite  thought  that 
solicitors  were  better  adapted  for  tnch  an 
office.  He  hoped  ihctl  he  should  be  guilty 
of  no  offence  if  he  placed  his  confidence 
in  the  opinion  of  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  and  (he  Chancellor  of  Ireland, 
rather  than  in  that  of  the  two  noble  and 
learned  Lords  opposite.  He  believed  that 
his  noble  and  learned  Friend  wnuld  not 
object  to  the  Amendment,  if  it  extended 
to  barristers  or  solicitors  of  ten  years' 
practice. 

The  MarqueSB  of  Clanricarde  was  not 
surprised  at  this  measure,  for  it  was  in 
conformity  with  all  their  proceedings  with 
regard  to  Ireland,  and  which  had  been 
productive  of  such  excitement  in  that  part 
of  the  kingdom.  For  his  pan,  he  believed 
that  the  Bill  had  been  drawn  with  (he 
view  of  some  piece  of  patronage.  He 
thought  the  insinuation  thrown  out  against 
the  Btlurneys  and  solicitors  of  Ireland 
would  annoy  and  aggravate  tliem.  If 
there  were  the  slightest  ground  for  any 
such  insinuation.  It  was  slill  one  which  it 
would  not  be  very  prudent  or  very  wise 
to  make;  but  he  begged  utterly  to  deny 
that  any  auch  grnund  did  exist.  He  would 
maintain  that  the  solicitors  of  Ireland  were 
as  respectable  and  as  intelligent  a  body  as 
the  solicitors  of  England.  In  fact,  he  knew 
them  to  be  as  respectable  and  intelligent 
as  any  class  in  any  country  in  the  world. 
He  wished,  therefore,  to  know  why  a  dis- 
tinction— always  odious,  but  in  this  case 
pariiculsrly  so — should  be  drawn  belweeu 
the  solicitors  of  the  two  countries.  Why 
should  the  solicitors  of  Ireland  be  deprived 
of  any  share  in  these  appoinimenis? 

Lord  Stanley  :  They  have  iheir  chance 
under  the  Bill  as  it  stands. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde .'  They  had 
K  chance — but  why  should  ihey  not  have 
a  righi  7  Her  Ma)esly's  Guvernment  had 
no  inflnence  in  Ireland.  There  weie  in- 
fluence and  power  poisesseii  by  the  Re- 
peal Association,  and  by  a  strong  knot  of 
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Orangemen  in  that  country ;  but  in  what 
part  of  the  country,  he  would  ask,  was 
Her  Majesty's  Government  strong,  or  pos. 
sessed  of  influence  ?  And  yet  they  now 
came  forward  to  insult  gratuitously  a  class 
which  was  one  of  the  most  influential  in 
all  countries,  but  which  was  peculiarly  so 
in  Ireland.  Every  drop  in  the  cup— al- 
ready, he  was  sorry  to  say,  extremely  full 
of  discontent  and  dissaiisfactioo— was  of 
importance  in  the  present  conditinn  of 
Ireland.  The  solicitors  of  Dublin  did 
not  ask  for  this  matter  as  a  boon  or  a 
favour.  They  demanded  as  a  right  lo  be 
placed  on  the  same  footing  as  the  solicitors 
of  England  with  respect  to  the  pi  avis  ions 
of  this  Bill.  As  the  Bill  now  stood,  the 
Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland  might  appoint 
his  coachman,  or  bis  footman,  or  any  per- 
son whatever  to  this  office ;  and  wbea 
they  looked  to  the  history  of  Ireland,  it 
should  not  be  regarded  altogether  as  a 
gratuitous  asseriion  to  stale  that  it  was 
possible  some  English  favourite  might  be 
brought  over  to  perform  the  duties  of  the 
office.  If  (hey  looked  lo  the  Church,  or 
10  the  law,  or  even  to  minor  officers, 
such  as  the  appointment  of  architects 
under  the  Board  of  Works,  they  would 
find  that  Englishmen  had  been  consianlly 
preferred  to  appointmenlt  in  Ireland,  and 
yet  he  would,  if  allowed,  wish  to  remind 
iheir  Lordships  that  in  this  very  profes- 
sion of  the  law,  when  the  question  arose 
of  bringing  over  a  dislineuished  Irish 
lawyer  to  this  country,  of  the  feeling 
which  was  exhibited  among  the  Members 
or  the  English  Bar.  Were  the  Irish  so- 
licitors, then,  he  wnuld  ask,  not  justified 
in  looking  forward  to  the  possib'lity  of  an 
Englishman  being  brought  over  to  All  this 
office?  He  had  the  honour  of  receiving 
more  than  one  communication  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  he  knew  the  solicitors  of  Dub-' 
lin  lo  be  extremely  disaatiofied  with  the 
Bill  as  it  now  stood  ;  and  if  his  noble 
Friend  had  not  moved  his  Amendment, 
he  (the  Marquess  of  Clanricarde)  would 
undoubtedly  have  done  so.  He  would 
conclude  by  again  cautioning  the  Govern- 
ment against  creating  diBiiaciioos  which 
would  give  cause  For  great  dissatisfaction 
among  a  most  influential  and  most  respect- 
able class,  who  might  pro*e  to  be  very 
dangerous  enemies  to  the  Government, 

The  Lord  Chancellor  wished  lo  be  al- 
la^ved  one  word  of  explanation.  He  be- 
lieved the  solicitors  of  Ireland  lo  be  a  re- 
spectable, and  worthy,  and  able  body;  bat 
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be,  at  the  saina  lime,  felt  that  in  legidating 
they  ought  to  guard  against  the  poisibility 
ofabaie. 

Lord  LangdaU  said,  he  believed  that 
this  appointmeDt  ought  to  be  given  to  so- 
liciiori,  who  had  peculiar  qualificalions  in 
addition  to  others  which  ihey  had  in  com- 
mon wilb  barristers;  and  he  had  no  doubt 
but  ihat  there  could  be  found  among  that 
class  a  sufficient  number  of  men  of  ample 
inlegriiy,  influence,  and  respectability, 
and  having  the  advantage  of  long  ac- 
quaintance and  familiarity  with  the  sub- 
ject, to  underiake  the  duties  of  the  office. 
He  would  not  have  broken  through  his 
general  rule  of  not  troubling  iheir  Lord- 
shtpi  with  any  remarlcs,  if  direct  reference 
had  not  been  made  to  him  by  his  noble 
and  learned  Friend  the  Lord  Chancellor, 
inconneiton  with  the  Bill  of  1842.  He 
believed  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  en- 
leriained  the  same  objection  lo  that  Bill 
on  iis  first  introduction  which  he  now  felt 
to  the  present  measure,  and  that  he  bad 
been  anxious  that  the  offices  created  un- 
der it  should  be  open  to  barristers  and 
solicitors  of  a  certain  number  of  years' 
■landing.  He  (Lord  Langdale)  entered 
into  discussion  with  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord  on  the  occasion,  and  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  finally  consented  to  have 
the  appointments  reserved  exclusively  for 
solicilnrs.  He  thought  it  would  be  a 
great  deal  better  lo  adopt  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  noble  Earl,  than  to  conlinne 
the  principle  of  ihe  Bill  as  it  now  stood. 
In  reference  to  what  had  fallen  from  his 
noble  Friend  (the  Marquess  of  Clanri- 
carde),  he  should  beg  to  remark  that  it 
would  not  be  open  lo  the  Lord  Chancellor 
of  Ireland  lo  appoint  a  menial,  or  any 
such  incompetent  person  to  ihe  office,  as 
the  Bill  expressly  staled  that  the  appoint- 
ment was  to  be  given  to  a  "  fit  and  com- 
petent person." 

The  Earl  of  St.  Germam  said,  the  soli- 
citors of  Dublin  were,  undoubtedly,  as 
they  had  been  desciibed,  a  very  respect- 
ableand  numerous  body;  but  still  it  should 
not  be  forgotten  that  for  every  one  so- 
licitor practising  in  Dublin  there  were  at 
least  twenty  in  this  metropolis,  and  ihere- 
fure  the  comparison  drawn  between  them 
did  not  exactly  hold.  He  had  very  great 
pleasure  in  expressing  his  concurrence  in 
what  had  fallen  from  the  noble  Marquess 
respecting  the  solicitors  oF  Ireland  being  a 
very  respectable  body.  At  thesame  lime, 
be  thought  it  should  bt  boine  ia  niad  tbat 


the  excldsive  appointment  of  solieiion  to 
this  office  in  England  ivas  con6ned  lo  th« 
Court  of  Chancery,  and  that  noble  Lorda 
— if  their  argument  were  worth  anything 
— 4)ught  to  move  for  a  measure  lo  restrict 
all  other  Courts  to  a  similar  manner. 
With  rej^rd  lo  the  imputalion  cast  upon 
his  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
Chancellor  of  Ireland,  he  would  venture 
to  say  that  there  was  no  man  in  that 
House  who  would  be  lest  capable  of  de- 
parting from  the  correct  line  of  his  duij 
tor  the  purposeofappointingany  connexion 
of  his  own,  than  was  Sir  Edward  Sugden, 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  begged 
to  remind  the  noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat 
down,  that  though  there  was  a  dispropor- 
tion between  the  number  of  solicitors  iq 
the  two  countries,  there  was  also  a  dif- 
ference between  the  appointments  to  theae 
offices.  In  Ireland  there  was  to  be  bat 
one  officer  appointed  under  this  Bill,  while 
in  England  the  number  filling  similar  ap- 
pointments wag  six. 

The  Lord  Chanceilor  wished  lo  resatrk, 
in  consequence  of  what  had  fallen  from  hia 
noble  and  learned  Friend  <Lord  Langdale), 
thai  the  Bill  of  1842,  as  originally  drawn, 
coufined  the  appointments  lo  soliciiora, 
when  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor)  had  pro- 
posed 10  amend  it  by  adding  barristers  of 
a  certain  standing.  It  wis  drawn,  bt 
believed,  under  the  superintendence  offaia 
noble  and  learned  Friend ;  and  after  more 
than  one  conversation  between  them  on 
the  subject,  he  (the  Lord  Chancellor) 
yielded  with  reluctance  to  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend's  opinion,  and  consented 
that  barristers  should  not  be  included; 
but  he  did  so  solely  in  consequence  of  ibe 
great  attention  which  that  noble  and 
learned  Lord  had  given  tn  the  sot>]ect. 

Lord  Ciunn6e//said,  be  hoped  his  doU* 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack  wooht 
yield  once  more. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  said,  if  tb«ir 
Lordships  decided  on  not  pasting  tbia 
Amendment,  it  was  his  intention  topropoaa 
another,  tbat  the  office  should  be  open  lo 
solicitors  and  bariistera  of  a  certain 
standing. 

The  Earl  of  WkkUno  wished  lo  remind 
his  noble  Friend  near  him  (Ihe  Earl  of  8i. 
Germans),  that  though  the  Bill  of  184S 
was,  as  he  hnd  stated,  confined  to  ibt 
Court  of  Chancery  alone,  and  did  not  in- 
clude the  Courts  of  Law,  the  preacoi  Bill 
was  also  conBned  lo  ibe  Conrtef  Cbaacerj 
in  Itelaod.    He  wooM  eucUdly  coaCm 
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that  be  thought  it  wai  tn  act  of  madneu 
on  the  part  gf  Her  Majeitj'g  Go*erameDt 
to  peniit  io  their  oppoaiiioo  to  this  Amend- 
ment; aad  he  could  not  bring  himself  to 
believe  that  hi>  noble  and  learned  Friend 
(the  Lord  Chancellor)  would  continue  to 
do  >o.  He  and  thoie  who  lupported  bim 
merely  required  to  suimilate  the  law  in 
the  two  couDiriei,  and  not  a  single  reaion 
had  been  adduced  to  *how  why  that  as- 
(imilatioo  ihoold  not  take  place.  Wai  it, 
he  would  atk,  becaute  the  people  of  Ire- 
land were  unreaaonable  io  aotne  demands, 
that  ibey  were  to  be  denied  what  wai  juit 
and  reaaooable  in  othera  ?  He  only  aaked 
hit  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
WooliBck  Id  forego  hia  opinion  in  thia 
ca»e,  at  he  admitted  he  had  done  on 
another.  If  he  did  not,  be  would,  he 
promised  him,  give  offence,  not  only  on 
his  otvn  part,  but  on  (hat  of  the  Govero- 
ment  with  which  he  was  connected  j  he 
would  be  doing  an  act  oftDJuatice,  and  be 
creating  diiafiection  among  a  moit  in- 
fluential class  in  Ireland. 

Their  Lordshipsdivided: — Contents  19; 
Non-Contenlt30:  Majority  11. 

Aratndment  negatived. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  then  moved  an 
Amendment,  that  the  appointment  should 
be  conGoed  to  bacristers-at-law  of  not 
less  than  ten  years'  standing,  or  solicitors 
of  not  less  than  ten  yean*  practice. 

The  Eail  of  EUenborough  said, he  trusted 
some  attempt  would  be  made  in  the  nest 
Session  to  asiioailaie  the  law  of  the  two 
countries  in  this  matter. 

Amendment  agreed  to,  and  other  Amend- 
menti.  Bill  passed. 

Thb  latk  Pibacy  Case.]  The  Earl 
of  Forleteaa  said,  as  he  was  npon  his 
legs,  be  would  wish  to  ask  bis  noble 
Frieod  opposite  (the  Secretary  for  the 
Colonies)  a  qnestion  which  he  was  aware 
did  not  come  exactly  within  his  De- 
pirimeni,  but  on  which  be  was,  perhaps, 
piepared  to  give  an  answer.  It  related 
to  the  sentence  whtcb  had  been  lately 
passed,  at  the  assizes  at  Exeter,  on  seven 
foreigners,  who  had  been  there  tried  and 
found  guilty  of  piracy  .'He  anders  toad  there 
were  some  grave  questions  of  inteinational 
law  involved  in  the  case,  and  that  doubts 
existed  in  the  minds  of  a  lai^e  portion  of 
the  legal  profession,  as  well  as  of  the  pub- 
lic at  large,  as  lo  the  legality  of  the  sen- 
tence. He  uodertlood  a  representation 
had  bflcn  made  by  the  Miniiter  of  Bruil 
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to  the  noble  Earl  the  Secretary  of  Stale 
for  Foreign  Affjirs ;  and  the  question 
which  he  wished  lo  put,  in  order  to  satisfy 
the  anxiety  existing  in  the  public  mind 
on  this  lut^ect,  was,  whether  Her  Uajes- 
ty's  Government  were  fully  silisfled  of  the 
legality  of  the  sentence  with  reference  to 
■  be  question  of  international  law  in- 
roUed  in  it,  or  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  for  them  to  advise  that  the  prero- 
gative of  the  Crown  ahould  be  exercised 
for  the  porpoie  of  suspending  the  execa- 
tiou  of  [he  seoience  until  they  had  satis- 
fied themselves  on  the  matter  by  the  deci- 
sion of  all  the  Judges  respecting  it. 

Lord  Stanley  said,  however  heinous 
might  be  the  oiffence  of  which  these  fo- 
leigners  had  been  guilty,  he  concurred 
with  the  noble  Earl  in  thinking  it  desira- 
ble  that  there  should  not  be  the  slightest 
doubt  of  the  legality  of  the  sentence.  He 
had  had  a  communication  with  bis  noble 
Friend  gince  the  noble  Lord  opposite  bad 
been  kind  enough  to  give  him  notice  of 
his  question,  and  he  had  to  inrorm  bim 
that,  doubts  having  arisen  as  to  the  le- 
gality of  the  sentence,  ihe  opiniOD  of  the 
Judges  would  be  taken  upon  it,  and  of 
course  the  prisoners  would  be  respited  du- 
ring the  discussion. 

DiascT  LoNooir  ahd  PonTsuouTir 
Railway  Bii,i..]  The  Earl  of  Hardwkkt 
moved  the  consideration  of  the  Report  of 
theDirect  London  and  Portsmouth  Rail  way 
Bill. 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  proposed  that 
the  Bill  be  recommitted.  The  Board  of 
Trade  had  reported  in  favour  of  the  Gatid- 
ford  Line,  and  the  Committee  of  their 
Lordships  bad  decided  in  favour  of  the 
Direct  London  and  Portsmouth  line,  with- 
out hearing  the  evidence  in  favour  of  the 
Guildford  line.  Such  a  course  was  con- 
trary lo  Ihe  principles  of  Engliih  Justice, 
and  would  establish  a  very  bad  precedent; 
he  should  therefore  persist  in  bis  Motion 
that  the  Bill  before  the  House  be  recom- 

The  Marquess  of  Northampton,  as  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Committee  to  whom 
Ihe  Bill  before  their  Lordships  bad  been 
referred,  defended  the  eourae  which  the 
Committee  had  adopted.  The  Com- 
mittee had  made  a  Special  Report,  in 
order  to  enable  the  House  to  come 
to  an  early  decision  on  the  subject. 
They  were  anxious  to  have  the  direction! 
of  the  House  whether  they  should  beat  the 
2X3 
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■nch  ■  wij  II 
ire  (he  effect  of 
loiDQ  imngement  between  ibe  partjn 
creating  the  Billi.  The  parties  who  made 
the  coinpiiiDt  had  miDj  opportunitiei  of 
bringing  forwiTd  their  objectiona  before 
the  Committee  on  thoa«  claasea,  if  ih^ 
bad  thought  proper  to  do  so.  As  to  tbe 
powibility  of  re-opeoing;  tbe  qaestioa  with 
a  view  of  settling  it  thii  Sesiiao,  froa 
what  be  hiniaelf  saw  id  the  Commiilee, 
he  wai  quite  inre  thit  the  lawyers  and 
tboie  other  parties  who  were  iotemted, 
would  tike  good  care  that  the  Session 
fhould  close  without  coming  to  an;  fioal 
arrangement. 

Lord  BeauiRont  taid,  the  qneatioo  be- 
fore their  Lordshipi  was  simply  whether 
these  parties  could  appear  before  them  in 
two  difffreni  cbaracleri:  far  they  sow 
look  a  different  position  to  that  which 
tbey  bad  occupied  on  a  former  occasion. 
It  was  now  contended  that  they  were  en- 
titled to  be  beard  by  the  Committee,  as 
being  tbe  promoters  of  ■  competing  line; 
hut  (here  wis  no  competing  project 
brought  before  the  Committee.  There 
was  no  competing  project ;  the  petitioners 
were  pariies  to  a  distinct  Bill,  and  they 
had  already  been  heard.  Iftheir  Lordships 
acceded  to  the  Amendment,  they  would 
be  establishing  a  most  ridiculous  prece- 
dent— that  of  allowing  persons  to  appear 
hnik  ..  parties  to  the  Bill,  and  as  oppo- 
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eridence  in  favour  of  the  Oaitdford  line  or 
sot.  If  the  noble  Duke  had  consented  to 
have  the  evidence  printed  when  the  matter 
was  brought  before  tbeir  Lordships  nine 
days  ago,  the  House  might  have  come  to 
a  determination  before  thti.  Their  Lord- 
ships would  not  DOW  he  justified  in  taking 
tbe  decision  of  the  caie  out  of  the  bands 
of  tbe  five  Judges,  whom  they  had  select- 
ed as  disinterested  parties,  and  who  bad 
decided  that  the  promoters  of  the  Onild- 
ford  line  had  no  locui  ttandi.  The 
noble  Marquess  proceeded  to  discuss 
the  relative  merits  of  the  two  lines,  and 
contended  that  the  course  which  the 
Committee  had  adopted  was  the  only  one, 
under  tbe  circumstances,  which  they  could 
pursue.  He  should  oppose  tbe  Motion  of 
the  noble  Lord. 

Tbe  Earl  of  Devon  said,  the  Guildford 
line  was  not  now  directly  before  tlie  House, 
but  certainly  Committees  ought  to  have  all 
parlies  before  them,  and  to  consider  all  pro- 
per information.  Tbe  Commttiee  in  this 
case  thought  the  conduct  of  the  parties  in 
question  precluded  them  from  being 
heard.  There  was  a  great  difierence  be- 
tween a  Committee  deciding  after  hearing 
all  parties,  and  a  Committee  coming  to  a 
decrsion  after  excluding  one  of  the  com- 
peting plans. 

The  Earl  of  Lovtlace  trusted  their  Lord- 
ships would  not  reverse  the  decision  of 
the  Committee.  If  tbe  noble  Duke  had 
moved  ao  instmciion  to  the  Committee 
eight  or  ten  days  ago,  the  matter  might 
have  been  reconsidered  :  but  at  this  late 
period  of  the  Session  to  recommit  the  Bill, 
would  be  virtually  to  defeat  it  altogether. ' 

The  Earl  of  Wkklow  regretted  that 
earlier  notice  bad  not  been  given  of  this 
application  on  the  part  oF  the  petitioners, 
and  that  any  delay  should  have  occurred 
in  the  printing  of  the  evidence  of  the 
competing  linei.  But  was  this  a  fatal 
error  ?  In  his  opinion  it  was.  The  Com- 
mittee believed  that  there  was  an  amalga- 
mation of  the  parties;  but  there  was 
no  evidence  of  that  fact.  He  thought 
there  was  yet  sufficient  time  to  reconsider 
the  subject. 

The  Earl  oX  Hardwkke  said,  the  Com- 
mittee had  endeavoured  to  do  iheirduty 
in  the  best  way  ihey  could.  In  <he  case 
which  was  brought  under  their  consider- 
ation, the  queiiion  was  not  as  to  the  ne- 
rejiiiy  of  cunsidering  any  competing  linei, 
but  those  lines  wliieh  were  brought  before 
ibem   by  arrangement.    The   Bills  con- 


both  a 


Lord  RedetdaU  supported  tbe  Anend- 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  was  also 
in  favour  of  the  Amendment,  bot  if  it 
should  be  rejected,  be  then  tbougbt  the 
petition  ought  to  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committee. 

Tbe  Earl  of  Haddington  considered, 
that  everyibing  depended  upon  the  ques- 
tion, whether  this  was  a  competing  line 
or  not.  If  the  petiliooers  agreed  to  lake 
sciip,  and  so  far  acquiesced  in  ibe  Bill, 
then  they  could  not  afterwards  be  consi- 
dered as  competing  parlies;  but  if  the 
Houie  of  Commons  had  taken  the  three 
Bills,  and  had  amalgamated  them  as  ibey 
thought  fit,  without  the  consent  of  the 
parties,  then  he  thought  it  was  hard  that 
the  parties  should  be  excluded  from  being 
heard  against  the  Bill.  He  should  like 
to  bear  from  some  noble  Lord  who  was  a 
Member  of  ihe  Committee,  whether  it  was 
the  impreuion  of   tbe  Committee   that 
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there  liad  been  any  compromue  between 
ibe  parlies? 

The  Duke  of  Richmond  could  under- 
take iQ  declare,  on  the  part  of  the  Soulh 
Wedern  Company,  that  no  compromiae 
waaever  made  b;  them.  The  thing  had 
never  been  even  hinted  at  by  any  of  its 
opponenit.  The  Tact  traa,  the  Houie  of 
Commons  took  the  three  Bills,  and  cat 
and  carved  them  aa  they  thought  proper, 
and  the  Guildford  line  had  no  power  lo 
oppose  the  inserlion  of  these  clauses. 

The  Duke  of  Grafton  opposed  the 
Amendment. 

After  a  Tew  worda  more  from  the  Duke 
of  Richmond, 

Their  Lordships  divided :  — Gontents 
13;  Non-coolenls  11:  Majortt;  2. 

Bill  re-committed. 

Valuation  (Ireland)  Bill.]  Lord 
Stanley  moved  the  Second  Reading  of  this 
Bill,  which  he  characterized  as  of  great 
importance,  dealing  with  a  subject  which 
had  been  fully  discussed  in  the  other 
House;  and  which  had  been  sent  up  wilh 
the  almost  unanimous  approval  and  con- 
sent of  its  Members.  The  postponement 
of  the  measure  would  be  of  gieat  practical 
inconvenience.  The  noble  Lord  here  en- 
tered into  a  short  statement  of  the  prin- 
ciples and  objeciB  of  the  Bill,  which,  not 
having  a  letrospeclive  effect,  was  designed 
to  place  (he  lands  in  counties  upon  a  more 
perfect  system  of  valuatioa  than  they  were 
at  present. 

Lord  Monleaglt  declared,  ihat  he  rose 
under  a  deep  conviction  that  it  would  be 
most  raah— injurious  lo  ihe  interests  of 
Treland — injuiious  to  ihe  character  of  thai 
House,  and  injurious  to  the  character  of 
Her  Majesly's  MinisterB,  if  under  cir- 
cumstances it  were  possible  for  ibe  pre- 
sent or  any  other  Government  to  perse- 
vere in  a  Bill  like  ihc  present.  They 
stood  in  that  House  on  the  4lh  day  of 
Auguit:  he  believed  that  there  were  pre- 
sent at  that  moment  nine  Peeri  represent- 
ing ihe  whole  peerage  of  the  Empire,  and 
of  those  nine,  he  bulieved  that  only  four 
were  cornecled  with  Ireland;  and  yet. 
tinder  those  circumilances,  Iheir  lord- 
ships were  called  upon  to  pass  a  Bill 
having  relation  to  Ireland,  which  if  il  were 
presented  at  ihe  very  commencement  of 
the  Session  with  respect  lo  England, 
would  require  the  utmost  care  and  cau- 
tion, and  the  mont  extended  inquiry. 
Their  Lordships  would  haidly  believe  ihe 
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real  importance  of  this  queition.  This 
was  a  Bill  to  alier  ihe  whole  system  of 
local  taxatian  in  Ireland.  From  the  li- 
berality of  Parliament,  the  penple  of  Ire- 
land had  been  very  much  relieved  from 
direct  taxation  for  the  State.  What 
the  people  ihere  felt  was  local  lasation; 
end  upon  the  mode  in  which  it  was  col- 
lected, and  the  system  by  which  it  was 
raised,  their  comfort,  happiness,  and  well- 
being  depended,  infinitely  more  than  upon 
many  of  the  Bills  which  were  brought  be- 
fore iheir  Lordships,  first,  there  was  the 
grand  jury  tax,  amounting  to  upwards 
of  a  million;  and  th«o  there  was  the  tax 
of  ihe  poor  rale.  Those  were  the  taxes 
which  pressed  upon  the  occupying  ten- 
antry of  the  country,  and  yet,  on  the  4ih 
day  of  August,  without  examination,  with- 
out inquiry,  the  Houfe  was  called  upon 
to  alter  every  existing  arrangement,  and 
lo  adopt  a  courae  which,  in  respect  of 
such  a  measure,  was,  ha  apprehended, 
wholly  without  precedent.  Why,  the  Bill 
they  were  called  upon  lo  read  the  secood 
time,  was  actually  wet  from  the  press.  It 
had  not  been  delivered  to  Peers  that 
morning.  He  really  did  not  deiire  lo  use 
strong  language ;  but  if  ever  there  had 
been  an  insult  offered  to  a  country,  it 
would  be  the  perseverance  in  this  Bill  on 
ihe  part  of  the  Government.  There  waa 
not  one  of  their  Lordships  present  who 
did  not  know  that  the  Government  would 
noi  dare  to  press  such  a  Bill,  under  such 
circumstances,  affecting  any  other  part  of 
the  kingdom.  Upon  what  principle,  then, 
was  it  10  be  pressed  upon  Ireland  I  If 
ever  there  was  an  insult  offered  to  Ire- 
land, il  would  be  by  peiseveiing  in  such 
a  Bill  as  the  present  at  such  a  period  ; 
and  he  did  not  think  Her  Majesty's  Qo- 
vernmeot  would  dare  to  inlioduce  such  a 
measure  with  reference  lo  any  other  pirt 
of  the  kingdom  under  similar  circum- 
stances. So  short  was  the  lime  which 
elapsed  since  it  had  been  introduced  into 
the  House,  that  even  his  noble  Friend, 
with  all  his  great  mental  powers,  had  not 
been  able  to  master  its  details,  and  did 
not  seem  to  understand  either  ihe  pro- 
visions or  the  principles  of  the  Bill.  Al- 
ready had  the  couniry  been  at  an  expense 
of  more  ibaa  one  million  in  surveying  and 
valuing  Ireland,  and  waa  it  expedient  lo 
have  all  that  money  thrown  away  ?  They 
were  not  called  upon  to  undo  all  that 
had  been  done.  Any  measure  more  cal- 
cuUied  (o  impede  ihc  progteu  of  im- 
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poMible  for  the  word  eneniei  of  tbit 
couDtiy  to  derife.  One  of  its  efTecti 
would  be  to  prevent  imp  rove  men  It  ftooi 
being  made,  becaute  tbete  wonld  be  im- 
nediatelv  tubjected  lo  taxation,  and  made 
the  object  of  a  new  valuation. 

Lord  SfanUy  observed,  that  the  noble 
IiOtd  seemed  (o  miicoaceive  the  object  of 
the  Bill.  Inasmocb  at  two  valuaitona 
were  now  neccMary  in  Ireland,  one  for 
the  purpocea  of  the  Poor  Lawi,  and 
another  for  grand  jurj  aaieHmenla,  this 
Bill  enabled  the  valaationi  lo  be  made  bj 
one  officer,  ioalead  of  by  two  Beparau 
office ra. 

Lord  Montaagle  eoDtinned  to  think  that 
that  valuation  which  had  gone  on  loaatia- 
faclorily  in  the  north  of  Ireland  abould  be 
applied  generally.  For  tweot^-one  years 
they  bad  been  legiitaliog  on  tbia  sabject, 
and  they  had  never  thought  it  adviiable  to 
adopt  the  principle  involved  in  the  pretent 
Bill  uoiit  now.  It  was  laid,  indeed,  that 
they  had  tha  eonaeot  of  the  Iriah  Mem- 
ben  in  the  other  Houie.  He  would  just 
ask  how  many  Iriih  Member*  had  been 
preaent  when  the  Bill  had  gone  through 
the  Houae  of  Commoni?  Bat  what  wai 
the  caie  really  wiih  reipect  to  this  Bill? 
It  had  been  four  times  printed,  and  neatly 
aa  often  recommitted.  And  yet  ihii  wai 
the  Bill  which  their  Lordabipa  were  called 
upon  to  awallow  at  one  gulp  on  the4lh 
of  Auguat.  Now  there  could  be  no  in- 
convenience whatever  in  postponing  until 
next  Session  the  present  measure ;  and  i( 
he  could  not  touch  their  feelinga  of  jut- 
tice,  he  would  appeal  to  their  compassion, 
not  to  aitempE  to  force  a  Bill  like  that  at 
each  a  period  of  the  Session,  through  such 
a  thin  House.  A  proper  system  of  valua- 
tion might  yet  be  made  the  foundation  ol 
a  franchise  in  Ireland,  and  though  for* 
bearing  to  enter  more  deeply  into  that 
queation  at  present,  he  would  urge  that 
too,  as  an  additional  argument  for  giving 
this  Bill  a  more  mature  consideration. 

The  Earl  of  St.  Germain  confessed  hi 
bad  heard  with  some  surprise  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  who  had  Just  aat  down, 
and  who  seemed  lo  think  that  this  Bill 
was  an  eroanation  of  the  present  Govern-, 
roent.  If  the  noble  Lord  had  referred  to 
the  evidence  upon  which  the  Bill  was 
framed,  be  could  not  have  thought  to. 
He  would  have  seen  at  once  that  a  Com. 
miltee  composed  of  Irish  Members  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament  bad  beeo  ap- 


pointed laat  Setaioo  to  investigate  fttlly 
into  this  subject  \  that  they  had  examined 
a  great  number  of  witneasea  convertant 
with  the  full  detaila  of  the  matter;  and 
the  present  Bill  had  been  the  retolt  of 
the  recommeodation  of  that  Conuniitee. 
There  had  been  amongst  the  Members  of 
that  Committee  an  unanimout  coavictioB 
that  some  such  measure  as  the  present 
as  necessary,  and  it  had  beeo  acxwrtl- 
gly  actually  agreed  npon  by  ihe  great 
body  of  Irish  Members  in  the  other  Hodm 
of  Parliament,  end  in  addition  lo  that  re- 
lendation,  it  had  the  approval  of  the 
recent  Land  Commission.  At  the  pretent 
moment  there  was  a  difference  of  40  or  50 
per  cent,  in  the  rate  of  the  ralnation 
under  the  Poor  Law,  in  many  of  tbe 
Unions  in  Ireland,  and  it  had  been  consi- 
dered most  advisable  and  equitable  to  en- 
deavour to  secure  a  unirorm  aystem.  It 
was  not  fair  to  cbai^  his  noble  Friend 
near  him  with  endeavouring  to  force  that 
Bill  through  a  thin  House ;  because  noble 
Lords  having  an  interest  in  Ireland  drd 
not  think  proper,  as  might  be  suppoaed 
their  duty,  as  long  as  Parliament  waa 
tilting,  lo  attend  in  their  places  when 
anything  concerning  that  country  was 
likely  to  be  discussed.  Bat  such  aa  tbe 
Bill  was,  it  had  been  approved  of  by  a 
Committee  of  Irish  Members,  composed 
of  Sir  Denham  Norreys,  Lord  Jocelvo, 
Mr.  Shaw,  Mr.  French,  Sir  H.  Barron, 
and  oiheri ;  and  for  his  part  he  conceived 
it  would  do  much  good,  instead  of  the  evil 
the  noble  Lord  prognosticated  of  it  in 
Ireland.  Under  these  circumstances  he 
hoped  his  noble  Friend  opposite  would  re- 
serve  his  objections  to  the  Bill  until  it  waa 
in  Committee,  when  he  bad  no  doubt  his 
noble  Friend  near  him  would  be  prepared 
10  answer  ihcm. 

The  Earl  of  Wicklow  said,  that  the  first 
question  which  had  occurred  to  him  on 
the  present  occasion  was,  whether  the 
Houseof  Lords  was  of  any  use?  IF  it  was 
of  use,  then  he  must  say  that  tbe  present 
was  a  most  eilraordinsry  mode  of  pro- 
ceeding. He  objected  to  forcing  through 
so  important  a  Bill  in  the  manner  de- 
scribed. He  did  not  object  to  it  because 
that  happened  to  be  the  4tb  of  August, 
but  because  they  had  not  time  to  consider 
it  before  the  prorogation.  There  was  no 
compulsion  on  tbe  Ministers  to  prorogoe 
Parliament  either  that  week  or  (he  next. 
In  general.  Parliament  tat  lo  a  much  later 
period ;  and  it  wai  ibeir  duly  to  do  ao  at 
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long  ai  there  was  busiaeBS  of  imporUDce 
to  be  dispaied  or.  It  appeared  that  thej 
were  to  be  prorogued  at  the  end  of  the 
week.  The  ooble  Lord  had  urged  that  as 
an  arRuinent  for  proceeding  with  the  mea- 
sure, while  ill  fact  it  proved  that  the  noble 
Lord  did  not  consider  it  necessary  that 
importaot  Bill>  should  undergo  considera- 
tion in  that  House.  In  his  opinion  the 
noble  Lord  ought  at  once  to  postpone  the 
■neature.  The  noble  Lord  said,  thai  it 
might  not  be  lo  easy  to  pais  it  through 
the  other  House  in  the  next  Session,  But 
that  was  just  another  reason  for  delaying 
it.  Independent  of  these  considerations, 
there  was  the  fact  chat  none  of  their  Lord- 
ships had  had  time  even  to  read  ihe  Bill. 
The  noble  Lord  had  said,  that  the  Bill 
had  been  supported  in  the  other  House  by 
k  great  majority  of  the  Irish  Members. 
According  to  the  reports  which  be  had 
teen,  he  believed  it  had  been  opposed  by 
thain  both  in  iia  principle  and  in  its  de- 
tails. He  thought  Oovernment  ought  not 
to  persist  with  the  Bill  in  opposition  to 
ever;  Irish  Peer  present,  and  that  further 
time  ought  to  b«  given  for  fairly  consi- 
dering it. 

Lord  Stanley  hoped  their  Lordships 
would  believe,  ibat  he  had  not  brought 
forward  the  question  at  iliat  period  out  of 
any  disrespect  to  their  Lordihips,  or  with 
any  desire  that  ihey  should  not  have  the 
fullest  opportunity  of  discussing  it.  He 
was  fully  aware  of  the  inconvenience  ul 
bringing  forward  such  a  measure  at  that 
period  of  the  Session,  and  he  was  alio 
aware  that  unless  it  met  with  a  general 
concurrence  of  opinion  in  its  favour,  there 
would  be  lilile  chance  of  carrying  ii. 
There  would  certainly  be  great  inconve- 
nience in  postponing  the  Bill,  and  great 
expense  would  be  involved  in  such  a  post, 
ponement.  If  the  measure  were  post- 
poned, it  would  only  be  to  be  again  intro- 
duced in  the  other  House  next  Session. 
He  regretted  that  it  had  not  met  with  the 
approval  of  the  noble  Lords  connected 
with  Iceland.  Both  ihe  noble  Lords  op- 
posite and  the  noble  Earl  neir  him,  had 
intimated  their  intention  to  op^se  the 
future  progreis  of  the  Bill ;  and  it  would, 
therefore,  be  impossible  for  him  lo  persist 
with  the  Bill  during  the  present  Session. 
Sensible  of  the  immense  inconvenience, 
the  increased  expense,  and  the  great  evil 
of  postponing  the  measure,  he,  neverthe- 
lesa,  felt  that,  under  the  circumiisnces, 
be  abonld  not  be  warraoted  in  further 
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pressing  it  on  their  Lordships'  contidera- 


The  Marquess  of  Cianricart/e  expressed 
his  acknowledgments  to  the  nuble  Lord 
for  the  course  he  had  takea. 

Lord  Monteagle  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  acted  wisely  and  discreetly  in 
postponing  the  Bill.  Early  next  Session 
the  Bill  might  be  calmly  and  well  consi- 
dered. 

Bill  accordingly  withdrawn. 

House  adjourned. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMOMS, 
Monday,  August  4,  1845. 
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tbmttr,  tea  InquiTy  [nlo  tin  SuuuT)  Coodltton  of  Uidc 
Tndc. 

London  AND  York  Railway— Fic- 
titious SiOHATiTRES.]  Mr.  Hawes  pre- 
sented a  petition  fiooi  the  Cuairman  of 
the  Cambridge  and  Lincoln  Railway  Com. 
pany,  a  gentleman  who  stated  that  he  had 
an  interest  in  the  London  and  York  Rail- 
way. The  object  of  the  petition  was  to 
impute  very  eitensive  frauds  in  the  cou- 
coction  of  the  subscription  list.  The  pe- 
titioner stated  that  his  attention  and  the 
attention  of  other  parties  was  only  called 
to  this  lubject  on  Tbuiiday  last,  and  that 
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the  reiult  of  hit  inquiriet  had  been  that 
■ubicriberi  to  the  amount  of  half  a  mil- 
lion tterling  appeared  in  the  contract  deed 
by  Gciiiious  name*  or  a  fictitloui  descrip- 
tion or  places  of  abode;  and  that  the 
petitioner  could  prove  the  above  rscri. 
Tbe  petition  ihcD  contained  a  long  list 
of  namea  and  figures,  with  the  lumi  for 
which  the  parliea  had  aubicribed.  The 
petitioner  atated  that  he  wai  pursuing  his 
inqtiiries  into  the  bond  fides  or  the  sub- 
tcription  list,  and  did  not  doubt  that  he 
should  discover  nuraeroua  other  instances 
of  fraud,  hetidea  those  which  were  speci- 
fically  alleged.  He  prayed  the  House  to 
institute  an  inquiry,  and  to  afibrd  him  an 
opportunity  of  proving;  the  allrgalioni  of 
the  petition  before  a  Select  Committee. 
A*  the  third  reading;  of  the  Bill  was  to 
lake  place  to-day,  and  aa  it  was  not  likely 
that  tbe  Houte  would  often  meet  again, 
he  ooted  that  the  petition  be  printed  with 
the  Votes  to-morrow. 

Mr.  B.  Denison  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  had  done  bim 
the  honour  to  show  him  the  petition. 
It  was  quite  impossible  for  hiro  to  say 
whether  the  signature*  were  correctly 
stated  or  not ;  one  signature,  however, 
did  eitch  bis  eye,  and  that  was  the 
signature  of  a  roost  respectable  solicitor 
residing  in  London,  who,  although  it  was 
stated  that  he  was  not  competent  to  pay 
his  subscription  contract,  was,  to  his 
knowledge,  perfectly  competent  to  pay 
six  times  the  sum  standing  opposite  his 
name.  The  name  was  Michael  Thomas 
Baxter.  This  proceeding  liad  been  goiog 
on  for  some  day*,  and  he  held  in  his  hand 
a  circular  signed  by  a  person  who  called 
himself  a  parliamentary  agent. 

TheSpeaAtr;  Does  the  hon.  Member 
object  to  the  petition  being  printed  with 
the  Votes? 

Mr.  B.  Dmison  replied  that  he  objected 
10  it,  and  he  also  objected  to  the  Motion 
of  which  the  hon.  Member  had  given 
notice.  Supposingail  that  was  contained 
in  the  petition  to  be  true,  there  was  another 
tribunal  beforo  which  the  subscription 
deed  would  go,  which  was  competent  to 
inquire  into  it ;  and  he  submitted  that  this 
was  a  wrong  time  to  bring  forward  n  pe- 
lion  of  this  sort,  and  he  hoped  the  House 
would  not  lend  itself  10  this  mode  of 
stopping  the  further  progress  of  the  Bill. 
He  hsd  not  the  slightest  objection  to  the 
accuracy  of  the  deed  being  inquired  into  ; 
he  was  willing,  if  there  were  fictiiioas 


signatures,  that  the  whole  ibiop  Aootd  be 
eiposed.  The  utmost  pains  srere  (aken 
to  ascertain  the  respectability  and  respco)- 
sibility  of  every  person  who  signed  the 
deed.  The  circular  to  which  he  «lladed 
was  headed  "  urgent,"  and  was  addresaed 
to  the  postmaster  of  Lincoln,  and  aigsfd 
by  K.  Croucher,  parliamentary  ageuL  He 
strongly  inspected  that  all  parliamentary 
agents  were,  to  a  great  ezieni,  under  the 
control  of  the  Speaker  ;  and  he  meant  to 
ask  whether  il  was  not  a  breach  of  pri> 
vilege  to  send  a  circular  of  this  deicti|r- 
tion  1  It  slated  that  an  inveaiigatkwi  was 
pending  before  tbe  House  of  Lords ;  that 
extensive  frauds  and  forgeries  bad  beea 
discovered,  and  requested  information  to 
be  sent  whether  letters  had  been  delivered 
to  certain  parties,  specifying  the  names 
of  persons  in  the  neighbonrbood.  On  in- 
quiry it  turned  out  that  this  was  a  circalac 
which  bad  been  sent  to  almost  every  town 
in  the  kingdom  in  which  it  was  anppoted 
that  any  person  resided  who  had  become  a 
subscriber  to  the  London  and  York  Rait- 
way.  He  was  in  a  condition  to  prove  that 
parties  had  been  going  about  London, 
within  the  last  forty-eight  hours,  stating 
that  they  were  autfaoriied  by  the  Hoase 
of  Lords  to  make  inquiries  as  to  A.  B.  C. 
In  this  way  the  case  was  got  up  to  slop 
the  progress  of  the  London  and  York 
Railway.  It  was  only  a  repetition  of 
various  attempts  of  a  aimilar  character, 
with  which  he  need  not  trouble  tbe  House. 
Even  during  the  sitting  of  tbe  Committee, 
expedients  were  resorted  to  to  wear  out  the 
time  of  the  Committee  and  the  directors; 
and  be  believed  this  to  be  a  part  of  the 
same  proceeding.  He  therefore,  objected 
to  an  inquiry  being  instituted  at  ibis  the 
eleventh  hour,  on  the  day  fixed  for  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  Hatres  did  not  think  (hat  the  hou. 
Member  had  assigned  any  good  grounds 
for  opposing  the  priming  of  the  petition. 
The  hon.  Member  said  that  the  petitioner 
bad  used  improper  mean*  to  make  various 
inquiries.  He  knew  nothing  of  the  parlies 
who  were  promoting  the  line,  or  who  were 
opposing  it.  He  had  had  no  sort  of  com- 
munication, direct  or  indirect,  with  them. 
Thii  petition  had  been  brought  to  hiro  by 
a  most  respectable  gentleman,  and  was 
signed  by  a  most  respectable  gentleman. 
He  was  informed  that  the  gross  sum  im- 
pnened  by  the  petitioners  amounted  to 
658,0C0f:  Of  that  there  was  200.0001. 
of  fictitious  sigoaiures,  and  458,0001.  bj 
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parliei  who  were  n  holly  irrespon  Bible.  He.  House  of  Commons  did  not  pnssesi,    Why 

'    ''  '     '  had  not  the  parties  diacovereil  these  facta 

before  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill  ?  It 
would  be  difficult  to  ftsseinble  a  Commit- 
tee of  the  Commons  at  this  time  of  the 
Session,  but  in  the  other  House  thej  had 
little  to  do.  The  hoD.  Member  might 
abandon  his  Motion  with  safety  without 
depriving  hit  clients  of  their  remedy, 

Mr.  Baebuct  said,  that  the  question 
was,  not  whether  fraud  had  beeo  prac- 
tised on  the  directors  of  the  companies, 
but  whether  fraud  had  been  practised  od 
the  House  of  Commons?  Some  time  ago 
the  House  had  passed  an  Irish  Bill,  the 
famous  Galvray  Dili  ;  that  was  taken  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  and  there  subjected  tu 
a  peculiar  ordeal.  It  was  discovered,  after 
the  House  of  Conomons  had  passed  it,  tliat 
they  had  been  performing  their  onerous 
duties  in  vain,  and  that  one-half  of  the 
list  was  fictitious.  What  was  sauce  for 
the  goose  was  sauce  for  the  gander  ;  what 
was  law  for  Ireland,  ought  to  be  law  for 
England.  The  Galway  Bill  had  been 
turned  out  for  a  fraud  nhich  was  disco- 
vered in  the  House  of  Lords  ;  but  here  a 
fraud  was  discovered  in  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  wasnot  proved,  certainly ;  hut 
the  House  of  Commons  was  now  exactly 
in  the  position  in  which  the  House  of  Lords 
tras  when  the  fraud  was  discovered. 
What  did  the  House  of  Lords  do?  Ther 
did  not  say  "  You  have  come  too  late," 
They  said  "You  have  presented  a  petition 
which  makes  such  imputations  and  in- 
volves such  interests,  that  we  must  in- 
quire." When  the  same  impuiattonswere 
made  as  to  an  English  Bill,  should  (he 
House  of  Commons  say,  "We  will  not 
inquire,  let  the  Lords  in(|uire."  Was  not 
this  abrogating  their  functions?  It  was 
naid  that  the  House  of  Lords  could  ex- 
anilue  upon  oath  ;  but  tliey  refused  to 
ellow  a  proserution  for  evidence  given 
under  thai  oaih.  In  the  CAte  a!  the  Gal- 
way  Railway,  amongst  other  evidence  was 
that  of  the  secretary  to  the  company,  who 
said  that  most  careful  inquiries  had  been 
mbde  into  the  list,  and  that  nobody  had 
been  admitted  who  was  not  proved  to  be 
a  respectable  peison,  and  yet  il  turned  out 
that  500,000/.  had  been  suhicribed  by 
paupers. 

Ward  said,  that  if  the  House  sane. 

tioned    this  objection,   no   Railwdy    Bill 

would  pass  before  the  close  of  the  Set. 

they  should  give  this  Bill  fair  play. 

If  the  respect  ability  of  the  ihareliolJeri  of 


Slated  this  on  the  best  possible  evidence, 
which  bad  satisfied  hii  mind  ihst  the  fact! 
.ought  to  be  disclosed  to  the  House  o 
Commons.  As  io  this  being  the  last  stage 
of  the  Bill,  the  House  would  recollect  that 
on  a  recent  occasion  the  objection  to  ihi 
signatures  was  not  taken  before  the  Stand 
ing  Orders'  Committee,  or  after  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill,  but  when  it  came  be- 
fore the  House  of  l^rda.  One  of  the 
signatures  was  that  of  a  gentleman,  whose 
address  was  stated  to  be  Finsbury-square, 
who  signed  for  95,000^  No  such  persoi 
was  known,  although  inquiiies  were  made 
of  all  the  general  and  twopenny  postmen, 
Then  there  were  the  names  of  John 
Theobold,  and  John  Taylor,  who  signed 
for  1,200/. :  and  the  mistress  of  the  house 
stated  that  she  knew  nothing  of  him. 
Another  gentleman,  who  signed  for  5,000/,, 
turned  out  to  be  receiving  alms  from  the 
Charterhouse.  Then  there  were  the 
names  of  collectors  of  the  Treasury,  excise 
officers,  widoivt,  and  persons  in  all 
Biions  of  life ;  but  no  trace  could  be  found 
of  their  locality,  nor  was  there  any  proof 
'  of  the  ability  oF  these  persons  to  fulfil  ihi 
contracts  they  had  signed.  He  had  no 
the  smallest  interest  in  the  matter,  directly 
or  indirectly.  Two  hours  ago  he  should 
have  given  his  vote  on  general  principles 
in  support  of  thefiill ;  but  when  respectabli 
parlies  impugned  the  subscription  contract 
and  said  that  there  was  650,000/.  of 
fraudulent  or  fictitious  signatures,  coald 
hon.  Members  turn  their  hacks  on  the  pe> 
titioner*,  and  refuse  inquiry  ? 

Mr  Bernal  knew  nothing  of  this  line, 
hut  he  knew  enough  of  railways  to  say 
that  with  all  the  safeguards  which  the 
House  might  think  proper  to  adopt,  they 
could  not  put  a  fstop  to  stockjobbing ; 
they  could  not  put  an  end  to  gambliag 
dnj  by  day,  and  the  mischief  that  must 
arise  from  such  a  system  aa  this.  He  had 
DO  doubt  that  the  hon.  Member  was  con- 
vinced of  the  truth  of  the  facts  stated  in 
the  petition  ;  but  let  it  be  recollected  that 
he  came  later  than  the  eleventh  hour.  If 
he  thought  that  he  was  depriving  the 
hon.  Member  of  his  remedy,  he  would  not 
oppose  his  Motion  ;  but  there  was  another 
tribunal  more  competent  than  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  if  they  refused  this  Mo- 
tion, they  did  not  deprive  the  parties  of 
any  relief  to  which  they  might  be  entitled. 
The  House  of  Lords  could  examine  wit- 
nesses upon  oath— an  advantage  which tlie 
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the  London  and  York  RajIwb;  conid  be 
impagned,  let  the  matler  be  lifted  to  tbe 
Houie  of  Lordi.  Three  or  foor  dajri  only 
of  the  Seiiion  reniaiaed,  lo  that  it  wai 
utterly  impouible  to  make  so  inquiry  in 
thi>  House.  He  bad  to  inrorm  the  hon. 
Member,  that  in  cooMquence  of  tbe  notice 
he  had  gi*en  of  this  Motion,  the  iharea 
of  one  line  had  risen,  and  the  tfaarea  of 
tbe  other  had  fallen,  ao  that  hii  public 
rirtne  might  be  made  an  initrumenl  in 
the  haodi  of  oppoiing  partiei.  He  ahoald 
vote  a  gain  It  the  Motion,  in  tbe  expecta- 
tion that  there  nould  be  a  moat  Marching 
inqairy  in  the  Houie  of  Lords. 

Mr.  Darby  staled,  that  tbe  original 
ihare  till  «ai  before  the  Committee;  thai 
etery  word  of  ihe  deed  waa  diacusied  and 
commented  upon,  and  yet  not  a  hint  was 
thrown  out  against  the  reiponailiility  of 
Ihe  ihareholders. 

Pelilion  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  B.  Deniton  then  moved  that  the 
London  and  YoiIe  Railway  Bill  be  read  a 
Third  Time, 

Mr,  Hatoef  would  take  that  opportnnily 
of  anawciiag  a  question  which  bad  been 
put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Be- 
fOTe  the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
it  had  been  said  that  tbe  lubscriptioD  list 
of  the  London  and  York  Company  was 
unimpeachable,  and  it  was  only  on  Thuti- 
day  Inst  that  the  petitioner  had  been  made 
aware  that  such  was  not  the  fact,  and  he 
was  still  pursuing  hii  Inquiries,  He  fully 
believed  that  the  Standing  Orders' Com- 
mittee were  afforded  no  opportunity  oF 
looking  iato  the  matler-^ell  the  companies 
hadjoioed  in  a  compromise  so  that  each 
fhould  abstain  (roai  impeaching  the 
acriplion  list  of  tlie  other.  The  parties 
who  waited  upon  him  were  respectable, 
and  he  believed  that  the  allegations  ihey 
had  made  were  true,  and,  as  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  would  assist  them  in  sifting 
the  matter  lo  tbe  bottom. 

Mr.  Roebuck  would  move  that  the  Bill 
be  read  a  third  lime  on  that  day 
months,  and  he  did  so  on  the  ground  that 
the  House  had  determined  that  certain 
things  should  be  done  before  a  Railway 
Bill  should  be  proceeded  in — that  a  sub- 
scription list  should  be  put  in,  and  that 
should  be  a  bond  fide  one.  If  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  were  of  no  use,  let  ihem  be 
abK^ied;  but  so  long  as  tbey   formed 

fiart  and  parcel  of  the  orders  of  the  House, 
et  them  form  part  of  the  proceedings  on 
these  Billi.    It  was  directly  asserted  that 
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the  Bill  which  they  were  then  called  npoo 
to  read  %  third  time,  had  been  Cftrried 
through  all  iis  stages  under  «  fraadaleot 
pretence.  Of  course,  be  did  not  mean  to 
say  for  a  moment  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Yorkshire  waa  toy  party  to  the  fraud  ; 
bat  fraud  was  alleged,  and  it  was  not  at- 
tempted to  be  denied.  [Mr.  Dettitan  dis- 
aenled.]  It  was  all  very  well  to  shake  tbe 
head,  but  would  ihey  go  before  a  Com- 
mittee and  prove  that  the  allegBtiaoa  weia 
false?  The  gigantic  frands  which  had 
bean  practised  in  railways  was  eomcihiBg 
new — it  had  come  upon  there  like  a 
thunder-clap.  With,  perhapa,  looie  half- 
dozen  exceptiona,  the  whole  Honae  were 
dabblers  in  railway  sharea.  You  could 
not  meet  a  man  but  be  waa  futi  of  the 
price  of  sharea  ;  nay,  yon  could  not  meet 
even  a  woman  in  society,  who  waa  not 
learned  in  the  value  of  scrip.  It  was  al- 
together  a  monstrous  phenomenoo.  Tbe 
House  had  oow  some  grounds  to  go  upon. 
Let  them  fully  inquire  into  the  allegationa 
of  the  petitioners,  and  if  they  were  foand 
Irae  lei  them  take  steps  to  put  an  end  to  the 
monstrous  system  altogether.  Soppoaa 
they  were  lo  postpone  tbe  Bill ;  it  might 
be  inconvenient  to  some  parties,  but  where 
was  the  barm  to  the  public  if  the  Bill 
■bould  be  delayed  until  neatSeaaion  ?  It 
was  asserted  that  the  partiei  promoting 
the  Bill  had  practised  /raud  upon  the 
House,  yet  the  House  was  about  to  be 
asked  to  luspend  the  Standing  Orders,  in 
order  that  it  should  be  enabled  lo  jnii 
it  waa  moDSlrous.  He  moved  that  the 
third  reading  of  the  Bill  be  poalponed 
for  three  months. 

Mr,  W.  Patten  vould  vote  for  the  third 
reading  of  the  Bill,  because  be  consi- 
dered that  il  would  be  unjust  to  throw  it 
over  at  that  late  period  of  the  Sesaion. 
A  Committee  bad  sat  eighty  days,  he  be- 
lieved, npon  the  Bill;  tbry  had  fully  in- 
vestigated ii,  and  their  labours  ought  not 
now  to  be  thrown  aside.  If  the  House 
should  agree  to  do  so,  he  certainly  would 
never  serve  upon  a  railway  committee, ex- 
cept upon  compulsion.  He  really  did  not 
know  what  measures  it  was  in  the  powerof 
the  House  to  take  to  prevent  such  frauds, 
if  they  had  not  been  successful  in  the  case 
of  the  London  and  York  line,  with  which 
he  waa  wholly  unconnected.  But,  even 
if  theallegaiions  of  the  petition  were  true 
—if  the  whole  600,OOOIL  had  been  fraudu- 
lently subscribed  for,  still  (here  would  re- 
main ainfficieat  subscription  liittoMswer 
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all  the  reqoirementi  of  the  Standing 
Ordera.  Under  all  the  c  ire  am  nances,  he 
would  vote  for  the  ihird  reading  of  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  Aglionhy:  The  Houie  and  the 
country  were  «ry  much  deceived  if  they 
thought  that  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
Houie  afTorded  any  (ufiicient  protection 
againit  fraudi  of  the  deicription  pointed 
out  in  the  petition.  When  Bills  went 
before  the  Committee  upon  pelitioni,  the 
agents  mviually  agreed  to  wa*e  all  dit- 

Eoie  upon  the  aubicription  lists,  nell 
Donriog  that  any  inquiry  would  moat 
[irobably  be  fatal  to  all  ihe  Bills.  He  be- 
ieved  that  fraud*  which  had  been  prac- 
tised upon  the  House  during  the  present 
Session  had  been  very  flagrant,  and  he  was 
most  anxious  that  tbey  should  be  able  to 
find  some  mode  of  checking  tiiem.  In 
respect  to  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bath,  he  trusted  there  were 
many  more  than  lii  hon.  Members  who 
were  not  tainted  with  the  railway  mania; 
for  himself  he  had  no  connexion  with  any 
railway  whatever,  nor  would  he  e*er  ' 
while  the  House  chose  lo  place  him  in  the 
retponiible  and  judicial  liluaiion  of  a 
Member  of  the  Standing  Ordera'  Corn- 
mil  tee. 

Mr.  Ward  laid,  that  he  conaidered  it 
highlydesirablethatmenof  known  honour, 
integrity,  and  capacity,  should  be  openly 
and  avowedly  interested  in  enterprise* 
from  which  the  public  derived  so  much 
benefit  aa  frnm  railways.  He  had  him- 
self been  a  railway  director  for  ten  years  ; 
and  so  long  as  he  saw  those  concerns  with 
which  he  was  connected  conducted  with 
propriety,  he  should  not  be  ashamed  to 
avow  his  pafticipalion  in  them. 

Amendroeni  withdrawn.  Bill  wai  read 
B  third  time  and  paaaed. 

WbsthihsteeiBridob.^  S\r  B.Inglii, 
leeing  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury  in  his  place,  begged 
to  be  allowed  to  put  a  question  to  htm 
relative  lo  the  atnte  of  Westminster  Bridge, 
and  the  intention  of  Her  Maleaty'a  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  it.  In  order  lo 
make  his  question  intelligible,  perhaps  the 
House  would  indulge  him  with  permisiiou 
to  say  a  few  words  by  way  of  preliminary 
explanation.  Gentlemen  would,  perhaps, 
recollect  that  last  year  a  Committee  was 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  condition  of 
the  bridge.  They  took  evidence  upon 
i(,   and,    amongst   other  testimony,   re. 


ceived  the  opinions  of  several  distinguished 
(ngineers  —  Mr.  Rendel,  Mr.  Geoi^ 
Rennie,  Mr.  Payne,  Mr.  Wm.  Cubitl.  and, 
by  letter,  of  Sir  John  Rennie.  These 
gentlemen  all  concurred  in  the  opinion  that, 
for  engineering  and  architectural  purposes, 
it  was  desirable  that  the  present  structure 
should  be  removed.  Two  gentlemen  gave 
a  contrary  opinion.  Mr.  Walker,  the  ar- 
chitect, and  Mr.  Cnbiit,  the  contractor 
for  the  repair  of  the  bridge.  The  Com- 
mittee did  not  concur  in  the  opinion  of 
geatlemea  whose  names  he  had 
enumerated  ;  and  the  Commissioners  of 
Westminster  Bridge  proceeded,  at  tbeir 
own  expense,  to  make  repairs  which,  ac- 
cording to  the  evidence,  could  not  place 
the  bridge  in  an  effective  condition.  Un- 
der these  drcumstances  the  House  sepa- 
rated last  year,  the  Committee  concurring 
in  the  view  of  the  minority ;  but,  in  the 
course  of  the  winter,  additional  injuries 
occurred  to  the  bridge,  which  rendered  its 
state  itiil  more  unsalisfactnry,  and  he 
therefore  wisbed  to  ask  the  Government, 
in  the  perwn  of  his  right  ban.  Friend  the 
First  Minister,  whether  the  subject  bad 
been  already  under  the  consideration  of 
the  Government,  and  what  were  their  in- 
tentions with  respect  to  the  cnntiniiaoce 
of  repairs  at  an  enormous  expense,  and 
which  were  ineffectual  for  the  complete 
reatoration  of  the  structure ;  or  whether 
they  contemplated  the  pulling  down  of 
the  bridge  and  rebuilding  it,  either  at  the 
present  spot,  or  it  the  other  ude  of  the 
new  Palace  of  Westminster  ? 

Sir  R.  Peel,  in  answer  to  the  question 
of  his  hon.  Friend,  beg^  to  remind  the 
Hou«e  that  a  Committee  had  been  ap. 
pointed  last  Session  to  inquire  into  the 
state  of  Westminster  Bridge,  and  ha  be- 
lieved that  the  Committee,  by  a  small  ma. 
jority,  decided,  upon  a  review  of  the  whole 
of  the  evidence,  there  was  no  case  upon 
which  to  recommend  the  pulling  down  of 
the  bridge,  and  building  a  new  one.  The 
facts  he  believed  to  be  these— that  the 
Commissioners  for  superintending  the 
bridge,  were  in  possession  of  certain 
estates,  which,  if  converted  into  capital, 
would  represent  a  sum  of  1 72,000/.  Two 
estimates  for  rebuilding  the  bridge  had 
been  laid  before  the  Committee,  one  from 
Mr.  Walker,  and  the  other  from  Mr. 
Rennie;  the  one  stating  the  amount  at 
260,000^1,  and  the  other  at  850,000/.,  in- 
dependent of  the  approaches.  He  under- 
stood that  since  the  Repo:t  of  the  Com- 
mittee, the  Commissioners  who  bad  the 


1367  The  Soull^EiuterB  {COMMONS} 
chsTf^  of  the  bridge  had  taken  fresh  eri- 
dence,  and  had  called  fur  reports  from  the 
engineer*  aod  othen  immediately  con- 
nected with  the  bridge,  Mr.  Walker  and 
Mr.  Cutntt,  and  had  also  received  the 
opinioTii  of  Mr.  Rennie  and  Mr.  Rendel, 
and  other  independent  engineers.  These 
opinions  had  been  sent  to  the  Board  of 
Treasurf ;  but  having  been  so  sent  only 
within  the  ]a«t  three  days,  it  had  been  im- 
possible to  give  them  the  consideration 
which  so  important  a  subject  required;  and 
he  waa  onlj  enabled  to  state  to  bis  hon. 
Friend,  that  aa  Mon  as  the  labours  of  that 
House  were  brought  lo  a  close,  the  recent 
communication  from  the  Commissionen  to 
the  Board  of  Treasury  should  receive  due 
kttentioD.  He  wu  not  prepared  at  pre- 
sent to  go  further,  or  to  state  that  the 
Goremment  thought  that  the  rebuilding 
the  bridge,  at  an  expense  of  350,000/., 
would  be  consistent  with  a  due  regaid  for 
the  interesU  of  the  public. 


McHDsn  or  Mr.  Paluks,  or  the 
Wabp.]  Mr.  Christie  rose  for  the  purpiMe 
of  calling  the  attention  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  to  the 
case  of  the  seven  foreigners  who  were  re- 
cently tried  at  the  Exeter  asaizes,  for  the 
murder  of  Mr.  Thoma''  Palmer,  a  mid- 
shipman, belonging  to  Her  Msjeaty's  ship 
the  Wtup,  and  who,  the  hon.  Member  said, 
he  understood  were  to  be  executed  on 
Friday  nest.  On  the  trial  of  these  men 
several  points  were  raised  by  counsel  on 
their  bebalf,  aod  one  of  these  was  quite  a 
new  one,  in  respect  of  which  counsel  on 
neither  side  was  prepared  with  any  autho- 
rity. The  Judge  (Mr.  Baron  Piatt)  over- 
ruled the  objections,  and  refused  to  reserve 
them  for  the  considerntion  of  his  brother 
Judges;  and  be  (Mr.  Christie)  now  wished 
to  Bsk  the  right  hon.  Baninet  whether, 
under  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  the 
case,  and  looking  at  the  fact  that  the  lives 
of  seven  of  our  fellow  creatures,  and  these 
seven  foreigners,  were  dependent  an  that 
decision,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  deemed 
it  10  be  inconsistent  with  his  duty  lo  ad- 
vise Her  Majesty  to  exercise  Her  preroga- 
tive, and  respite  the  unhappy  men,  in  order 
that  the  opinion  of  the  jud^s  might  be 
obtained  on  the  points  raised  t 

Sir  J.  Graham  admitted  that  the  ques- 
tion put  by  the  iion.  Gentleman  » 
most  important  one.  He  begged  to  stnte 
in  reply  that  he  had  that  morning  heard 
from  Mr.  Baron  PlaTt,  who  informed  bim 
that,  after  full  coiisultatioD  with  his  bro- 
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tber  Judge,  Mr.  Justice  Erie,  who  was  on 
the  same  circuit  with  him.  and  consider- 
ing the  gravity  of  the  question  and  all  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  beside*  the  fact 
that  the  lives  of  seven  ueraona  were  at 
itake,  be  (Mr.  Baron  Piatt]  had  deter- 
nined  to  reserve  the  point  of  law,  which 
had  been  raised  on  the  irial,  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  other  Judges.  Upon  this 
being  communicated  tn  the  Goremnient, 
a  respite  was  at  once  issued. 


New  Zealabd.]      Mr.   P.   Howard 

asked,  whether  aoy,  and  what,  arrange- 
ment* had  been  made  by  the  Govern- 
ment with  the  New  Zealand  Company, 
and  whether  the  Government  wonld  ta- 
Torm  the  House  more  generally  what  had 
been  done  with  respect  to  the  Colony  it- 
self? It  was  not  desirable  that  the  priv 
rogation  should  take  place  without  some 
statement  being  made  public  as  to  what 
had  been  done. 

Mr.  G.  IT.  Hope  regretted  thai  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  mentioned  to 
before  coming  down  to  the  Honse 
that  he  was  about  to  put  tbe  qneslion, 
as  lie  CMr.  G.  W.  Hope?  wonid  then 
have  been  able  to  give  bim  more  than  a 
general  answer.  All  he  could  say  at 
present  was,  that  the  New  Zealand 
Company  bad  made  fresh  proposals  to 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Colo- 
nial Office;  that  he  himself  (Mr.  G.  W. 
Hope)  had  seen  deputations  from  the 
Company  two  or  three  times  on  those 
proposals;  they  had  also  teen  a  third 
person  st  ihe  Colonial  OlEce  on  the  sub- 
ject ;  and  that  those  proposals  were  still 
under  the  cooaidetstion  of  the  Colonial 
Office. 

The  Sourn-EASTERK  Railway  Com- 
pany.] Viscount  Pa^ertfon  said  :  On 
behalf  of  the  South-Eattern  Railway  Com- 
pany, 1  beg  to  offer  a  few  words  in  eipla- 
nation  of  what  Tell  from  me  on  tbe  other 
evening.  I  had  been  informed  that  the 
reason  why  the  engines  used  on  that  line 
were  loo  weak  to  perform  their  dotj, 
which  made  it  necessary  to  have  an  ad- 
diiionat  engine  to  propyl  each  train  be- 
hind, was  mistaken  economy  on  the  pait 
of  Ihe  directors  or  the  Company.  But  I 
have  since  been  waited  en  by  a  deputa- 
tion of  the  directors  of  tbe  Company,  and 
the;  have  assured  me  thut  the  reason  was 
not  a  mistaken  economy,  bat  a  mistaken 
calculation,  aod  that  the  persona  who  vere 
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in  the  tame  lnn«aclion  on  which  Mays 
irai  found  guilly,  would  be  tried  alto. 
Thoie  parties  <rere  tried,  but  were  not 
coDTicted.  Circumitancei,  bowefer,  came 
out  at  iheir  trial  that  coD6rmed  tbe  im- 
preisioD  that  had  beea  eotertained  of  th« 
JDOOcence  or  May*  of  (he  offence  of  which 
the  jury  had  found  him  Kuilty.  The  Lord 
Chief  Baron,  before  whom  theie  partita 
had  been  tried,  had  been  lo  good  as  to 
send  bim  bii  notes  of  the  trial,  and  he 
had  leat  them  to  Lord  Chief  Justice  Tin- 
del,  itatin^  that  if  he  thought  the  caie 
with  this  additional  light  wai  a  aaiiafac- 
tory  one,  he  ibould  adviae  Her  Majesty  to 
grant  a  free  pardon  to  tbe  convict  Haya. 
He  wai  only  waitiog  for  an  anawet  front 
the  learned  Jndge. 


director!  at  the  time  to  which  I  referred 
are  notdireclora  now.  They  further  i 
that  in  October  last,  on  findiog  that  their 
engines  were  too  weak,  ihey  gave  direc- 
tiona  for  the  construction  of  fresh  eaginea. 
I  told  them  that  I  should  make  this  ex- 
planation to  the  House  of  Commons  j  but 
at  the  same  time  I  lold  them  I  thought  it 
was  my  duty  to  say  that  their  eipUnation 
did  not, in  my  opinion,  afford  a  ju>ii6catioo 
of  their  conduct;  but  that  if  their  engines 
were  too  weak,  they  ought  to  have  pro- 
portioned their  traina  to  tbe  atreugth  of 
iheir  engines,  instead  of  putting  two  en- 
gines, one  before  and  one  behind.  I  an 
sorry  to  add,  that  from  their  own  thowi 
iog,  it  appears  that  they  still  resort  K 
this  dangerous  practice  of  pulling  two  en- 
gines to  propel  one  train  ;  for  they  as- 
sure me  that  it  ia  only  done  on  a  part  of 
the  road  which  is  very  steep ;  and,  when- 
ever the  meaiure  is  adopted,  the  train  is 
notallowedtogont  more  than  leo  or  twelve, 
or  from  that  to  fifteen  miles  an  hour.  Now, 
I  am  not  an  eogineer,  but  it  does  appear 
lu  me  that  that  rate  ia  too  fast  under  such 
circumstances.  I  think  that  if  there  is  a 
necessity  for  two  eu|ines,  they  ought  to  be 
placed  both  before  the  train,  and  not  one 
before  and  the  other  after  the  train ;  but 
that  if  a  pushing  or  a  propelling  engine  is 
attached  behind,  the  rate  of  travelling 
ought  not  to  be  more  than  four  miles  an 
hour. 

TuE  Cask  of  William  Mays.^  Mr. 
Tufnell  asked  whether  William  Mays, 
who  had  been  convicted,  at  the  North- 
ampton Lent  Assizes,  of  an  assault,  with 
intent  10  do  grievous  bodily  harm  to  a 
gamekeeper,  was  lo  be  pardoned  nr  not? 
-  Sir  /.  Graham  said,  it  was  not  by  any 
means  convenient  that  he,  as  Secretary  of 
State,  should  be  called  upon  to  state  the  ad- 
vice which  he  was  prepared  to  offer  to  the 
Sovereign  wiih  reepect  to  the  eaercite  of 
(he  Royal  prerogative  ;  but  he  would  say, 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  Gentleman's  question, 
that  the  prisoner  William  Maya  was  tried 
and  convicted  before  Lord  Chief  Juaiire 
Tindal,  at  the  last  Spring  Assizes,  and  by 
him  sentenced  to  fifteen  years'  transporta- 
tion. That  period,  with  the  concurrence 
and  by  the  advice  of  Lord  Chief  Juitice 
Tindal,  he  (Sir  ,1.  Graham)  hsd  commuted 
to  seven  years,  and  he  had  further  ordered 
the  priaoner  to  be  detained  until  the  Sum- 
mer Assizes,  when  certain  other  parlies 
who  wert  inculpated  for  having  taken  part 


TnE  New  Houses  op  Parliament.] 
The  Earl  of  Littcoln  said,  in  answer  lo  (be 
question  from  Mr.  Moffalt,  it  was  perfectly 
true  that  the  anticipations  he  had  enter- 
tained and  eipressed  in  answer  to  a  ques- 
tion from  the  hon.  Member  for  Montrose 
in  1842,  to  the  effect  that  the  new  Houses 
would  be  ready  by  this  time,  had  been 
diiappointed;  but  hebef^^ed  to  remind  the 
House  that  nn  great  public  building,  either 
in  this  couoti^  or  any  other,  had  ever 
made  so  rapid  a  progress  as  the  new 
Houses  had  done  ;  and  when  attacks  were 
made  upon  the  architect,  be  could  answer 
for  that  gentleman  that  the  allacks  made 
upon  him  some  time  ago  had  rendered 
him  so  anxious,  that  for  two  months  he 
was  obliged  to  retire  from  London  in  order 
to  recruit  his  health,  so  keenly  did  he  feel 
the  impulationi  that  had  been  thrown 
upon  hia  personal  honour  in  the  accusa- 
tions that  had  been  made  aeainst  him  of 
not  having  kept  his  word.  The  House  of 
Lords,  there  waa  no  doubt,  would  be  in  a 
fit  state  for  the  occupation  of  their  Lord- 
ships at  the  commencement  of  the  Session 
of  1847.  The  House  of  Commons  could 
be  prepared  by  that  time,  but  not  without 
considerable  difficulty,  and  he  was  not 
prepared  to  say  that  it  would  be  adviiable 
for  the  House  to  insist  on  its  being  ready 
so  soon.  But  the  central  hall  and  other 
parti  of  the  building  neceiaary  for  the 
communication  between  the  two  Houses, 
would  not  be  ready  by  then;  and,  there- 
fore it  would  be  for  the  House  next  Ses- 
sion to  consider  what  it  would  be  best  lo 
do.  The  committee-rooms  would  be  pre- 
pared by  the  commencement  of  the  Sea- 
lion  of  1847.  ,^j[p 
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proicribed  the  itapte  product  of  tbe  Bia- 
zili,  sad  plkced   it  in  a  difiereot  positioa 
rrom  ihe  lame  produce  of  other  foreign 
couDtriei,  hs  could   uot  tell,    but   it  sp- 
peated  to  bin  that  we  did  (tand  in  k  very 
unfortuDftle  poiition  with  the  Brasils  ;  thai 
the  iotereati  of  the  coromerciel  cla*«e«  were 
B  itate  of  jeopardy,  and  that  Her  Ua- 
jeitj'i  GoreTament   had   not  been    Toriu- 
nate  in  their  oegotiationt  vith  that  Empire. 
AflOiber   queitioo   with  refereDce    to    tbe 
■ame  aubject  whicb   he  niahed    to    pren 
OD  the   attention   of  tbe  Goremraeot  wat 
tbe   differential    duty.      The   right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  TauotOD,  Lbe 
other  evening,  put  a  queaiion  to  tbe   rigbt 
hoD.  Baronet,  and  asked,  whether  it  was 
true  that  tbe  Brniiliao  GoTeroineDt   bad 
impoaed  an  additional  20  or  30  per  cent. 
on  the  rate  of  duty  now  IcTiable   undec 
the  general  tariff,  on  the  cotton  manurac* 
larea,  tbe  produce  of  Great  Britain  only; 
and  the  right  hon,  Bironet  anawered  that 
he  bad  received  no  intelligence  that  aacb 
wai  the  fact.     But  he  (Mr.  Gibaon)   be- 
lieved   that  intelligence   which  might   be 
relied  on  bad   arrived  by  tbe  laat  nail, 
that  tbe   Brazilian   Gaverameni  bad  im- 
poted   a  djicriminating  dut;  of  SO  or  30 
per  cent,  on  Britiib  coltno  manufactom 
over  and  above  the  duty  upon  the  f»t< 
too  manufacture!  of  any  other  country; 
and  that   they  would  continue  that  ada 
ditional   duty  so   long  as  England  con- 
tinued   to    proscribe    their   sugar.       He 
bad  leen  that  stated  in  a  Liverpool  pa- 
per of  tbe  33rd  of  July  lasL     He  did  not 
aslc   the   Government  for  any   assnranca 
or  pledge   lor  the  future;  but  be  aboold 
not  be  doing  bis  duty  to  bis  constitueots, 
if   be   bad    allowed   that   opportunity  to 
pass  without  pressing  such  important  mat- 
ters on  the  attention  oF  the  Gavernment> 
If  tbe  deficiency  of  labour  la  the  West 
Indies  were  urged  as  the  ground   of  mo> 
oopoly  in  their  favour,  then  be  wished   to 
ask  nf  the  Government  what  steps  had 
been  taken  to  bring  about  the  immigration 
of  labour  into  tbe  West  Indian  Colonies? 
He  observed,  that  the  Colonial  Assem- 
blies  had  charged  their  revenue  wilh  t 
certain  amount  to  pay  the  interest  upon  a 
loan,  which  it  was  undetaiood   tbe  noble 
Lord  tbe  Secretary  for  tbe  Colonies  bad 
promised   the  Colonial  Governors  should 
he  raised  on  the  security  of  the  Colonial 
levenue,  backed  also  by  the  guarantee  of 
the  Home  Government.   Perhaps  tbe  bon. 
QeatleiaaD  th«  Uadw  SMietarj  for  iht 


The  Bkazils.^  Mr.  M.  GibtiM  said, 
he  could  not  allow  that  opportunity,  whicb 
might  be  tbe  last  he  should  have  this  Ses- 
sion, to  pass  without  pressing  on  tbe  at- 
tention of  the  Government  one  or  two 
matters  whicb  bad  already  been  mentioned 
several  limea  this  Session  in  that  House, 
connected  with  the  commercial  interests 
of  this  country.  The  6rst  was,  the  position 
in  whicb  Englisbcnen  now  resident  in  tbe 
Brazils  were  placed.  He  wished  to  re- 
mi  od  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  the 
head  of  the  Goveramenl,  that  the  privi- 
leges which  British  subjects  resident  in  the 
Brazils  bad  enjoyed  with  reference  to  the 
disposal  of  their  properly  by  will,  and 
some  ot'her  personal  rights  of  great  im- 
portance, and  which  expired  with  the 
Treaty  of  November,  1844,  had  not,  al- 
though they  were  enjoyed  by  tbe  salijects 
of  other  foreign  countries  resident  in  Bra- 
zil, been  restored  to  them.  He  would, 
therefore,  press  particularly  on  the  atten-. 
lion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
great  importance  of  endeavouring  to  pro- 
cure,  that  Englishmen  resident  in  the 
Brazils  might  at  least  be  in  as  good  a  po- 
sition as  tbe  subjects  of  any  Foreign  State 
whatever.  At  the  same  time,  be  did  not 
complain  that  Englishmen  were  made 
subject  to  Brazilian  law.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber  for  Salford  and  himself  had  received 
many  pressing  communications  on  this 
subject.— one  of  vita)  importance  to  the 
constitueocy  he  represented,  as  many  in 
that  constitnancy  bad  large  property  in 
the  Brazils;  and  he  understood  that  in 
case  of  the  death  of  a  partner  in  this  coun- 
try ia  any  of  those  houses  in  that  country, 
his  goods  would  be  taken  possession  of 
by  the  Brazilian  authorities,  and  would 
be  administered  by  them,  and  that  large 
fees,  amounting  to  confiscation  of  tin 
property,  would  be  exacted.  It  was  uo' 
derstood  that  an  assurance  had  been  given 
that  those  privileges  wuuld  be  restored  to 
British  subjects,  and  he  believed  that  Lord 
Abtrdeen  was  under  the  impression 
a  Treaty  or  arrangement  had  been  come 
to  with  the  Brazilian  Government  that 
British  subjects  should  be  placed  in 
same  position  as  the  subjects  of  Fri 
and  other  foreign  countries  in  reference 
to  those  personal  rights.  The  last  mails, 
however,  did  not  bring  intelligence  thai 
any  such  negotiation  was  concluded  ;  sad 
wheiber  it  could  be  attributed  to  tbe  un- 
fortunaU  policy  of  this  country  with  re- 
spect to  iiigar— to  tbt  fact  that  we  had 
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ColoniM  could  itiforn  bim  wtiether  any- 
thing  had  been  done  in  reference  to  thii 
matter.  The  deipatcbet  o(  the  noble 
X^rd  had  been  before  the  public  lome 
time,  and  it  waa  expected  that  the  atlen- 
tioD  of  Parliament  would  haTs  been  called 
to  the  coniideraiioQ  of  the  policy  of  rais- 
iDg  a  turn  of  money  on  the  tecurity  of  ihe 
Nome  GoTernment  for  the  purpoie  of 
proragting  immigration  io[o  the  Weil 
Indian  Coloniei.  He  would,  however, 
iipoQ  that  occaiion,  give  no  opinion  as  to 
tbe  policy  of  luch  immigration, 

Mr.  G.  fV.  Hope  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had 
aiated,  in  the  deipitchei  to  which  the 
hon.  Gentlemaa  had  referred,  that  on 
preuing  repreientaiioni  from  llie  West 
India  Colonies,  he  should  not  object  to  the 
pasiiogof  Loan  Ordinances,  if  ihey  deemed 
Ihem  adfiiable.  Thoie  Ordinance!  had 
been  passed  in  two  or  three  of  the  Colo- 
uies,  whilst  others  bad  taken  the  neceiisry 
means  of  providing  for  such  immigration 
without  lesoriing  to  Loan  Ordinances. 

Sir  R.  Peel  aaid,  he  bad  stated  at  an 
early  period  of  the  Session,  that  Pleoipo- 
tenliariei  had  been  appointed  by  the 
Brazilian  Oovernmenl,  for  the  purpose 
of  negotiating  such  a  Treaty  ai  that  to 
which  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  had  referred. 
It  was  a  Treaty  not  for  a  tariff,  but  for 
giving  to  British  subjects  the  same  pri- 
vileges  as  ihe  subjects  of  other  countries 
potseiKd.  The  proceedings,  however,  of 
those  Plenipotentiaries,  unlike  the  con- 
duct of  the  Brazilian  Government  in  ge- 
neral, had  been  very  dilatory.  In  the 
l»t  accounta  from  the  Braziii,  it  was 
Btated,  that  a  change  bad  taken  place 
in  the  OoTeroment,  end  thai  the  Gentle- 
man who  was  Secretary  of  Slate,  ander 
whose  orders  that  negotiation  wat  coo. 
ducted,  had  been  recenily  moved  from 
tbat  office :  and  that  might,  perhaps,  here 
caused  the  delay,  The  hon.  Gentleman 
bad  alio  referred  lo  the  imposition  by  the 
GoTeinroent  of  the  Brazils  of  an  addi' 
tional  duty  upon  certain  British  manufac- 
tures. He  could  only  aay,  that,  unless 
tbe  account  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  received  within  the  laal  few  days,  he 
did  not  think  thai  such  was  the  case;  for, 
although  the  Minister  at  the  Court  of  the 
Brazil*  had  al  a  recent  period  written  on 
other  subjects,  he  had  not  alluded  in  the 
most  distant  manner  to  any  such  addi- 
tional duty  having  been  imposed. 

Subject  u  in  «ad. 


{Ava  4}  to  PubUe  Bwldwigi. 


1374 

Febs  tok  Aduibsioh  to  Public 
BtiiLDiVGS.]  Mr.  ^ume  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  lo  the  practice  of 
eaacting  fees  or  receiving  gratuities  from 
the  public  as  the  condition  of  their  ad- 
mittance to  cathedrals  and  other  public 
buildings  ;  and  moved — 

Tbat,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the 
practice  at  ending  feet  from  the  public  as 
thecondilionof  their  admittance  to  cathedrals, 

highly  impioper,  and  ongbt  to  be  discoo' 
linued. 

He  believed,  tbat,  the  opening  of  thois 
edifices  would  greatly  conduce  to  the 
public  benefit,  and  regretted  that  no  such 
steps  had  been  taken  for  that  purpose. 
He  considered  the  prai:tica  of  taking  fees 
for  admission  to  be  disreputable  to  the 
conntry. 

Sir  R,  Peal  said,  he  had  always  ex- 
prested  a  strong  opinion,  and  felt  that 
there  was  great  advantage  from  giving  aa 
free  and  unrestricted  admission  to  these 
loble  edifices  as  was  consistent  with  se- 
curity to  the  works  of  art  contained  in 
them.  He  could  not  conceive  anything 
more  likely  lo  eaercisa  a  beneficial  influ- 
ence on  tbe  public  mind  than  the  free 
admiiaion  to  examine  such  edifices;  but 
due  precaution  should  be  taken  for  ae- 

iring  the  monuments  and  other  works 
of  art  from  injury  ;  although  be  believed, 
that,  speaking  generally,  nothing  could 
be  more  exemplary  than  the  conduct  of 
the  great  body  of  the  people ;  and  he  was 
ipeakiog  of  the  working  classes,  because 
he  believed  that  their  conduct  had  been 

exemplary  as  ibat  of  the  higher  classes; 

II  the  hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware, 
that  occasionally  it  did  happen,  as  in  the 
case  of  the  Portland  Vase,  and  also  of 
some  very  valuable  pictures,  that  there 
were  exceptions  from  that  general  exem- 
plary conduct.  He  did  not  meniioo  that 
as  a  reason  for  additional  restrictions;  but 
that  free  admission  should  not  be  allowed 
Id  the  injury  of  the  works  of  art.  That 
distinguished  divine,  Ihe  late  Dean  of 
Westminster,  had  had  an  interview  with 
bim;  and  he  must  say,  he  believed  that 
it  was  tbe  wish  of  the  Dean  and  Chapter 
of  Westminster  to  give  those  facilities  of 
adraisiioQ  to  the  Abbey  which  they  thought 
they  could  give  consistently  with  security 
10  the  works  of  art;  and  he  uoderslood 
that  the  present  Bishop  of  Ely  did  give, 
in  pursuance  of  the  promises  he  made, 
the  fullest  coosideralion  (o  the  subject, 
and  that  bit  txutioiu  wna  eoutBntly 
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ilronglj  obJMled  to  a  cbnrch  being  coa- 
verted  into  n  place  of  exbtbilion  ;  and  be 
might  remind  the  Hoate  tbat  (be  Abbej 
wai  not  erected  with  the  object  of  en- 
abling the  dean  lod  chapter  to  ieij 
a  taa  upon  the  public.  He  tboagbt 
tha  public  might  be  admitted  into  the 
cbapela  gratuitouii^,  if  they  were  accom- 
panted  by  a  penon  whoae  duty  it  should 
be  10  take  care  that  no  injur;  wu 
done  to  tbe  monument!  or  to  the  edifice. 
He  hoped  tbat  the  conceisioo  aaDOnoced 
by  the  right  bon.  Baronet  waa  only  tbe 
prelude  to  a  atill  further  conceuroa,  which 
would  afford  tbe  public  admitaioa  to  all 
religtoui  edifice*  without  pajmeat  of  any 
pecuniary  fee. 

Ml.  Ifillituiu  wiabed  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  compelled  the  deans  and 
chapter*  of  Wettminster  and  St.  Paul'* 
to  give  tbe  public  free  admioion  to  thoae 
edibcei,  for  he  would  thereby  have  re- 
moved the  ilaiu  upon  tbe  character  of  tbe 
clergy  which  attached  to  them  under  the 
present  ayaiem  of  requiring  fee*.  He  be- 
lieved the  clergy  of  the  Eitabliabed 
Church  were  the  only  body  in  this  country 
who  demanded  fees  for  the  exhibilioo  of 
their  religious  edifice*.  The  catbedrali 
were  public  property,  and  did  not  belong 
escluiively  to  the  clergy,  who  derived 
laige  revenue*  from  ibeir  exhibition.  He 
hoped  his  boa.  Friend  (Mr.  Home)  would 
not  relai  in  hi*  Isudable  effort*  to  obtain 
admisiion  for  the  public  to  all  cathedrals 
without  tbe  pnymeat  of  any  Tee. 

Mr.  Borlhwick  expressed  his  gratifica- 
tion at  the  siaiement  which  had  juat  been 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet;  bathe 
thought  the  object  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site were  aoxioui  to  attain  would  be  more 
effectually  secured  by  tbe  *poataueoas 
good  feeling  oT  the  clergy,  tlisn  by  any 
Resolution  of  the  House.  Hi*  opinion 
was,  that  the  public  ought  to  hare  access 
gratuitously  to  St.  Paul'*  and  Westminster 
Abbey. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  he  had  heard  the  state- 
ment of  tbe  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  R. 
Peel)  with  great  satiafaction.  He  hoped 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  would  exert  bis  in- 
fluence to  have  all  other  catbedrala,  a) 
well  as  Westminster  Abbey,  thrown  open 
to  the  public.  He  thought  (he  pioposed 
charge  of  6d.  for  admisiion  to  the  chapeU 
in  Wettminster  Abbey,  ought  lO  be  re- 
duced to  half  that  amount.  Under  ll:e 
circumstances,  he  would  not  press  his 
Motion.— Motion  withdrawn. 
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directed  towards  that  object.  He  had 
now  the  satisfaction  of  stalinK  that— not 
in  conaaqoence  of  the  boo.  Gentleman's 
Motion — but  in  conseqoence  of  a  com- 
munication he  had  made  to  the  present 
Deaa  of  Weatmiusler  soon  after  his  ap- 
pointment; and  bis  having  staled  to  him 
the  opinion  ha  had  expressed  to  Dr.  Tur- 
ton,  and  represented  faow  freely  the  public 
had  been  admitted  to  tbe  earloona  at 
Westminster  Hell,  how  exemplary  their 
conduct  had  been,  ibat  there  bad  been 
no  iosiance  of  mischief,  and  that  all,  had 
retired  with  acknowledgments  for  the  op- 
portunity given  to  them  for  the  inspaclion 
of  tbe  cartoons — he  had  a  few  dsy*  since 
received  from  Dr.  Wilberfbrce  a  letter,  in 
which  he  said — 

"  As  I  koow  your  wishes  respecting  the  ad- 
missioD  of  strangsrs  into  tbe  Abbey,  I  trouble 
you  wiih  s  line  lo  saj  thai  I  have  jusl  issued 
some  new  directloDs  on  that  subject.  Strangers 
are  henceforth  to  be  admitted  without  any 
payment  into  the  soulh  transept,  the  nave, 
and  the  north  transept,  that  is,  into  the  great 
body  of  the  chnich.  The  only  pan  from 
which  they  will  bs  excluded,  is  from  the  choir 
(except  at  limai  of  serTice),  for  obvious  rea- 
sons, snd  tbe  chapels  behind  the  choir.  The** 
will  be  shown  to  them  at  a  charge  of  6d.  a 
piece.  This  will  be  the  only  payment  allowed 
in  the  Ahl>ey,  Such  a  payment  is  universal 
on  (he  ContineDt.** 

Ha  lincerely  hoped  that  that  would  bo  an 
inducement  to  the  deaoa  and  cb^ptcrs  of 
other  cathedrals  to  do  the  same;  and  he 
trusted,  that  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  raise  any  difficulty  by  proposing  a 
Resolution  on  the  part  oF  the  House  or 
Commons,  which  Ihey  would  have  great 
difficulty  in  enforcing,  imposing  an  obli- 
gation on  parlies  who,  he  believed,  were 
willing  to  allow  as  free  admission  as  they 
could,  consistently  with  due  security  to 
works  of  art. 

Mr.  Counwr  said,  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  must  be  gratifying  to 
the  House.  The  reduction  of  the  charge 
of  admiision  to  the  Abbey  had  only  tended 
to  render  the  edifice  more  of  a  show-place 
than  it  was  before.  Wlien  the  charge  of 
admission  was  high,  persona  were  allowed 
to  walk  in  and  go  where  they  chose;  but 
when  a  reduction  was  made,  the  persons 
admitted  were  assembled  to  (he  number 
of  twelve,  and  Ihey  then  went  round,  ac- 
companied by  a  showman,  who,  in  (he 
vulgar  manner  adopted  by  exhibitors  of 
waxworks,  described  the  interesting  moo- 
iimenl*  and  relics  in  the  building.     He 
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SowTH  -  Eastbrit  Railwat  —  Mr. 
WuAT.]  Mr.  Hawti,  in  riling  lo  bring 
forward  the  Motion  of  whicli  he  had  given 
notice,  could  auura  the  House  that  it  was 
not  without  coniiderable  pain  that  he  felt 
it  necetaary  to  call  their  attention  to  a 
portion  of  the  Report  of  tha  Committee 
on  the  petition  of  the  South-Easlern  Rail- 
way Company.  He  had  hoped  that  Her 
Majettj'i  MinUteri  would  haTs  spared 
him  the  trouble  of  making,  and  the  Houie 
the  pain  of  liilening  to,  the  itaiement  of 
fact!  to  which  he  now  felt  it  bis  duty  to 
call  their  attention.  He  knew  little  or 
nothing  of  the  gentleman  whoie  conduct 
he  wai  about  to  bring  under  their  notice. 
He  had  no  personal  feeling  whatcTer 
towards  that  gentleman,  and  he  was  not 
aware  thai,  except  in  his  capacity  at  a 

Kiblic  officer,  he  had  ever  spoken  to  him. 
ut,  after  the  notice  which  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Wray  had  received  from  the  right 
hon.  Home  Secretary,  he  considered  it  his 
imperative  duly  to  ask  the  House  and  the 
country  to  decide  whether  the  strong  dis- 
approbation the  right  hon.  Baronet  staled 
he  had  expressed  with  regard  to  Mr. 
Wray's  conduct  was  a  sufficient  punish- 
ment for  the  ofTence  that  genilemao  had 
committed.  It  might  be  said  this  was  a 
late  period  of  the  Session  for  bringing 
forward  a  question  of  this  nature  ;  but  he 
moit  remind  the  House  that  the  Report  of 
the  Committee  to  which  he  had  referred 
was  not  laid  on  the  Table  until  the  12tb 
of  Julv.  The  matter  waa  then  left  en- 
tirely in  the  hands  of  the  Government ; 
but  it  was  not  till  the  19lh  of  July  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham) 
addressed  a  letter  to  Mr.  Wray— that 
being  the  same  day  on  which  he  (Mr. 
Hawes)  had  writlen  (o  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury  (Sir  R.  Peel),  intimating  his 
intention  to  bring  the  Report  under  the 
notice  of  the  Houie.  The  letter  of  the 
right  hon.  Home  Secretary  to  Mr.  Wray 
was  not  printed  till  the  22d  of  July,  and 
he  thought  the  House  would  admit  that  it 
was  next  to  impoiiible  for  him  to  have 
brought  this  subject  under  their  co 
tion  at  an  earlier  period.  He  (Mr.  Hawes) 
wished  also,  before  he  look  such  a  step,  to 
obtain  the  sanction  of  others  to  whose 
judgment  he  greatly  deferred ;  and  this 
circumstance  had  alone  prevented  hii 
from  inslanlly  calling  the  atlention  of  tt 
House  to  the  Report.  Now,  wh)it  had 
been  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Wray?  The 
Committee,  he  might  observe,  were  ui 
VOU  LXXXII.     fl^l 
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nimoas  in  their  Report;  they  •{freed  upon 
all  the  material  facts.  Mr.  Wray  was  a 
public  officer,  holding  an  appointment  of 
considerable  trust  and  responsibility,  and 
very  large  suma  of  public  money  passed 
through  his  bauds.  It  appeared  (bat  in 
1836,  Mr.  Wray  allowed  himself  to  be  re- 
tained as  the  paid  agent  of  a  private  com> 
pany  to  promote  the  success  of  a  Bill  in- 
troduced on  their  behalf,  into  Parliament. 
Mr.  Wray  stated  that  his  engagement  was 
of  a  strictly  professional  character.  That 
engiigemeni,  it  appeared,  consisted  ia 
canvasiing  Members  of  Parliament,  and 
subsequently  in  paying  300/.  lo  a  Member 
of  Parliament  for  the  services  he  had  ren- 
dered to  the  Company,  he  having  been  a 
Member  of  the  Select  Commiliee,  and 
having  voled  upon  that  Committee.  He 
(Mr.  Hawes)  had  oot  spoken  to  any  Mem- 
ber of  the  profession  on  this  subject  who 
had  not  expressed  regret  at  Mr.  Wray's 
conduct,  who  had  not  strongly  condemned 
it,  and  who  had  not  entirely  disclaimed 
the  idea  of  considering  such  services  in 
the  light  of  professional  services.  He  (Mr. 
Hawes)  understood  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  R.  Peel)  had  given  Mr. 
Wray  a  general  permission  to  exercise  his 
profession  while  be  held  the  office  of  Re- 
ceiver General.  He  (Mr.  Hawes)  consi- 
dered, that  in  this  case  Mr.  Wray  had  not 
acted  in  the  exercise  of  his  profession,  but 
that  he  had  abused  the  privilege  granted 
to  him  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet.  Here 
was  a  paid  officer  who,  instead  of  devoting 
his  attention  to  his  public  duties,  became 
the  paid  agent  of  a  private  company,  and 
through  whuse  hands  a  bribe  was  conveyed 
lo  a  Member  of  that  House.  What  was 
the  opinion  expressed  by  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  upon  such  con- 
duct as  this?  He  thought  the  House  would 
be  surprised  to  find  that  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  Usd  taken  no  notice  whatever  of 
this  circumstance.  In  the  letter  which  in 
ihat  House  the  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
said  was  strongly  condemnatory  oF  Mr. 
Wray's  conduct,  there  was  not  even  a 
passing  allusion  to  this  very  remarkable 
circumstance.  There  was  no  fact  in 
this  case  which  might  not  be  found  in 
the  shape  of  admission  in  Mr.  Wray's 
own  evidence.  It  might  be  important  lo 
ascertain  what  course  the  House  had 
taken  in|casci  somewnst  similar  lo  this  ; 
and  it  was  for  them  to  consider  whether, 
in  accordance  ivith  former  precedents, 
ihcy  could  consislenily  pa^s  in  this  tli^jht 
2  Y  ..^ 
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timei ;  and  h«  might  now  sdd,  ibM  ibere 
was  noihing  wone  in   former  tim 


raknaer  over  conduct  which  direetlj  in- 
volved B  breach  of  ifaa  privilegea  of  the 
Honae.  It  wai  known  to  many  hon. 
Membera  that  in  1695  verj  aerioua  abawi 
were  braoEht  under  the  notice  of  the 
public.  At  ihat  period  Memberi  of  Par- 
liament and  penona  in  very  high  ataliona 
were  implicated  in  a  lyatem  of  jabbing 
Bomewhat  aimilar  to  that  which  had  been 
eipowd.  The  Houae  ibeo  cama  to  this 
general  Reaolntion— 

"  That  Ibe  ofler  of  money  or  any  other  id- 
nintage  lo  any  Hembar  of  Parliameiit  ai  a 
fee  or  reward  for  bim  to  promote  the  further- 
ance erf  any  matter  depeodiog,  or  lo  be  tr*ni- 
acted  ID  Parliament,  ii  a  high  crime  and  mis- 
demeinor,  and  teodt  to  theiubTenion  of  the 
Engliih  CoDititalioa." 

There  could  be  no  doubt  that  all  lawyer* 
would  coDttrne  such  a  Reeolulion  to  com- 
prehend reward*  given  afterwardt  u  well 
ai  bribea  given  before  the  Act  done.  It 
waa  alao  well  known  that  at  common  law 
it  wu  a  miidemeanor  lo  offer  any  reward 
10  any  public  aervant  for  doing  lliat  which 
he  waa  bound  to  do  without  any  reward. 
Bnt  the  matter  which  he  now  lought  to 
bring  under  the  coniideraiion  of  the  Houae 
waa  not  one  altogether  new.  He  would 
read  a  abort  extract  to  then,  ahowing  what 
bad  been  done  ia  the  caie  of  Mr.  Bird 

"  Mr,  Bird  attended  according  to  order,  and 
wii  called  in,  and  being  at  the  bar  was 
told  b;  the  Speaker  that  there  had  been 
a  complaint  made  againit  him  lo  ihii  Houte 
for    offering    money    to    Mr.    Maigrove, 


were  the  tranaactiona  of  the  preaeot  day. 
He  had  ahown  what  tiie  Houie  of  Com- 
mon! bad  done  with  men  hi^  ia  office 
id  atation,  and  at  lb? 
time  of  the  South  Sea  bubble  be  foead 
that  ihe  following  Reaolulion  bad  beea 
adopled : — 

"  That  the  taking  in  or  holding  of  dock  by 
Ihe  South  Sea  Company  for  the  benefit  of  any 
Member  of  either  Hooseof  Parliament,  or  per- 
son concerned  in  Ihe  Administntioo  (daring 
the  lime  ihal  Ihe  Company's  propoMl*,  or  the 
Bill  thereto  relating,  were  depending  in  Pu- 
liamenl),  without  anj  valuable  consideration 
paid,  or  tuFBcient  security  triveo  for  Ihe  ac- 
cepiance  of  or  the  payment  for  such  slock,  and 
the  Company's  pajingor  allowing  such  penoa 
the  diBerence  arising  by  the  advanced  pri«  sf 
ibe  (lock,  werecoirupl,  infamous,  and  dinget- 
ous  practicei,  and  highly  re6eciing  on  ibe 
honour  and  jiuiice  of  Parliament,  and  dertrwc- 
tive  of  the  iuteieal  of  Wn  Majesty's  Govcm- 

The  caae  now  before  the  Honie  was  one 
in  which  an  attempt  had  been  made  lo 
influence  the  conduct  of  Member*  of  ihe 
Houae  of  Commons,  by  the  application  of 
money  belonging  to  a  publw  companv. 
Then,  he  would  aik,  wg«  the  Hoaae  of 
Commima  in  the  precent  day  to  pas*  over 
such  a  case?  Would  ihey  be  aatiiSed 
with  the  weak  and  undecided  teller  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  written?  It 
lime   to  make  a  atand  agninst 
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tion  to  this  ilonse.  Whereunto  he 
that  lome  perions  did  apprehend  thai  a  Bill 
depending  in  this  House  for  selling  an 
•stale,  late  of  Mr.  Howland,  did  affect  their 
ioterest  in  part  of  that  estate,  and  iherrfore 
desired  him  to  prepare  a  petition  lo  be  pre- 
sented to  this  House  for  the  providing  for  iheir 
iulerest,  which  accordingly  he  did;  and  that 
he  being  a  stranger  to  llie  proceedings  of  this 
House,  and  there  being  a  lille  in  the  case,  and 
knowing  Mr.  Muagrove  to  be  a  gentleman 
of  the  long  robe,  did  intend  to  give  him  a 
guinea  for  his  advice  in  that  matier ;  but 
understanding  by  Mr.  Musgrove  that  lie  had 
commilied    an    error  in    so  doing,  he  begged 

p.-itdon  of  Mr.  Mug^rove,  and  a*  he  did  now  ,  _  _    .. 

of  this  (louse,  and  then  withdrew.    Resolved,    Company,  or  giving  credit  for  the  same  wiih- 
Ihal   the  said  Mr.  Bird  b«  called  in,  and  Ihat  ■  out  a  valuable  consideration  actually  paid  or 
Mr.  Speaker  do  reprimand  him  upon  Ins  knees    sufficiently  secured,  or  the  purchasing  stock  by 
It  the  bar.     And  lie  was  called  in,  and  upon  i  i«ny  director  or  agent  of  the  "      '  ■"      " 
F   anjT  ili<.n     iianv  fnr  ihe 


Miniiier*  of  the  Crown  i 
purity  of  the  aubordinate  depatlmeota  of 
the  Government.  He  had  already  referred 
them  to  what  had  been  done  in  Ihe  House 
of  Common!,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 
Ihe  proceedings  of  the  Houie  of  Lord* 
would  be  founil  to  be  in  consonance  with 
those  of  the  rppreieniaiive  brinch  of  ilie 
Legiiluture.  In  fuel,  the  JouinaU  of  the 
Lords  ahowed  ihii,  a*  migiit  be  leen  from 
the  Tollowing  Reeolulion:  — 

"  It  ii  resolved  by  the  Lords  Spiritual  and 

Temporal   in  Parliament  assembled,  ihal  the 

king   of   Slock   belonging  to  ihe  South  Sea 


his  knees  reprimanded  accordingly,  and  then 
discharged."  I 


any  for  the  u 


Com- 
er benefit  of  any  person  in 
I,  or  any  Member  of  eillier 
„    ,    ,  .  ,  .  ,        iiuuni  of  Parliament,  during  such  lime  as  the 

He  called  iheit  attention  tothil  matter  for  13,^  (jiH  dialing  lo  the  Sioulh  Sea  Company 
llie  purpose  of  showing  iheni  how  afTaira  wis  depending  l!i)t  year  in  Parlian>enl,  wai  a 
(■r    (his    kind  were    dealt   wilh    in    former    notorious  and  most  ilangeroui  cnmipiion." 
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Though  this  whs  b  matter  of  gnat  import* 
ance  in  the  Houie  of  Commont,  ai  well  a> 
out  of  doort,  yet  he  rafraioed  from  the  ote 
of  aoy  harsh  eipreiiion  ;  and  he  might 
add,  (hat  throaghout  the  whole  proceed- 
ings of  the  CommiUce,  (here  was  nothing 
even  approaching  (o  hanhoew.  He  wai 
hound  furllier  to  statr,  (hat  Mr.  Bonham 
concealed  nothing — [hat  he  frankly  (old 
all  he  knew-~4nd  that  the  Committee 
acquitted  Captain  Boldero  of  all  personal 
corruptian,  though  his  conduct  was  most 
indiscreet.  But,  at  the  same  lime,  the 
Committee  nere  qnite  of  opinion  that  tha( 
Gentleman  would  not,  if  the  SolicJlor  to 
tlie  Ordnance  had  been  a  man  of  a  dif- 
ferent cliarncler,  hare  allowed  himself  to 
be  entangled  in  SDch  tranaactioni.  For 
Mr,  Wray,  however,  there  was  no  eicase. 
He  look  the  money  in  question  to  Mr. 
Bonham,  Ihat  gentleman  being  at  the 
time  under  great  obligations  to  him.  He 
did  not  say  that  by  way  of  any  disparage- 
ment to  Mr.  Bonham,  but  for  the  purpose 
of  showing  (hat  Mr.  Wray  ought  to  have 
been  the  last  man  in  the  world  to  solicit 
liim  to  become  concerned  in  such  afTairi. 
Nothing  could  be  so  indefensible  as  was  the 
conduct  of  Mr.  Wray.  In  bringing  these 
proceedings  under  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  he  stood  forward  in  (he  discharge 
of  B  painful  duty.  If  he  had  not  under- 
taken thai  duty,  (be  parties  atill  could  not 
have  escaped  the  jast  cetisore  of  the 
Houae,  for  some  other  Member  would 
have  bean  induced  to  call  on  them  to  pro. 
nounce  an  opinion,  la  taking  this  step, 
he  was  sanc(ioned  by  the  judgment  and 
opinions  of  several  hoo.  Members,  and 
he  felt  that  it  now  remained  for  him  to 
take  the  sense  of  the  House  oa  (he  fol- 
lowing Resolutions  :— 

"Tliat  it  appears  from  the  Report  and  T.vi- 
dence  laid  before  this  House  by  the  Select 
t.'ommi((ee  on  the  Sau(h  Eastern  IlailwAy 
Company's  Petition,  that  Mr.  Wray,  (he  Re- 
ceiver of  IheMetropolitan  Police  Diitrict,  was, 
in  tlie  year  11136,  (lie  retained  and  paid  agent 
of  a  private  Company,  to  promote  the  aucceis 
of  a  Bill  iniroduced  inio  Parlianien(  on  their 
behntf.  Thnl  i(  also  appear),  from  ati 
to  an  Address  of  this  House,  (hat  the  Secre- 
tary of  Slate  for  the  Home  Department  lias, 
in  consequence  of  the  Report  and  Evidence  re 
ferreil  (o,  addraased  a  tetter  to  Mr-  Wray,  ei 
pressing  liis  strong  disapprobadon  of  Mi 
Wray's  condiic(,  Ttial  i(  appears  lo  tlii 
House,  U|ioti  a  reforenFe  to  (lie  F.vidence,  (hnt 
Mr.  Wray,  on  belislf  of  ihe  Soulh  EaMern 
Railway  Company,  paid  the  sum  of  300/,, 
derived  Tnim  (he  'sale  of  Railway  Shares,  (o 
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Mr.  Bonham,  for  his  services  as  a  Member  of 
this  House,  and  as  a  Member  of  a  Select 
Commit(ee,  to  nhich  the  Bill  of  (his  Com- 
pany was  referred  ;  a  circums(ance  lo  which 
Ihe  Secretary  of  S(a(e  has  not  adverted  in  the 
letter  addressed  to  Mr.  Wray.  That  la  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  such  conduct  deserves 
not  only  (he  serious  anlmadvenion  of  the 
House,  butdisqualifiesMr.  Wray  from  holding 
an  office  of  trust  and  responsibihty  under  the 

Sir  /.  Graham  said  :  As  the  hot).  Mem- 
ber for  Lambeth  hai  so  frankly  and  un- 
reservedly stated  the  opinion  which  he 
entertains  of  my  conduct,  I  must  say, 
that  I  do  not  blame  the  course  which  he 
has  thought  proper  to  take  upon  thii  oc- 
casion. It  appears  to  me  that  the  ques- 
tion now  before  the  House  may  be  dis- 
posed of  with  very  little  loss  of  time,  for 
the  whole  of  the  circumstances  of  the  case 
lie  within  a  very  narrow  compass.  But, 
before  I  proceed  to  consider  those  facts, 
or  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  conclusions  which  must  necesaarily  be 
deduced  from  (hem,  I  beg  to  say  that  I 
iim  not  at  ell  about  lo  dispute  the  cooili- 
lutional  doctrines  which  the  hon.  OeDlle- 
man  has  laid  down.  I  have  no  intention 
whatever  of  denying  the  weight  of  those 
precedents  to  which  he  has  referred  us. 
I  quite  concur  with  him  in  thinking  that 
no  cara  ti  il)  bestowed  which  has  a  ten- 
dency to  preseive  the  parity  of  this  House; 
and  I  also  agree  with  him  that  it  ia  ei- 
poied  to  some  danger  from  the  spirit  of 
speculation  which  at  this  moment  prevails  ; 
and  furthermore,  no  man  can,  for  a  mo- 
ment, doubt  lhat  strict  impartiality  ought 
lo  be  religiously  observed  by  the  Members 
of  this  House  in  every  matter,  public  or 
privaie.uponwhichlheyare  required  to  give 
a  vote.  It  is  also  equally  unquestionable 
that  no  crime  is  greater  than  to  attempt 
lo  seduce  the  Members  of  this  House  from 
ilie  strict  and  uniform  observance  of  (hat 
impar(iali(y  which  forms  one  of  their  first 
duties.  After  eipressing  these  several 
opinions,  1  now  proceed  to  the  other  ob- 
servations which  I  feel  called  upon  to 
make.  In  the  first  place,  I  must  observe 
that  I  have  not  risen  tor  the  purpose  of 
defending  Mr.  Wray  ;  nor  is  it  my  inten- 
tion in  any  respect  to  palliate  his  conducf, 
and,  therefore,  all  that  I  have  now  lo  say 
may  be  very  briefly  brought  before  ihe 
House.  To  [he  heat  of  my  judgment,  I 
have  in  this  case  endeavoured  lo  do  jus- 
tice, and  to  give  effect  lo  that  which  f 
conceived  to  be  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
2  Y2 
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millee.  The  hon.  Member  who  brought 
forward  Ihitt  Motion  has  told  the  Nouie 
that  he  had  no  acquaintance  with  Mr. 
Vfny,  nor  any  knowledge  of  him  prefioui 
10  the  in*esti(;alions  which  took  place  be- 
fore ihe  Committee.  Now,  it  ao  happens 
thai,  notnithttaodine  I  have  been  in  office 
during  a  period  of  four  years,  1  never  yet 
came  into  personal  contact  with  Mr. 
Wray.  He  is  to  me  a  perfect  stranger  ;  I 
ihereFore  cannot  have  been  influenced  to- 
wards him  by  any  favourable  feeling,  I 
can  moit  truly  slate  that  until  I  wrote  the 
letter  which  has  been  brought  under  the 
notice  of  the  House,  [  never  had  any 
intercourse  wiili  Mr.  Wray,  nor  have  1 
ever  received  any  application  on  his  be- 
half from  any  friend  of  hia,  nor  have  1 
been  solicited  with  reference  to  him  in  anv 
form  whatever.  When  I  wrote  to  him, 
therefore,  1  felt  myself  perfectly  free  to 
take  a  dispassionate  view  of  his  caie.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  has  expressed  strong  re- 
gret that  he  should  have  been  under  the 
necessity  of  bringing  forward  the  Motion 
upon  which  the  House  now  finds  it  ne- 
cessary to  decide,  1  confess  I  feel  some 
surprise  that,  as  he  did  coaiider  it  his 
duty  to  make  this  Motion,  he  should  have 
thought  proper  to  make  il  at  so  late  a  period 
of  the  Session.  I  mutt  say  I  think  it  very 
unfortunate  that  these  Resolutions  were  not 
proposed  ten  days  ago.  Looking  round 
me,  I  do  not  at  present  see  any  Members  of 
thai  Committee,  excepting  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman,who  presided  over  its  deliberations, 
and  one  other  Member.  QMr.  Haviet : 
There  are  three  Members  ol  the  Commit- 
tee present.]  Well,  admitting  that  there 
are  three  present,  three  out  of  fifteen  is  a 
very  imall  minority.  But,  setting  aside 
questions  so  comparatively  unimportant, 
1  proceed  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  this— that  the  matter  teally  at 
issue  is,  have  I  or  have  1  not  fulfilled  the 
recommendaliona  of  the  Committee  ? 
Now,  for  that  purpose,  I  repeat  that  I 
used  my  best  endeavours.  I  think  1  hive 
been  furlunate  enough  to  render  those 
endeavours  successful ;  but  befure  I  enter 
into  ihe  discussion  of  that  point,  there  are 
two  or  three  circumstances  to  which  I  wish 
to  advert,  and  it  appears  to  me  that  those 
circumstances  ought  not  to  be  lost  sight 
of.  The  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  says 
that  Mr.  Wrny  bribed  a  Member  of  this 
House,  am)  by  the  bribe  which  he  gave 
liim  purcbaspd  hit  co-operation.  What  is 
the  fact )     It  was  di^tinctlv  shown  in  e*i> 
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dence  before  the  Committee,  that  llie  part 
taken  by  Mr.  Booham  was  taken  without 
aoy  reward  or  promise  whatever ;  and  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  to  that  effect  b 
set  forth  in  the  Report  as  clearly  as  it  is  poc- 
sible  to  make  any  kind  of  statement.  Bnl, 
then,  it  is  asserted,  that  the  alleged  offer 
made  to  Mr.  Bonham  was  made  at  the  ang- 
gestion  of  Mr.  Wray,  The  witness  Sewetl 
said  it  wasmade  principally  at  hissnggeition 
— that  is,  at  the  suggestion  of  Mr.  Wray. 
Now,  I  fearlessly  state,  that  in  this  matter 
1  can  have  no  favourable  feeling  toward* 
Mr.  Wray,  for  he  is  unknown  to  me — 
while,  on  the  contrary,  1  have  long  been  ac. 
quainted  with  Mr.  Bonham,  and  1  amproad 
to  call  that  gentlemati  my  friend.  He  baa 
committed  a  very  grave  error,  and  Mr. 
Bonham  never  dissembled  the  extent  of 
that  error.  I  regret  that  he  ahould  have 
been  betrayed  into  ii.  but  he  still  it  my 
friend,  and  I  shall  continue  to  call  him  my 
Friend  ;  but,  though  Mr.  Wray  is  not 
even  known  to  me,  I  still  am  bound  to  do 
him  justice.  From  the  evidence,  or  at 
least  from  a  part  of  il,  it  would  appear 
that  Mr.  Wray  had  some  peculiar  aod 
personal  objects  iu  making  the  offer*  wfaicb 
were  laid  to  have  been  made  to  Mr. 
Bonham— that,  iu  fact,  be  was  a  cteditoc 
of  Mr.  Bonham,  and  expected  lo  receive 
the  araount  of  hiadebtout  of  tbeproceedi 
of  such  advaotagei  as  were  eipecied  to 
accrue  from  theaa  railway  transactioH. 
But  these  assertions  have  been  altogeiber 
disproved.  Nothing  can  be  more  clear 
than  that  Mr.  Wray  did  not  touch  a  tingle 
faithing  of  the  money  which  came  into 
Mr.  Bonham 's  possettion.  My  prejudice*, 
at  1  have  already  aaid,  are  against  Mr. 
Wray,  and  in  favour  of  Mr.  Booham,  and 
I  wrote  to  Mr.  Wray  nnder  the  inSMnce 
of  those  impressions.  M  r.  Wiay,  when  he 
came  before  the  Committee,  wat  told  to 
bring  his  private  account  which  he  had  at 
Drummonds' ;  but  the  Committee  did  not 
examine  that  account.  And  Mr.  Higood 
was  also  in  attendance,  but  he  was  not 
called  in  by  the  Committee.  From  Mr. 
Wray't  account  at  Drummondi,  it  waa 
clear  enough  that  neither  directly  nor  ia- 
directly  did  he  derive  any  beacfit  frocn 
theae  railway  trantaciioni.  To  aay  ihwi 
much,  is  due  in  common  jusiicfl  to  Mr. 
Wray.  The  hon.  Member  for  Urabeth 
says,  that  I  have  not  rererred  to  the  pay- 
ments made  to  Mr.  Bonham  by  Mr.  Wray  : 
but  th^  were  payments  made  long anienor 
to  the  period  into  which  it  wu  ibe  daty  of 
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the  Committee  ts  inquire.  Tliat  which  I 
wished  to  do  was,  to  notify  to  Mr.  Wray 
mj  strong  disapprobation  of  the  course 
|)uriDed,  and  1  did  notify  my  disapproba- 
tion of  the  whole  transaclion.  Alywiih, 
as  1  have  already  >aid,  was  lo  give  efTect 
lo  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  and  I 
think  it  important  that  any  hon.  Member 
should  notify  wherein  I  failed  to  give 
eflect  to  that  Report ;  and  1  think  !  have 
■acceeded  in  causing  nuch  measures  to  be 
taken  as  should  meet  the  exigencies  and 
equity  of  the  case.  With  respect  to  Mr. 
Higueit,  I  can  of  course  have  no  hesita- 
tion in  saying  that  his  conduct  was  proved 
to  have  been  such  that  it  became  neces- 
sary he  should  be  removed  Tram  the  place 
he  held  in  connexion  with  the  Board  of 
Ordnance.  As  to  the  conduct,  however, 
ofMr.  Bonham  and  Captain  Boldero,  it 
was  shown  that  their  conduct  was  not  so 
culpable  as  that  of  Mr,  Hignett :  but  yet 
it  was  the  opinion  of  the  Committee  that 
they  should  withdraw  from  the  service  of 
the  Crown,  and  that  their  conduct  was 
inconsistent  with  the  strict  impartiality 
which  should  cbaracterize  officers  of  Go- 
vernment Departments  and  Member*  of 
this  House.  So  soon  as  Mr.  Bonhamand 
Captain  Boldero  learned  the  decision  of 
the  Committee,  they  tendered  the  resigna- 
tion of  their  offices,  and  those  resignations 
were  accepted.  At  page  13  of  the  Re- 
port  the  Committee  say — 

"  Your  Committes  cannot  conctnde  without 
calling  the  allentlon  of  the  House  lo  the  evi- 
dence given  by  Mr,  Wray,  ibe  Receiver  (Je- 
neral  of  Police." 

That  evidence  is  fully  set  forth  in  the 
Report,  and  nothing  can  be  more  clear 
than  this,  that  no  payment  was  made  to 
Mr.  Bonham.  I  am  called  on  to  give  my 
opinion  as  to  the  punishment  that  ought  lo 
be  inflicted  on  Mr.  Wray.  I  find  that 
immediately  afiei  the  passage  1  have  just 
ijuoted,  the  Committee  gare  it  a*  their 
opinion  that  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Wray 
called  for  very  severe  animadversion. 
Looking,  then,  at  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  at  the  fact  upon  which  it  is 
founded,  1  still  hesitated  before  I  made  up 
my  mind  on  this  question,  whether  or  not 
I  should  dismiss  Mr.  Wray  ;  and  before  1 


finally  decided  1  inquired  of  more  than 
one  Member  of  the  Committee— .since  it 
was  not  a  private  Committee— as  to  what 
occurred  with  respect  lo  the  part  Mr. 
Wray  took  in  the  transaction.  I  was  told 
that  the  part  of  the  "Report,  as  originally 
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framed  by  the  Chairman,  did  not  stop  at 
the  words  "serious  animadversion;"  but 
that  there  was  added  to  that  expression  a 
sentence,  to  the  effect  that  "  tbe  attention 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  ought  seriously  to  be  called 
to  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Wray."  I  was,  Sir, 
assured  that  these  last  words  were,  after  a 
discunsion  in  the  Committee,  deliberately 
withdrawn,  and  that  there  was  no  division 
upon  them.  That  circumstance,  when  it 
came  lo  my  knowledge,  did  most  ma- 
terially influence  my  conduct  in  the  steps 
which  1  took  with  respect  to  Mr.  Wray. 
If  the  words  originally  contained  in  the 
Report  had  been  retained  there  when  it 
was  presented  to  this  House,  I  should 
have  thought  that  the  Committee  deemed 
it  necessary  for  me  lo  adopt  some  eit- 
tremely  stringent  measures  with  respect 
to  Mr.  Wray,  and  I  should  have  acted  ac- 
cordingly. [Mr. //auiei;  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  told  all  that  passed 
with  regard  to  Mr.  Wray.]  1  am  quite 
sure  that  1  am  staling  correctly  the  facts 
that  were  narrated  to  me  by  the  noble 
person  who  formed  one  of  the  Com- 
mittee ;  and  the  observation  of  the  hon. 
Member  confirms  me  in  the  opinion 
which  I  have  already  expressed  as  to 
the  dissdvanlages  of  discussing  a  ques- 
tion like  tbe  present  in  tbe  absence  of 
those  hon.  Members  who  were  on  the 
Committee,  and  who  would  be  able,  if 
present,  to  slate  the  facts  belter  than  I 
can  do.  The  real  question  which  is  before 
the  House  is,  whether  in  fulfilling  the 
functions  of  tbe  high  and  responsible 
office  which  I  have  the  honour  to  hold,  I 
have  acted  fairly  and  with  strict  regard  to 
justice  and  impartiality?  I  contend, 
therefore,  that  1  have  a  right  to  enter  into 
a  consideration  of  what  took  place  in  the 
Committee;  and  1  do  assert  that  the 
knowledge  on  my  part  of  the  fact  that  the 
words  which  I  have  repeated  were  pro- 
posed to  be  inserted  in  the  Report  and 
ttfere  deliberately  left  out,  did  most  tna- 
terially  and  justly  weigh  with  me  in 
writing  the  letter  which  it  became  my 
duty  to  address  to  the  individual  whose 
conduct  was  referred  to  in  that  part  of 
the  Report.  All  the  individuals  impli- 
cated in  these  transactions,  have,  in  so  far 
as  Her  Majesty's  Government  had  it  in 
their  power,  been  punished.  Mr.  HigneU 
was  dismissed  from  his  situation  as  .Solicitor 
to  the  Board  of  Ordnance.  Two  others,  one 
a  Member  of  this  House,  and  (he  other  a 
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Member  of  the  Government,  oil'cred  tltelr 
resignations  under  the  moit  puinTul  cir> 
CumsUncet.  Mr.  \Vray,  whose  position 
ie  inferior  to  that  of  the  gentlemen  in 
question,  has  been  severely  censured  bj 
me ;  and  I '  must  now  say,  that,  on  the 
vhole,  though  I  may  be  held  to  have  been 
wrong  in  what  I  did,  I  should  under  the 
same  circumstances,  do  the  same  again 
that  I  hare  done ;  and  1  say  that  every 
dispassionate  man,  on  reading  the  Report 
ot  the  Committee,  would  come  (o  (be  same 
conclusion  that  1  hava  done  with  respeci 
to  the  precise  amount  of  blame  which  is 
attached  in  the  words  of  (be  Report  itself 
to  the  conduct  of  each  of  the  individuals 
implicated  in  the  transactions  inquired 
into.  It  will,  therefore,  be  for  the  House 
to  determine  the  question  upon  the  grounds 
which  I  have  now  laid  before  it. 

Mr.  Hawes,  in  explanation,  would  state 
to  the  House  the  facts  relative  to  (he  aU 
teration  of  the  Aaport,  without  making 
any  comment.  The  original  draught  of 
the  Report,  as  framed  by  himself  in  his 
capacity  of  Chairman  of  the  Sulect  Com- 
mittee, said,  with  reference  to  Mr.  Wray, 
that  "such  conduct  deserved  the  imme- 
diate notice  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department."  Some  objection 
was  taken  by  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
to  the  introdactioD  of  the  mention  of  the 
Secretary  of  Stale  in  the  Report.  It  was 
uri{ed  that  the  duly  conBded  to  the  Com- 
mittee was  lo  examine  into  the  matters 
referred  lo  them,  and  to  report  (he  facts 
lo  the  House;  and  it  was  then  proposed 
thai,  in  lieu  of  drawing  the  a((ention  of 
Iho  Home  Secretary  to  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Wray,  the  words  "  serious  animad- 
version "  should  be  substituted.  He  con- 
fessed that  he  was  of  opinion  at  (he  time 
that  this  expression  was  far  more  severe 
than  that  which  be  had  originally  pro. 
posed,  but  at  the  same  time  ha  did  not 
think  it  was  more  severe  than  the  circum- 
stances called  for. 

Mr.  Skeii  said,  (hat  the  atatement  of 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  was,  that  he  had 
given  to  the  composition  of  the  letter  to 
Mr.  Wray  the  utmost  care  and  attention 
—-weighing,  in  fact,  every  expression  em- 
ployed in  it.  He  admitted  that  be  had 
aent  for  a  noble  Lord  a  Member  of  tbe 
Committee— Lord  Ashley,  be  presumed— 
f  Sir /.  OraAoM ;  I  did  not  say  so.] 
but  he  was  justified  in  assuming  that  it 
was  the  ooble  Lord,  as  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  bad  been  in  cgmmuniCBtioo 
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with  a  noble  Lord  a  Member  of  (be  Com- 
raitiee,  and  Lord  Ashley  was  (he  only 
noble  Lord  to  whom  tbe  descriptioa  could 
ipply.  He  could  not  help,  however, 
thinkinir  it  rather  estraordi nary  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  should  not  bsve 
ulted  the  chairman  of  tbe  Commillee 
I  a  fact  in  which  the  chairman  wu 
principally  concerned.  The  draft  of  the 
Report  was  furnished  by  (he  chairman  in 
the  performance  of  his  official  fuDCtioni 
as  head  of  the  Committee.  Certain  al- 
terations were  made  in  it :  but  would  it 
not  have  been  the  regular  course,  in  in- 
quiring into  these  alterations,  to  have  sent 
for  the  individual  with  whom  the  ReptM 
had  oiigiaaled  !  The  right  hon.  Baronet 
stated,  that  he  had  not  written  this  letter 
in  a  careless,  hasty  mood,  but  that,  on  Ibe 
contrary,  he  had  well  weighed  its  every 
expression — every  phrase.  Now,  that  be- 
ing the  case,  it  was  curious  that  he  sboald 
have  omitted  from  the  letter  to  Mr.  Wray 
all  mention  of  the  principal  charge 
brought  against  him.  The  Report  of  tbe 
Committee  made  a  distinct  specificaiioo 
of  that  particular  charge.  Let  the  Honae 
listen  lo  the  concluding  paragraph  of  Uiat 
part  of  the  Report  which  refereed  to  Ur. 
Wray:— 

"  Your  Committee  feel  the  greslnl  regret 
in  being  obliged  lo  direct  (be  attentioo  of  the 
House  to  a  circumstance  wblch  has  been  dis- 
closed in  the  course  of  this  iovestigalioa,  vii., 
that  Mr.  Boabaoi  received  from  the  Sontk 
Eastern  Railway  Company  in  the  year  i&36, 
at  whicb  lime  he  was  a  Member  of  the  House 
or  Commons,  the  lum  of  300t  This  sum  ap- 
pears to  bav e  arisen  from  the  premium  upon 
the  sale  of  100  reserved  shares,  which  were, 
subset] oently  lo  (he  passing  of  the  Bill,  appio- 
prlatad  to  Ur.  Bonnam,  and  disposed  of  fet 
his  beneGt,  and  was  paid  by  a  check  l«  Mr. 
Bonbam,  (hiough  Ur,  Wray,  as  a  gratuity  for 
the  services  which  he  had  rendeml  w  that 
Company,  both  in  and  out  of  I^Iiaiiient,  and 
as  a  Member  of  the  Comminee  on  the  Soath 
Eastern  Railway  Company's  Kll.  Bat  the 
Commidee  are  ImmukI,  in  justice  (o  Ur.  Boa- 
ham,  to  adJi'that  tbey  received  no  evidence  lo 
show  that  such  gratuity  was  tbe  rtsalt  of  aay 
previous  arraogemeat  between  Mr.  ^t'-ti 
and  (he  Company." 

Here  then  (said  the  right  bon.  and  leamad 
Gentleman)  is  a  fact—  a  moat  Material  ti^t 
— selected  by  the  Committee,  dwdt  on  bj 
the  Commiltee  with  inor«distnictBaM,nMl 
in  a  spirit  of  mora  specific  rcprcbnsioa 
than  any  other,  and  one  in  referetxx  le 
which,  as  the  innMdiate  aatcccdeat  (yo« 
will  excase  tbe  legal  expretaoa),  tb*  Cot* 
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millee  ceported  they  could  nut  atislaiii 
from  lajing  tbal  "  the  conduct  of  Mr. 
Wray  was  t]eser*ing;or  Hrioui  animad*er> 
■ion."  It  is  to  thai— what  shall  1  call  it? 
— most  unforiuMte  transaction,  in  which 
Mr.  Wraj  and  Hr.  Banham  were  both 
implicated,  and  with  respect  to  which,  if 
Mr.  Bonham  is  criminal  at  all,  Mr.  Wray 
is  far  more  culpable,  that  the  Cornmittee 
directed  thespecial  attention  of  the  Honse. 
And  yet  that  it  the  very  fuel  which  the 
right  hot).  Genlleman,  [  will  not  say  siu- 
tliouily  omitted,  but  which,  arier  mature 
deliberation,  he  nrjjiecied  tuiiotice,  I  turn 
from  one  part  or  the  conduct  of  Hr.  Wray 
noticed  by  the  Committee,  to  the  other 
reprehended  in  the  letter  of  the  right  hoo. 
Genlleman,  and  which  really  waa  not  a 
serious  charge — that  this  Genlleman  wai 
the  paid  agent  of  a  Company  at  (he  aame 
time  that  he  was  a  paid  officer  of  the 
GoTcrnment.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
•ays: — 

"  1  have  learnt  with  regret  from  this  Report, 
thai  you  were,  in  il>e  year  1836,  while  holding 
a  responsible  office  nnder  Gorernnienl,  retaiu- 
■d  ai  a  paid  agent  of  a  private  Company  to 
promote  the  success  of  a  Bill  introduced  into 
Parliament  on  their  behalf;  and  that  yon  were 
engaged  to  canvass  Members  of  the  House  of 
Commons  in  favour  of  that  raeasure  duiing  its 
progress  through  Carliamenl." 
[Sir  James  Graham:  Read  on.^  The 
right  hoQ,  Genlleman  continue! : — 

"  It  now  becomei  my  duly  to  convey  to  you 
my  strong  diiappiolMlion  of  the  course  which 
jrou  thas  punued,  I  do  nol  think  it  necessary, 
on  the  presant  occasion,  to  eipress  any  opinion 
whetbei  tha  due  performance  of  Uie  duties  of 
Receiver  General  of  Police  might  or  might 
not  have  been,  in  the  first  instance,  compatible 
with  private  practice  as  a  barrister;  but  lean 
entertain  no  doubt  that  your  interference,  es- 

Kcially  as  a  paid  agent  in  canvassing  Mem- 
rs,  must  tend  to  weaken  the  coiiGdence  of 
the  public  in  the  impartiality  of  the  Oovein- 
ment,  whose  officer  you  are,  and  materially  to 
impair  your  efficiency  in  the  performance  of 
the  official  duties  which  are  entrusted  to  you." 

Now,  I  mait  tsy,  with  reference  to  tfaia 
part  of  the  reprimand  of  the  right  hon. 
Genttemaa,  that  to  canvas*  Members  of 
Parliament  in  that  lobby  is  one  thing,  and 
to  apply  to  an  indiridiiat  Member  of  a 
Select  Committee  to  use  hii  influence  to 
pass  the  Bill  which  wu  referred  to  that 
body — to  solicit  his  instainment  of  a 
measore,  ia  reference  to  which  he  atood 
in  a  fiduciary  and,  I  may  lay,  judicial  ca- 
pacity—U  quite  a  diSerent  thing.  Now, 


the  slalement  made  by  Hr.  Bonham, 
m  the  Committee  repotted  to  have 
regularly  attended  and  voted  on  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  South  Eaatero  Railway 
Bill  :— 

"  In  the  early  part  of  the  Session  of  1836, 
Mr.  Wray,  to  whom  I  was  under  considerable 
obligalions  (it  is  not  necessary  to  stale  IhaDi 
with  espliciioess},  came  to  me  and  said, '  1  am 
very  much  inteteiled  in  tha  success  of  the 
Souili  Eastern  Railway,  and  I  wish  vou  would 
give  ut  a  lift;  and  I  want  your  advice  upon 
some  points.'  I  said, '  My  dear  Wray,  I  owe 
very  great  obligations  to  you,  and  I  will  do 
anyilitng  I  can  to  serre  you.'  Ue  said,  'I 
should  be  very  much'  obliged  to  you  if  you 
woulil.'  And  upon  that,  I  have  not  the  least 
hesitation  in  suting  that  I  did  all  I  could  in- 
dividually to  assist  Mr.  Wiay  in  the  object  lie 
had  in  view;  that  ii,  in  plain  terms,  I  did 
what  I  could  to  assist  him  in  passing  that  Bill, 
bolh  in  and  out  of  Parliament,  Mr.  Wray 
never  held  out  to  me  one  word,  not  did  any 
conversation  ever  take  place,  as  to  any  ad- 
vantage of  any  kind  or  sort  that  I  was  to  de- 
rive from  it.  I  considered  it  a  great  personal 
advantage }  I  mean  personal,  with  reference 
to  the  debt  of  gratitude  that  I  owed  him," 

Now,  I  think,  it  will  be  admitted  that 
Mr.  Wray,  being  the  creditor  of  Mr. 
Bonham,  and  having  the  power  of  dictat- 
ing, as  has  been  said  by  a  high  authority, 
"  in  all  the  obseqaionifonniof  peremptory 
submission,"  hia  application  on  the  Bill 
referred  to  wai  something  very  diSerent 
from  what  we  understand  as  the  canrass 
of  Members  of  Parliament.  ^Sir  James 
Graham:  Read  OD.]  I  shall  read  that 
part  to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
Kema  to  refer : — 

"  1  can  only  stale  again  that,  as  to  the 
transaction  it«alf,  there  was  never,  at  the  lime 
I  assisted  them,  the  smallest  expectation  on 
my  mind  of  deriving  any  advantage  from  it  i 
and  of  course,  when  I  state  this,  the  Com  mil- 
toe  will  most  naturally  and  properly  take  caie 
to  ascertain  that  fact  from  other  quarters." 

Now,  I  will  say  more.  I  have  read  the 
evidence  carefully,  aojl  I  have  not  found 
an  ioainoalion,  even  in  the  shape  of  an  in- 
telligible inuendo,  that  any  arrangement 
was  previoualy  enleted  into  with  Mr.  Boa- 
ham  that  be  should  vote  in  a  particular 
way.  That  the  communication  was  under- 
stood by  Mr.  Bonham  lobe  in  iheshapeofa 
bribe,  is  what  by  ao  circumlocution,  or  by 
the  most  maligBant  paraphrase,  can  be  in* 
ferred ;  but  what  the  meaning  of  Mr. 
Wray'i  ofTen  were,  can  be  best  interpreted 
by  hii  own  af  idance.    Heie  it  ia  :— 
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"  CBimkiAH :  Were  you  not  appointed 
Id  conrer  nilh  Mr.  Bonham  upon  Ibe  mat- 
ter?—  An  offer  of  100  ehares  wai  made 
through  me  to  Mr.  Bonham. 

When  did  jou  make  the  offer  to  Mr.  Bon- 
liamP — Subsequently  to  the  paHing  of  the 
Bill. 

How?— I  do  not  kDow.  I  am  very  intimate 
with  Mr.  Bonham  ;  I  Tery  likely  told  him. 

What  did  you  tell  him  it  was  offered  for?— 
I  told  him  they  wished  to  show  lome  mark  of 
gratitude  for  his  fsTours,  and  that  100  shares 
were  therefore  placed  at  his  disposal. 

Mr.  Roebuck  :  Foi  the  lenrices  he  had  ren- 
dered to  the  BJHF— Yes. 

In  what  capacity  ? — For  the  general  support 
he  had  given  to  the  Bill. 

In  the  House  of  Commons  ?— He  wu  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  I  think. 

CniiRUAH:  You  do  not  doubt  that  be  was 
in  the  House  of  Commons  ? — I  think  he  was. 

Mr.  Roebuck  ;  Could  he  bare  rendered  as- 
sistance in  any  other  way? — I  do  not  think  he 
could,  except  by  canvassing  parties  out  of 
doors.  There  were  several  Members  of  Parlia- 
ment who  were  equally  active,  I  think,  with 
him. 

Did  they  receive  any  money?— 1  do  not 
know ;  I  am  not  in  the  least  awate. 

But  he  was  an  active  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  paid  for  his  activity  F — He  was  an 
active  Member  of  Parliament,  and  paid  in  that 
way,  you  may  take  it. 

CuAiRiiAN:  But  you  have  no  doubt  of  the 
fact  that  300/.  was  awarded  to  Mr.  Bonham, 
and  he  received  it? — None, 

Mr.  RoEnucK ;  For  his  services  as  a  Mem- 
ber of  Parliaroent? — The  Committee  muft 
draw  iis  own  inference;  I  can  only  say  that 
they  felt  very  grateful  to  him  for  his  services 
boih  in  and  out  of  doors.'' 
Now,  under  tfaeae  circtunilances,  can  the 
House  b:  of  opinion  that  tl)«  letter  ad- 
dressed to  Mr.  Wray  by  the  light  hon. 
Gentleman,  within  whose  cognizance  ihii 
matter  specially  fell,  was  of  the  character 
it  ought  to  be?  The  Committee,  com- 
posed of  men  of  high  rink  and  itallon  In 
lliis  llouie — men  of  all  parties,  the  ma- 
jority being  uf  the  right  bon.  Geatlcman'e 
own  party,  and  there  not  being  a  single 
division,  were  unanimous  (hat  Mr.  Wray 
deserved  serious  reprehension.  For  what? 
For  that  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
entirely  omtlied  in  his  reprinand.  The 
charge  I  bring  against  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  is,'that  "canvassing  Members 
of  Parliament*'  did  not  include  the  tpe- 
cific  accusation  brought  against  Mr.  Wray, 
and  in  lhi4(  respect  the  right  lion.  Gentle- 
man WU3  him^vir  in  f.iult ;  for — 

"  Jictcx  iJamnalur  cum  noccns  ahiolvilui." 
Tiie  i-£>r  hou.  Gentlemin  sajt  he  is  him- 


self iin)ritcated  ta  this  cue  ;  and  of  a  lin 
of  omision  I  think  he  has  proved  himself 
guilty. 

Mr.  W.  Patten  said,  that  it  was  impoi- 
sible  (o  pursue  a  discussion  like  the  pre- 
sent without  inflicting  a  very  serious  de- 
gree of  paiu  upon  many  individuals;  and 
if  that  was  the  object  in  view,  he  ihonld 
have  supposed  that  the  suffering  occa- 
sioned by  the  former  discussion  had  been 
■ufltciently  severe.  He  should  therefore 
abstain  from  entering  upon  any  topic 
other  than  (bat  iminediately  under  cooti- 
deration,  oatnely,  the  construction  to  be 
put  upon  the  Report.  He  must.  how» 
ever,  be  permitted  to  observe,  that  as  the 
right  hoD.  Baronet  had  referred  in  hand- 
some terms  to  Mr.  Bonham,  whose  friend- 
ship he  had  not  hesitated  to  claim,  so  ha 
(Mr.  W.  Patten)  must  say  with  refcreace 
to  Captain  Boldero,  that  he  wu  guiltless 
of  everything,  except  indiscretion,  in  the 
transaciioDB  reported  upon  ;  and  he  fear- 
lessly asserted  that  his  friend  Captaia 
Boldero  was  entirely  innocent  in  lbs 
matter.  Not  one  of  the  Committee  bad 
said  a  word  which  could  affect  the  honour 
of  Captain  Boldero ;  and  he  regretted  very 
much,  though  the  circumttsnce  was  highly 
to  his  credit,  that  he  should  have  felt 
called  upon  to  resigu  his  office.  The  bon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  had  alluded  to  iha 
unanimity  which  prevailed  in  the  Com- 
mittee. Looking  to  the  particular  cir- 
cumilances  brought  under  discussion  by 
him,  he  thought  the  hon.  Member  would 
have  acted  somewhat  more  fairly  if  be  bad 
referred  to  the  Members  of  the  Commit- 
tee, aud  have  asked  their  opinions  befbce 
he  brought  his  Motion  before  the  Hoasc. 
He  was  bound  to  eipress  his  conviction, 
that  if  the  Committee  had  to  make  their 
Report  over  again,  they  would  not  convey 
their  opinion  in  the  language  stated  by  tb« 
hon.  Member.  He  had  taken  notes  of 
what  had  occurred  in  the  Committee,  and 
from  their  perusal,  aided  by  his  own  recol- 
lection, he  must  certainly  state  that  (he 
words  "  serious  animadveraion"  were  not 
intended  by  the  Committee  to  lead  to  the 
course  against  Mr.  Wray  recomsaeDded  to 
be  adopted  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lan- 
bctli.  Several  circumstances  concurred  in 
leading  the  Committee  (o  adopt  a  lenient 
and  moderate  conne— amongst  those  cir- 
cumstances the  lapse  of  lime  since  the 
transactions  occurred,  and  ihr  imperfect 
tecollection  of  the  transjciioo*  by  Mr. 
Wray.     tie  must,   therefore,   repeat   kis 
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obaervatioD  tbat  he  could  hove  wished  the   bility  have    been   passed.     He    Bhuuld, 


Mr.  fVray. 


hon.  Member  had  taken  (he  opinion  of 
tbe  Committee  before  he  idopled  his  pr«' 
aent  couiie.  He  must  say,  that  the  light 
hon.  Baronet  had  correctly  judged  of  the 
Report.  If  he  had  not  done  ao,  be  (Mr. 
W.  Patten)  muit  itaie,  that  he  himself 
ought  to  be  held  reapooaible  for  not  hav- 
iug  mote  accurately  and  precisely  ex- 
preiied  his  meaning  when  he  agreed  to 
the  expretiions  referring  to  Mr.  Wray. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  bad  no  power  to 
act  beyond  that  line  which  the  Commit- 
tee had  distinctly  marked  out  for  himi 
for  the  Committee  itself  selected  tbe  evi- 
dence upon  which  Mr.  Wray's  culpability 
rested.  Then  it  proceeded  to  say,  having 
given  ibat  summary  of  the  eiidence, 
"  Your  Coinroittee  cannot  abstain  from 
expressing  their  opinion,  that  tbe  part 
taken  by  Mr.  Wray  is  deserving  of  serious 
aDimadversion."  Now,  he  (Mr.  W.  Pat- 
ten) was  bonnd  to  say,  if  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  had  actually  distnined  Mr.  Wray, 
considering  that  Mr.  Wray  was  his  own 
accuser,  and  looking  at  all  the  cireuin- 
slances  of  the  case — though  he  would  not 
say  that  it  would  not  have  been  just — ■ 
that  be  should  have  regarded  it  at  a  rigid 
measure  of  justice ;  and  he  did  think  that 
the  right  hon.  Baronet,  in  taking  a  lenient 
course,  bad  erred,  if  he  bad  erred  at  all, 
upon  the  right  side.  He  had  a  strong 
opinion  upon  the  criminality  of  the  prac- 
tice imputed  to  Mr.  Wray;  and  he  agreed, 
that  at  tbe  present  moment  every  exer- 
tion should  be  made  by  that  House  to 
check  its  pn^reas.  He  was  unwilling, 
however,  that  the  House  should  come  to 
a  decision  upon  this  point  when  so  few  of 
the  Committee  were  present;  but  he  felt, 
also,  that  be  should  be  nctiug  in  a  more 
severe  manner  than  tbe  case  justified  if 
he  should  accede  to  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lambeth;  he  hoped, 
therefore,  that  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  would 
not  feel  aggrieved  if  ha  (Mr.  W.  Patten) 
ahould  move  the  previous  question.  The 
question  was  one  of  the  roost  painful  in 
which  he  bad  ever  been  engaged,  since 
he  had  been  a  Member  of  that  House. 
He  did  not  knovr  Mr.  Wray — lie  bad 
never  seen  him  till  he  entered  the  Com- 
mittee room,  nor  hsd  he  teen  him  since 
— but  he  mutt  say,  (bat  if  Mr.  Wray  pos-  . 
seated  the  common  feelings  of  humanity, 
a  much  severer  punishment  than  that 
which  had  been  inflicted  upon  faini  by  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  could  not  by  poisi- 1 


therefore,  move    as  an  Amendment  the 
previous  question. 

Lord  J.  Rtatell  said :  Sir,  the  quetiioa 
now  before  tbe  House  is,  whether  the 
House  shall  think  proper  to  take  any  no- 
tice of  a  transaction  with  respect  lo  which 
a  Committee  has  laid  a  Report  before  the 
House;  or  whether  the  House  shall  en. 
tirely  pass  i(  by?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  has  just  sat  down,  and  who  moved 
the  previous  question,  says,  that  ibis  is  a 
painTul  subject.  No  doubt  it  is  a  painful 
subject,  at  all  accusations  involving  the 
character  of  individuals  must  be ;  but  the 
question  really  for  tbe  House  to  conilder, 
is,  whether,  because  it  is  a  painful  subject, 
they  can  altogether  avoid  expressing  any 
opinion  upon  it,  and  whether  it  is  not  due 
lo  the  character  of  the  House  and  to  public 
justice  that  tome  Resolution  of  this  kind 
should  be  passed  ?  There  it  no  doubt 
that  every  case  of  a  Resolution  of  censure 
—  that  every  case  of  impeachment,  espe- 
cially, which  is  brought  before  this  House, 
imposes  on  it  a  painful  duty  ;  but  if  it  is 
a  question  on  which  the  House  it  bound 
to  express  an  opinion,  its  being  a  painful 
duty  is  no  reason  whatever  why  we  should 
endeavour  to  evade  it,  and  to  shrink  from 
tbe  petformancB  of  that  which  the  Con- 
stitution has  made  It  incumbent  on  us 
to  perform.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
has  staled,  that  ii  is  very  unfortunate  that 
roy  hon.  Friend  should  have  brought  for- 
ward this  Motion  so  late  in  the  Session. 
I  own,  I  hardly  expected  that  that  would 
be  brought  us  a  reproach  against  my  bon. 
Friend.  As  soon  as  I  perceived  that  a 
Report  was  coming  into  this  House,  I 
asked  my  hon.  Friend,  if  he  were  not 
going  to  take  soma  notice  of  it?  He  re- 
plied, that  he  thought  it  right  to  wait  a 
week,  that  you  mi|bt  bare  full  time  to 
deliberate  and  to  decide  upon  the  course 
which  you  might  think  right  ?  I  thought 
that  my  bon.  Friend  took  a  juttand  pro- 
per determination — it  was  a  determination 
of  forbearance  towards  4he  Executive  Go. 
vemment,  and  I  thought  he  acted  rightly. 
But  it  it  now  made  a  reproach  to  my  hon. 
Friend.  ["  No,  no."J  It  is  now,  I  lay, 
made  a  reproach  to  my  hon.  Friend,  that 
he  did  not  ten  daya  ago,  bring  forward 
this  Motion.  That  is  the  charge  which 
the  tight  hon.  Gentleman  thinks  it  decent 
lo  bring  against  my  hon.  Friend.  Why, 
it  was  necessary,  as  my  hon.  Friend  had 
waited  so  long,  that  he  tbould  then  aKCt- 
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lain  from  the  Mioislers  of  the  Ctown  what 
coune  they  had  itdo(>te(l ;  and  when  the 
right  hon.  GentleiDBn  said,  that  he  had 
conteated  himself  wiih  wriiing  a  letter  of 
repriiiiBnd  to  Mr.  Wray,  it  nes  proper 
that  he  should  see  that  letter,  and  ihould 
consider  what  it  wai  incumbent  on  him 
then  to  do  under  the  circumstances;  so 
that  delay  could  hardly  be  avoided,  con- 
■iitentty,  in  the  first  place,  with  the  fur- 
hearance  due  to  the  EKCCulive  Govern- 
menl,  and  in  tlie  next  place,  to  the  juitice 
of  the  case.  But  then  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  says,  that  he  has  considered 
iha  case  with  the  view  of  adopting  the 
recommendaliant  of  the  Committee,  That 
is  the  whole  case  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tteniBO,  and  that,  as  I  think,  involves  a 
mistake  in  judgment  which  he  committed. 
When  I  say  a  mistake  in  judgment,  I  am 
not  accusing  him  of  any  particular  parti- 
ality  to  Mr.  Wray.  1  do  not  say,  that 
Mr.  Wray  it  a  friend  or  political  paitisan 
of  the  light  hoD.  Baronet ;  I  am  not  mak- 
ing any  accusaiion  of  that  kind ;  but  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  will  allow  me  to 
say,  that  I  think  he  committed  an  error 
in  judgment,  in  his  place  as  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  in  the  course  which  he  adapt- 
ed. It  does  not  appear  to  me  that  the 
Committee  had  any  business  to  apportion 
the  punishment  which  might  he  due  for 
the  several  faults  or  oiTences  wliich  they 
might  find  to  have  been  committed  :  tbat, 
I  think,  wB*  DO  part  of  the  duty  of  the 
Committee.  I  cannot  find,  with  regard 
to  more  serious  offences,  that  Committees 
of  this  House  hare  ever  thought  it  to  be 
their  duty  to  apportion  the  amount  of 
punishment  whicli  ought  to  be  infli 
I  was  referring  to  a  case  of  a  much  graver 
nature  than  this,  viz.  that  of  Sir  Jonah 
Bartington,  who  was  removed  from  his 
offic*  in  consequence  of  an  Address  of  this 
House.  I  find  that  the  Committee  stated 
all  the  circumstances  —  tbey  stated  the 
culpability  of  Sir  J.  Barrington  in  having 
converted  to  hit  own  use  moneys  paid  in 
by  certain  ptrson*  who  were  before  his 
court;  but  tbey  never  laid  down  what  the 
penalty  should  be.  Being  a  Committee 
carefully  and  judiciously  performing  thi ' 
duly,  they  thought  it  no  part  of  their  duty 
to  tell  the  House,  or  to  dictate  to  the 
Crown,  what  should  be  done.  That  was 
the  business  of  the  House  ;  and  this  House 
and  the  other  House  undertook  that  duly, 
a  painful  one  no  doubt ;  they  addressed 
the  Crown  for  the  reaoTil  of  Sir  J.  Bar- 
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rington,  and  the  Crown  complied  with 
that  Address.  That  is  the  business  of  the 
House ;  and,  therefore,  I  think  that  tbe 
right  hon.  Gentleman  is  quite  mistaken 
in  saying  that  he  was  to  look  to  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee,  and  to  endeavour 
to  gather  from  their  words  what  was  the 
exact  course  which  he  was  bound  to  take 
•gard  to  Mr.  Wray.  I  think  he  was 
we  in  error  when  he  endeavoured 
to  gather  from  a  single  Member  of  tbe 
Committee  what  had  passed  in  the  Com- 
mittee, and  what  were  the  general  views 
of  the  Committee — <I  think  he  was  wrong 
ke  any  such  course  ;  but  1  think,  if 
he  had  adopted  such  a  step  at  all,  that 
he  should  have  gone  to  tbe  Chairman  of 
the  Committee.  Tbe  right  hon.  Baronet, 
however,  asks  the  opinion  of  a  single 
;  he  gathers  from  him  what  be 
thinks  to  be  their  opinion  ;  he  acts  upon 
that  opinion,  and  it  turns  out  to  be  totally 
at  variance  with  the  opinion  of  the  Chair- 
man, and,  as  the  Chairman  supposes, 
with  that  of  the  Committee  itself.  Tbat 
shows  that  the  right  Uon.  Gentleman  ia 
in  error  when  he  conceived  that  it  was 
his  duty  simply  to  take  into  hb  const- 
deration  the  Report  of  the  Comnuitee. 
Well,  now.  Sir,  what  f  have  said  is  for  tbe 
purpose  of  showing  that  I  think  this  wa* 
a  matter  for  tbe  House  to  consider,  and 
Dot  for  tbe  Committee.  1  think  that  Bij 
hon.  Friend  was  justified  in  brinKiag  il 
before  the  House ;  because  1  conaideT  ihM 
the  offence  is  a  very  grave  one,  and  that 
it  cannot  be  passed  over  by  ihb  House 
wiihuut  infiictiog  a  serious  injury  upea 
the  character  of  the  House.  What  tuu 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  done  ?  He  baa, 
in  the  opinion  of  my  hon.  Friend,  and  ia 
my  opinion,  entirely  passed  over  tbe 
offence  of  offering  300J.  to  a  Member  of 
this  House  fw  bit  services  in  thia  Howe, 
and  has  only  censored  Mr.  Wray  hr 
having  undertaken  business  incom[Nttible 
with  the  due  performance  of  his  fniwuasM. 
Why,  if  Mr.  Wray  had  andertaken  tbe 
common  duties  of  a  barrister — if  be  bad 
pleaded  in  the  Court  of  Queen's  Beocb— 
if  be  had  done  anything  that  would  have 
been  commendable  in  any  other  person 
not  a  pablie  functionary,  I  think  that  ibm 
reprimand  would  have  been  almost  an  ap- 
plicable as  to  lh«  present  case,  h  ia  as  if 
any  office-keeper  or  menenger  in  iba 
right  boo.  Uentlemaa'a  office  sbontd  be 
distributing  b-"  '  -  electors  of  Waat- 

minster  at  t' 
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the  light  hoD.  Uenlk-man  sliould  say  to 
him,  "  I  don't  think  il  right  that  yon 
■hould  continue  (o  distribute  those  bribes, 
because  it  lakes  up  your  lime,  the  whole 
or  which  you  should  devote  to  the  Home 
Office."  That  is  just  tbe  sort  o{  repiJ- 
maDd  which  the  right  hon.  Bsronrt  has 
given  in  this  case,  and  tlierefore  I  lliink 
that  it  is  inadequate.  Now  as  to  the  kind 
of  offence  which  has  been  commillcd.  I 
have  compared  il  to  what  I  think  it  the 
nearest  analogy  that  can  be  made  to  it, 
viz.  to  the  offence  of  bribing  elcciors  who 
are  entitled  to  vote  in  the  election  of  a 
Member  (o  serve  in  Parliament.  It  is  an 
offence  oT  a  like  nature,  but  of  a  higher 
degree.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  says, 
(bat  Mr.  Wtay  never  said  to  Mr.  Bonham, 
"  ir  you  take  a  part  actively  in  our  Tavour 
in  the  Committee,  and  if  you  promote  tbe 
Sonth-Eastern  Railway  Bill  in  the  House, 
you  iball  have  a  patticular  reward."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  right  in  that; 
but  how  is  the  offence  of  bribery  defined 
in  the  case  or  voting  Tor  Members  to  serve 
in  Parliament  ?  The  Act  relative  to  bribery 
has  a  clause  with  regard  (o  giving  head 
money  at  elections,  and  after  stating  that 
such  a  practice  prevails,  it  says— 

"  Be  it  declared  and  euacted,  that  the  pay- 
ment or  gift  of  any  sum  of  money  to  any  voter 
before  or  after  any  election,  or  to  any  person 
on  hi*  behalf,  or  to  any  person  related  to  him 
by  birth  or  aSaily,  on  account  of  luch  voter 
baviDg  voted,  or  refrained  from  voting,  whe- 
ther paid  under  tbe  name  of  bead  money,  or 
under  any  name  whatsoever,  the  same  shall  be 
deemed  to  be  bribery." 
And  that  is,  whether  there  is  any  previous 
understanding  or  not;  there  is  noihiug  iu 
tbe  clause  with  respect  to  any  previous 
promise — tbe  only  question  is,  whether 
money  is  paid  to  ttiai  on  account  of  his 
liaviog  voted,  or  having  refrained  from 
voting,  at  any  election.  Then  1  come  to 
ihis  case;  and  I  ask,  is  it  on  account  or 
tbe  votes  and  of  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Bon- 
bam,  as  a  Member  of  this  House,  that 
300/.  was  paid  to  him,  derived  from  shares 
which  had  been  disposed  of  by  Mr.  Wray 
for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  that  300/.? 
and  1  find  this  in  the  evidence,  after  proof 
is  given  of  the  offering  of  100  shares  to 
Mr.  Boubaa  by  Mr.  Wray  :— 

"  What  did  voD  tell  bim  it  was  offered  for  I 
— I  told  him  Iney  wished  to  show  some  mark 
ofgraliiude  for  hia  favours,  and  that  100  shares 
were  therefore  placed  at  bis  diipoial, 

"  Hr.  RoEBocK  t  For  the  services  he  had 
readci«d  to  the  Bill  f— Yes. 
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*•  In  what  capacity?— for  the  general  sup- 
port he  had  given  to  the  Bill. 

"  In  the  House  of  Commons! — Ife  was  id 
the  House  of  Common*.  1  tbiok. 

"  Chaisman  :  You  do  not  doubt  ihal  he 
was  in  the  House  of  Commons?—!  think  lie 

■■  Mr.  Roebuck  -.  Could  he  have  rendered 
assistance  iu  any  other  way! — I  do  not  think 
he  could,  except  by  canvassing  parties  out  of 
doors.  There  were  several  Members  of  Par- 
liament who  were  equally  active,  I  think,  wiili 

"  Did  they  receive  any  money? — I  do  not 
know ;  I  Htn  not  in  the  least  aware. 

"  But  he  wa.1  an  active  Member  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  paid  for  his  activity  i — lie  was  an 
active  Member  of  Parliament,  and  paid  in 
that  way,  you  may  take  it." 

Now,  that  is  the  whole  case;  and  that 
justifies,  I  think,  my  hon.  Friend  in  say- 
ing that  this  was  a  bribe  administered  by 
Mr.  Wray  to  a  Member  of  this  House 
for  his  active  services  as  a  Member  of 
this  House.  That  is  the  case  a*  admitied 
by  Mr.  Wray  ;  and  this  which  I  have  be- 
fore read  is  [hat  which  you,  by  an  Act 
of  Parliament  passed  a  few  years  ago, 
have  declared  to  bo  bribery  at  elections, 
or  this  you  m&y  be  sure,  that  tbera  is  no 
roan  who  is  a  handloom  weaver,  or  a  col>- 
b)er,  or  a  day  labourer  in  agriculture, 
who,  if  found  receiving  mouey  under  such 
circumstances  for  having  given  bis  vole, 
and  brought  before  a  court  of  law,  would 
not  be  convicted  of  bribery,  and  suffer  tbe 
penalty  due  in  that  behalf.  If  ihat  be 
tbe  case— if  any  man  in  those  circum- 
stances.—if  any  man  compelled  by  bis 
poverty,  ia  tempted  by  the  offer  of  51.  or 
10/.  to  gain  a  sum  by  which  hu  wife  and 
family  may  be  supported— if  such  a  man 
is  to  be  sent  to  gaol,  and  to  be  subject  to 
a  heavy  penalty — I  say  it  is  not  justice 
to  allow  3001.  to  be  given  to  a  Member 
of  Parliament  for  his  vole,  and  afterwards 
to  adminsler  to  the  person  who  gave  il, 
only  a  gentle  rebuke  for  his  improper  in- 
terference in  matters  which  were  inconsist- 
ent with  bis  basiness  as  Receiver  General 
of  Police.  That  is  the  view  which  I  take 
of  the  case;  and  there  are  no  considera- 
tions of  the  pain  it  may  give  to  Mr.  Wray, 
or  to  any  other  person  who  has  committed 
ihia  offence,  which  would  iodoce  me  to 
refrain  from  giving  my  vote  upon  tbis  oc- 
casion in  sapport  of  tbe  Motion  of  my 
bon.  Friend ;  by  which  meant  I  believe 
I  shall  best  meet  the  justice  of  tbe  case, 
and  opbold  the  d^uiiy  of  this  Honse. 
Tbe  UouK  dedaiM,  that  il  wilt  viait  k- 


3y  Google 


1399    &ntir,-£a$larii  Bailtoay—  {COMMONS} 

verelv  the  offeriof;  of  any  grMuity  to  an; 
Member  of  ibis  House  for  any  pan  of  his 
Parlismentarj  conduct.  Aie  yoo  pre- 
pared not  to  act  vp  to  thai?  Do  you 
neao  to  declare  that  llie  Resolutioni  of 
1695,  or  of  the  time  of  the  South  Sea 
bubble,  were  of  an  age  too  virtuoai  for 
jrour  imitation — that  you  dare  not  imiiate 
the  times  of  Wjlliam  III,  orGeoi^el. — and 
that  in  these  dayt  ne  muat  be  more  las  in 
the  rules  which  we  apply  to  Members  of 
Parliament?  I  trust  you  will  not  aanc- 
(ioD  such  an  inference  as  that ;  and  yet 
you  cannot  pass  this  matter  by  by  voiing 
the  previous  queaiion  without  inducing 
that  inference,  and  compelling  the  public 
to  believe  that  you  do  conceife  it  a  small 
offence,  sufficient  that  it  is  raentioned 
with  a  reprimand,  that  300/.  is  giTsn  to  a 
Member  of  Parliament  (or  his  *ote  and 
influence  upon  a  Private  Bill  in  this  Houie. 
Tbeu  it  appears  that  this  happened  a  long 
lime  ago,  in  1836.  That  may  be.  But 
in  the  cate  of  Sir  Jonah  Barrington,  with 
recpect  to  whom  an  Address  of  this  House 
was  presented  to  the  Crown  to  remove 
him  from  his  jndicisl  office,  the  greatest 
punishment  that  could  be  inflicted  on 
any  one  holding  the  office  of  Judge,  was 
pawed  in  1829.  The  ofieoces  were  com- 
mitted in  1805  and  1810,  and  they  were 
not  represented  to  this  House  till  twenty- 
four  years  after;  and  then  (hat  waa  to 
o&eace  for  which  this  House,  and  the 
House  of  Lords,  without  any  difference  of 
opinion,  without  any  division,  carried  np 
an  Address  to  the  Crown,  praying  that 
Sir  Jonah  Barrington  might  be  removed. 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  last 
place,  says  it  will  be  an  attack  upon,  or 
a  censure  upon  him,  if  this  Resolution 
shall  he  passed.  Why,  Sir,  are  we  to 
come  to  this,  that  we  cannot  preserve  the 
purity  of  this  House,  if  our  doing  so  should 
in  any  way  reflect  on  the  purity  of  the 
Secretary  of  State?  Are  we  to  have  it 
said,  "  You  mast  not  endeavour  to  pro- 
tect your  Members  from  the  offence  of 
bribery,  to  remove  those  who  have  in  any 
way  attempted  to  bribe — not  because  tha 
Secretary  of  State  is  in  any  way  in- 
volved in  this  corrupt  transaction  —  not 
because  he  is  in  any  way  connected  with 
the  offending  party  —  but  because,  on 
reviewing  the  offence,  he  came  to  one 
opinion,  and  therefore  the  House  cf  Com- 
mons must  not  venture  to  come  to  an- 
other." Are  we  really  sunk  so  low  as 
this?  I  dare  say  many  official  Gentlemen 
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are  here  who  will  be  ready  lo  maintain  the 
infallibility  of  the  SecreUry  ofSUteibutl 
must  raise, my  voice  on  Ewhalf  of  the  Hoaae 
of  Commons.  I  must  say  that  the  Howe 
of  Cummons,  however  late  it  may  be  ■ 
the  Session,  if  the  Secretary  of  Stale  hat 
not  shown  a  good  judgment,  ought  to 
show  a  better.  I  do  not  think  a  Secretaiy 
of  State  need  be  much  ashamed  if  the 
House  of  Commons  should  venture  to  say, 
in  a  matter  that  concerns  themselves,  that 
they  have  formed  a  judgment  different 
from  his — one  formed  on  juster  preccdentx, 
and  leading  more  to  the  purity  of  Parlia- 
ment. And  I  think  it  hardly  fair  for  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  say  lo  the  House  of 
Commons,  "  Do  not  come  to  this  Bcsoln- 
tion,  because,  if  you  do,  yon  will  be  re- 
flecting on  me,  I  having  come,  ten  d»ys 
ago,  to  a  different  decision;  I  read  the 
Report.  I  considered  it  quite  by  mysdf 
without  GOnsulliog  aoy  body  else  ;  mine  is 
therefore  to  be  reckoned  an  infallible  de- 
cision, and  you  are  not  to  deal  with  it." 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  aays,  too,  (hat 
his  decision  has  been  one  of  lenity.  I  do 
not  impute  to  him  in  this  case  the  beiag 
actuated  by  any  other  motive  than  a  wish 
not  to  deal  too  harshly  with  a  public  aer- 
vant,  plsced  under  his  own  anspicea,  hut 
with  whom  he  has  no  personal  connexion. 
But  I  do  not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man always  takes  (he  lenient  view.  I  have 
known  individnali,  foreigners  in  this 
country,  who  were  exposed  to  charges 
that  they  were  suborneis  of  assassiaation, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  having  re- 
ceived those  accusations  in  the  month  of 
February,  in  the  one  year,  brought  them 
forward  in  the  month  of  April  in  the  next 
year,  having  allowed  fourteen  months  to 
elapse,  without  inquiring  whether  (here 
was  an  answer  to  those  accusations, 
which  should  prove  them  to  be  untrue, 
false,  and  unfounded.  I  think  a  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  could  so  hare  acUd, 
can  hardly  lake  credit  for  his  leniency  ;  can 
hardly  take  credit  for  being  a  person  who 
is  ready  to  spare  the  feelings  of  others- 
can  hardly  take  credit  for  having  acted 
from  no  other  motive  than  regard  to  pub- 
lic concernments.  1  shall  never  forget 
that  case;  it  made  a  very  deep  impres- 
sion upon  me ;  I  think  it  reflected  upon 
the  hospitality  of  this  coantry.  But  this 
case  is  eminently  one  of  justice;  I  (hint 
it  a  case  in  which  the  justice  of  this 
House  is  concerned,  llie  right  hou.  Gen- 
tleman (Sir  Robert  Pcd>  received   the 
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resignation!  of  Mr.  Boniiamand  Captain 
Boldero.  If  he  thought  they  had  been 
unjustly  tfeated — that  tbelr  offence  did 
not  merit  removal  from  the  public  service, 
he  had  only  to  lay,  )  ihall  not  offer  your 
resignation!  to  Her  Majesty;  I  think  you 
are  innocent,  and  it  is  my  duty,  therefore, 
to  ask  you  to  continue  to  hold  your  offices. 
He  judged  otherwise,  and  I  think  rightly. 
I  think  neither  Mr.  Bonham  nor  Captain 
Boldero  ought  to  have  contioued  to  hold 
their  situations  in  the  public  service.  But 
will)  respect  to  their  offences  there  is  a 
mighty  difference.  In  regard  to  Mr.  Bon- 
ham's  connexion  with  Mr.  Wray,  he  is  so 
Tar  guilty,  that  although  he  did  not  expect 
to  receive  a  pecuniary  reward,  he  did  not 
Mithstand  the  temptation  ol  300/.  offered 
by  a  Company  for  service!  performed  in 
this  House.  Therefore  I  think  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  could  not  do  otherwise 
than  tender  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Bon- 
ham to  Her  Majesty,  and  advise  her  to 
accept  it.  With  respect  to  Captain  Bol- 
dero, I  think  it  was  a  much  more  doubtful 
matter.  I  myself  consider  that  there  was  no 
criminality  attaching  to  Captain  Boldero, 
thongh  Iconsider  there  was  conduct  which 
did  not  become  a  person  holding  an  office 
in  a  public  department  which  had  to  give 
its  consent  to  certain  railways  with  which 
he  chose  (o  be  connected.  I  do  not  think 
there  is  any  proof  that  reflections  wtiich 
might  have  struck  n  mure  dl-preti  punou 
than  Captain  Botderoi  did  strike  bis  mind, 
or  that  he  was  aware  of  the  impropriety  of 
his  conduct.  I  think, therefore,  it  amount- 
ed to  this — that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  bound  to  accept  his  resignation,  and 
did  his  duty  in  tendering  it  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty ;  while  I  think  it  was  fair  that  he 
should,  as  I  dare  say  he  did,  express  to 
Her  Majesty  his  very  great  regret  that 
such  should  he  his  public  duty  towards  a 
man  whose  personal  integrity  he  had  no 
reason  to  doubt.  But  the  case  of  Captain 
Boldero  being  what  I  have  just  stated, 
now  comes  the  question  whether  another 
person  who  was  concerned  much  more 
deeply,  and  with  respect  lo  a  much  more 
grave  offence,  should  be  allowed  lo  escape 
only  with  a  letter  which  be  could  show 
merely  as  a  proof  that  the  Secretary  of 
State  did  not  think  it  altogether  proper 
that  he  should  act  as  a  barrister  at  ihe 
same  time  that  he  was  Receiver  General 
of  Police.  Is  this  fair  and  equal  justice  ? 
1  do  not  see  any  reason  why  you  sliould 
act  differemlv  in  that  case  from  ibe  others. 


I  will  even  say,  if  there  are  men  to  whom 
you  are  disposed  to  act  with  partiality, 
you  should  be  more  strict  in  lisitiug  their 
misconduct  with  this  penalty,  but  that 
should  not  prevent  you  from  inquiring 
into  the  justice  of  the  case  before  you,  and 
dealing  with  each  as  he  deserves.  This  is, 
in  fine,  not  n  question  of  accusation 
against  the  Ministers  of  the  Grown,  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  has  chosen  to  put  it ; 
It  is  a  question  regarding  the  purity  and 
character  of  this  House,  upon  which,  if 
the  House  were  to  agree  with  my  hon. 
Friend,  they  would  certainly  impugn  the 
justice,  while  they  did  not  call  in  question 
the  purity  of  the  motives  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department.  This, 
as  far  as  I  see,  is  the  whole  question,  and 
I  shall  certainly  give  my  vote  in  favour  of 
the  Motion. 

Sir  R.  Peel:  The  noble  Lord  has  en- 
tirely mistaken  the  purport  and  intent 
of  the  observations  of  my  right  hon.  Friend, 
when  he  complained  of  the  late  period  of 
the  Session  at  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  submitted  this  queaiion  to  the 
consideration  of  the  House.  My  right 
hon.  Friend,  with  myself,  was  disposed  to 
give  to  the  hon.  Gentleman  all  due  credit 
for  that  forbearance  which  led  him  to 
postpone  any  question  as  to  the  course 
which  her  Majesty's  Government  intended 
to  pursue,  until  the  lapse  of  that  period 
which  should  enable  them  maturely  to 
conuder  the  bearing  and  effect  of  the 
Report  agreed  to  by  the  Committee.  My 
right  hon.  Friend  said  nothing  to-night 
which  was  meant  in  the  slightest  degree 
to  charge  the  hon.  Gentleman  with  any 
neglect  of  duly  in  that  respect.  But  this 
was  the  fact  tu  which  the  observations  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  bad  reference,  that 
the  letter  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
wrote  lo  Mr.  Wray,  conveying  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Government  to  bim,  was  pre- 
sented lo  thia  House  on  the  22nd  of  July, 
If  the  hon.  Gentleman  were  dissatlsRed 
with  the  decision  to  which  my  right  hon. 
Friend  had  come,  why  is  it  that  he  post- 
poned calling  the  aXlention  of  the  House 
lo  the  subject  until  the  4th  of  August, 
having  been  In  possession  of  that  letter  on 
the  22nd  July?  [Mt.  Hawts :  I  gave 
notice  last  Thursday.]  Yes;  but  if  you 
were  dissatisfied  with  the  course  taken  by 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  surely  it  was  com- 
petent for  you,  immediately  on  seeing  that 
letter,  and  ascertaining  the  decision  of 
my   right   bon.  Friend — or,  at  Uait,  it 
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clently  wai  vithin  two  days  or  the  readinf; 
of  that  letter,  competent  to  have  given  that 
nolice  which  would  have  enabled  Members 
of  that  Committee  lo  have  been  preieiit  at 
litis  discussion.  The  noble  Lord  adverted 
to  an  expression  of  my  right  hoti.  Friend 
behind  me,  that  this  was  a  painTuI  Hubject, 
saying,  that,  although  it  was  painful  to 
our  private  feelings,  we  were  not  on  that 
account  at  liberty  lo  shrink  from  the  per- 
formance of  a  public  duty.  I  admit  the 
position  of  the  noble  Lord ;  I  Ibink  on 
ihis,  as  on  many  other  subjects,  no  con- 
sideration of  pam  lo  our  private  feelings, 
■  is  siifBcrent  to  save  as  from  the  perform- 
ance of  a  pubUc  duly.  But  is  it  possible 
he  can  believe  that  any  consideration  of 
(he  kind  has  prevented  Government  from 
dealing  out  (hat  measure  which  is  coo- 
sis(ent  with  jus(ice?  Can  be  make  no 
allowance  for  persons  in  (he  si(aBtion  of 
my  right  hon.  Friend  and  myself,  fur  the 
pain  it  must  have  caused  them  (o  accept 
of  the  resignations  of  Mr.  Bonham  and 
Cap(Bin  Boldero?  Have  we  shown,  from 
a  desire  to  consult  our  private  feellDgs,  or 
prolGct  our  personal  friends,  any  dispoaition 
to  shrink  from  the  adopdon  of  those 
measures  which  might  be  necessary  for 
the  purpose  of  justice?  Having  had  to 
perform  many  painful  acts  in  the  course 
of  my  public  life,  I  can  sincerely  say  that 
I  never  have  performed  any  so  painful  to 
my  private  feelings  as  the  advising  Her 
Majesty  to  accept  tlie  resignation  tendered 
by  Captain  Boldero.  With  respect  to  Mr. 
Bonham,  [  have  long  been  connected  with 
him  by  (ies  of  private  friendship ;  and  now, 
at  n  time  when  he  is  labouring  under  the 
affliction  inseparable  from  removal  from 
the  public  service,  I  will  not  hesilste  (o  say 
Ihsl,  impossible  as  i(  is  to  defend  that  act, 
my  feelings  (owards  him  remain  analtered. 
And  although  not  connected  with  him  by 
the  same  ties  of  private  friendithip,  the 
pain  [  felt  in  advising  Her  Majesty  to 
accept  the  resignation  of  Captain  Goldero, 
was  equal  to  that  I  felt  in  advising  (he 
acceptance  of  the  resignation  of  Mr.  Bon- 
ham. And  this  I  will  say  of  Captain 
Roldero,  that  I  do  not  believe,  in  (he 
whole  range  of  (he  public  service,  excsp( 
as  to  this  particular  Iraniaction,  there  is  a 
man  who  has  performed  with  greater 
fidelity,  induslry,  and  inte^ity,  the  duties 
o(  his  tiiuaiion ;  (  know  all  (he  difficul(i» 
of  II  miliiary  man  filling  such  a  si(aation ; 
I  know  how  difficult  it  is  to  resist  solicita- 
tion :  but  I  appeal  (o  my  light  hon.  Friend, 
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whether  or  no  we  have  not  entire  coo- 
fidence  that  any  matter  of  public  business 
entrusted  to  Captain  Boldero  would  be 
transacted  by  him  with  no  otber  view,  no 
other  intention,  than  lookinj^  in  what 
mode  he  could  best  consult  the  inleresU 
of  economy;  and,  at  the  same  time,  pro- 
vide for  the  public  service  ?  In  the  execu- 
tion of  his  duty  1  never  met  with  anofBcer 
whose  conduct,  up  lo  the  period  of  (his 
parlicular  transaction — and  in  that  it  was 
inadvertence,  and  not  cormplion  —  was 
more  blameless.  Why  did  he  tender  hia 
resignation  ?  Not  from  (he  consciousneta 
of  having  ac(ed  corrupdy,  not  from  any 
belief  fel[  that  his  official  conduct  had 
been  influenced  in  the  slightest  degree  by 
the  possesion  of  thoFe  shares ;  but,  in  the 
spirit  which  I  think  became  a  msn  of 
honour,  seeing  the  Report  of  that  Com- 
mittee, and  the  expressions  used  respect- 
ing his  conduct,  he  felt  it  better  (hat  he 
should  lender  his  resignation.  I  tiive 
referred  lo  this  for  the  purpose  of  showinf; 
(hat  it  is  quite  passible  for  me  lo  concar 
with  the  noble  Lord,  that  no  considervtina 
of  personal  feeling,  no  fear  of  being  sub- 
jected to  pain,  should  deter  us  from  the 
performance  of  a  public  duty.  I  think  we 
have  shown  ihroogbout  this  transsclioo, 
in  (lie  acceptance  of  the«e  resignations,  a 
desire  to  prevent  the  influence  of  personal 
feelings  weighing  injnrioutty,  and  lo  pro. 
tact  the  honour  and  credit  of  the  public 
service.  But  then  the  noble  Lord  atyt, 
we  are  not  to  be  prevented  from  pasaiog 
any  Resolution,  merely  because  it  is  lo 
censure  my  right  hon.  Friend.  Did  »y 
right  hon.  Friend  ask  any  forbcaraDce 
towards  him?  Did  he  claim  any  eaemp- 
tion  from  punishment,  if  it  be  just  ?  But 
ibe  question  is,  whether  the  course  taken 
by  my  right  hon.  Friend  subjects  h'm  lo 
(he  implied  censure  which  you  *ill  past 
upon  him  if  you  proceed  to  this  Resolo- 
lion.  That  is  the  whole  question,  nni 
whether  you  cannot  do  it,  but  whether  it 
be  jiial  or  not.  This  is  on  offi;nre  against 
Parliamentary  privile^s,  rather  ihan  an 
offence  against  the  down,  committed  in 
the  execution  of  particular  duiics  ineom- 
ben(  on  the  holder  of  the  office  of  Re- 
ceiver Qeneral  of  Police.  This  Ilosiae, 
tbetefore,  took  it  into  i(t  cognisance, 
and  appointed  a  Committee  on  wbieb 
it  devolved  ihe  duty  of  espretsing  nn 
opinion.  If  you  assign  lo  nv,  llicn,  the 
duly  of  infticling  punishment  wiihont  i*- 
fcrente  lo  the   IU|>orl,  you  base  led  m* 
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into  a  snare,  because  thU  House  is 
responsible  Tor  tho  ads  of  tlie  Committee, 
which  it  did  not  disavow.  The  Com- 
mittee, haviog  g;iven  a  summary  of  the 
evidence,  proceed  to  stale  to  the  House 
the  conclusion  to  which  (hey  have  come, 
both  with  T«apect  to  the  chart^es  container) 
in  the  petition  of  the  South  Eastern  Rail- 
way Company,  and  the  conduct  or  tl)i 
parties  implicated  in  the  Iransaclion,  m 
disclosed  in  the  evidence.  They  did  not 
■ay,  We  will  lehearae  to  you  the  bare  Facti 
and  leave  it  to  the  Crowti  to  judge 
them  ;  bul  they  saiil.  We  will  now  procei 
to  apprise  you  of  the  concluBJons  Id  which 
we  have  come  vpan  lliem.  They  did  not 
content  themselves,  as  in  ihe  case  of  Si 
Jonah  Barrington,  with  relating;  >\  hat  had 
been  done,  but  they  discriminated  be- 
tween llie  cases,  and  apportioned  the  di 
gree  of  blame  that  each  was  conceived  to 
deserve.  With  reippci  to  Mr.  Iligneii, 
they  did  not  content  themselves  witli  Bay- 
ing, "  There  is  his  case,  and  you  will  ob- 
serve his  conduct  has  been  coriupt. 
at  all.    They  said  that— 

"  Mr.  Ilignr-tt  corrupilv  used  the  influence 
of  bis  otAcial  station  for  Ihe  furtherance  of  hi 
private  pecuriiary  iniereil,  and  lias  therefore 
shown  himieir  unworthy  of  conHilence 

Acting  on  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  I 
advised  the  Master  General  of  the  Ord. 
nnnce  immediately  to  proceed  to  ilie  dii. 
missal  of  Mr.  Fl'gnett.  I  said,  '■Hereisthc 
Report  of  the  Comniiilee;  they  stale  that 
they  thinL  Mr.  Ilignett  unworthy  of 
lidenre  as  ft  public  officer;  at  once  dismiss 
him  from  ihe  public  service;  that  is  the 
report  of  tlie  tribunal  appointed  by  ihe 
House  of  Commons  to  in<iuire  into  this 
iranaacdon,  and  lo  lay  betore  the  Mouse 
of  Commons  its  sentimeiiis  with  regard  lo 
the  conduct  of  the  public  officers  concern- 
ed," You  tell  us  Ihe  Commiiiec  was  ap- 
pointed of  distinguished  men,  and  was 
unanimous  in  iis  opininn.  Why,  that  is 
precifcty  ibe  point  we  tool  into  consider- 
ation. My  right  hou.  Friend  said,  ihe 
Commiiiee  whs  unanimous,  and  above  all 
exception  in  its  own  position;  I  cannot 
lake  n  belter  course  than  to  carry  out  the 
recommendalion  of  ihe  Committee.  Willi 
respect  lo  Mr.  BonhKHi  and  Captain 
Boldero,  they  have  said  that— 


"  .Such  transariiont  are  inconsislenl  wiili 
ilie  maintenance  of  that  strict  impnriialily  of 
conduct  upon  public  questions  which  i^  la  be 
expected    from    Ilie    public   servants   of    Ihe 
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Crown,  and  calculated  to  impair  the  con- 
fidence of  the  public  in  the  integrity  of  Hero- 
ben  of  Parliameui." 

My  riglit  bon.  Friend  and  myself,  there- 
fore, delermitied  to  accept  the  resignation 
which  they  tendered.  Having  shown  an 
utter, disregard  of  our  private  feelings,  and 
acted  so  far  in  accordance  with  the  re- 
commendations o(  the  Committee,  we 
came  to  the  case  of  Mr.  Wray.  My  right 
ban.  Friend  said, "  With  respect  lo  this  mat- 
ter, which  is  not  one  of  official  conduct 
that  ihe  Crown  could  notice,  bul  a  Par- 
liamenlary  offence,  I  wish  lo  carry  out  the 
recommenilalions  of  the  Parliamentary 
Cummiilec."  And  what  said  ihey  with 
respecllo  Mr.  Wray?  "  Your  Commit- 
tee cannot  abstain  from  expressing  their 
opinion  that  the  part  taken  by  Mr.  Wray, 
the  Receiver  General  of  Police,  is  deserving 
orseriouN  animadversion."  "  Well,"  said 
my  right  hon.  Friend,  "  we  have  dismissed 
Mr.  Ilignell ;  we  have  accepted  the  resig- 
nations of  our  private  and  political  friends, 
and  I  will  fulfil  the  recommend  at  ions  of 
Ihe  Parltamenlary  Committee,  and  express 
my  severe  disapprobation  of  the  conduct 
of  Mr.  Wray."  It  was  for  ihe  conduct 
thus  pursued  by  Mr.  Wray,  that  my  right 
hon.  Friend  said.  "  1  visit  you  with  my 
severe  reprobation,  and  unless  you  coD6ne 
yourself  to  the  duties  of  your  office,  you 
incur  the  penalties  of  dismissal."  Just 
conlrast  the  Motion  made  with  the  re- 
commendation of  the  Committee.  I  ask, 
will  the  House  pass  an  implied  censure 
on  my  right  hon.  Friend,  for  having  com- 
plied with  that  recommendation  ?  In  your 
Report,  you  draw  a  manifesl  distinction, 
sufficient  to  deceive  any  Minister  of  the 
Crown,  between  the  cases  of  Ilignett  and 
Wray,  You  do  not  say  of  ihe  latter  that 
he  has  rendered  himself  unworthy  of  pub- 
lic conftdencL',  but  he  has  rendered  him- 
self liable  to  severe  animadversion.  But 
when  you  make  your  Parliameniary  Mo- 
tion, what  are  your  words?  "That  Mr. 
Wray's  conduct  ileserves  not  only  the  se- 
rious animadversion  of  the  House  " — that 
being  the  recommendation  of  the  Com- 
miltec— "  but  ilisqualiHes  Mr.  Wray  from 
holdint;  an  office  of  trust  and  responsi- 
bility." Would  there  he  any  justice  in 
now  visiting  us  with  punishment,  because 
wc  construed  the  inleniions  of  the  Com- 
mittee from  their  expressions,  and  did  not 
subject  Mr.  Wray  lo  the  same  punishment 
as  Mr.  Hignett  ?  In  your  Resolution,  you 
assimilate  Mr.  Wray's  ca8>^  to  that  of  Mr. 
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Hignett,  but  you  did  not  do  lo  befoie. 
Did  you  thiok  bim  equally  culpable,  or  lo 
much  10  that  be  ought  lo  be  remoTed  fiotn 
office  ?  Tbeu  why  did  you  not  lay  *o  ? 
ITyou  had  said  a  word  ai  to  Mr.  Wray 
beiog  undeserving  of  coa6dence    a>   a 

Eublic  oCbcer,  my  right  hon.  Friend  would 
ave  diimjgsed  him  at  once;  but  you  laid 
nothinf  of  the  kind.  In  the  original 
draught  of  the  Kepoitiiood  the  words — 


Mr,  Wray. 
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"  To  call  the  Blleution  of  ibe  Secretary 
or  Slate  pirtieularly  lo  the  conduct  of  Mr, 
Wray  ;"— 

But  tbeie  were  omitted  afleTwarda.  The 
bon.  Genileman  luggeali  a  doubt  as  to  the 
difBculiy  of  the  House  of  Coinmona  call- 
ing the  attention  of  Ihe  Serretary  ofStale 
lo  ihe  conduct  of  Mr.  Wray;  but  you 
might  have  avoided  all  difficulty  by  simply 
following  the  method  adopted  with  respect 
to  the  case  of  Mr.  Hignetl.  My  right 
hbn.  Friend  aaid  that  from  no  human 
being  bai  he  received  a  soliciiaiion  in 
favour  of  Mr.  Wray,  nor  was  any  com- 
niunicalion,  direct  or  iudiiect,  made  on 
liis  behalf.  This  is  important,  as  showing 
the  animus  of  my  right  bon.  Friend,  and 
that  be  had  no  motive  but  a  wish  lo  do 
justice.  I  do  not  know  what  such  a  stoic, 
with  feelings  so  Spartan  as  those  of  the 
noble  Lord  might  have  advised;  but  you 
must  make  allowance  for  ibe  weak- 
neites  of  human  nature.  It  is  at  least 
magnanimous  lo  punish  the  powerful,  and 
not  visit  with  the  greatest  severity  tbc 
weakest  party,  who  has  no  claims  upon 
you.  We  determined  to  execute  the  in- 
lentioo  and  fulfil  the  purpose  of  that 
Commillee,  which  was  unanimous  in  its 
opinion — which  was  composed  of  men  in 
whose  impartiality  and  inlegrily  we  re- 
posed confidence ;  and  it  was  because 
they  were  above  all  suspicion  that  we 
thought  ourselves  safe  if  we  adopted  the 
conclusions  they  drew.  1  must  say,  con- 
sidering the  situation  of  Mr.  Wray,  his 
age,  and  his  being  a  barrister,  to  be 
visiled  on  the  part  of  the  Secretary  of 
Slate  with  severe  disapprobation,  and  lo 
have  the  expression  of  it  published  to  the 
world,  and  laid  on  the  Table  of  this  House, 
is  an  ample  measure  of  punishmeol,  I 
know  not  what  the  noble  Lord  may  think 
of  it ;  but  next  to  the  absolute  deprivation 
of  office,  I  can  conceive  no  penalty  more 
serious  then  has  been  already  inflicted 
upon  Mr.  Wray.  What  is  the  object  of 
punisbmeni  in  this  and  every  other  case" 


it  is  to  deter  from  similar  conduct  in  fa- 
lure.  If  that  be  your  present  obfecl.  can 
you  justly  charge  my  right  boo.  Priend 
with  undue  favour?  If  you  cannot,  if  yoa 
believe  that  to  an  honourable  mind,  to  a 
man  who,  ai  a  barrister,  bai  enjoyed  the 
respect  of  an  honourable  and  high-minded 
profession,  and  who  now  meets  a  paUic 
rebuke,  (bis  must  be  a  severe  penalty. 
You  may  think  public  duty  requires  yoa 
to  go  still  further;  but  if  yon  do,  I  thiok 
you  will  push  punishment  beyond  its  legi- 
limste  object.  But,  above  all,  I  think  job 
wilt  involve  us  in  blame  unjustly,  becaose 
OUT  object  bat  been  the  fulfilment  of  tlte 
intentions  of  yourown  tribunal.  Even  if  we 
have  erred  on  the  side  of  lenity,  it  has  not 
been  from  a  desire  lo  protect  ibe  power- 
ful ;  it  has  been  consistent  with  an  earnest 
wish  to  do  everything  that  justice  towards 
Parliament  requires;  lo  do  everything 
that  fur  the  sake  both  of  present  punish- 
ment and  future  example  the  offences 
committed  require. 

Mr.  Hume  considered  that  Csptain  Bol- 
dero  had  been  liarshlj  treated.  Corrup- 
tion could  not  be  in  any  way  laid  to  his 
charge;  and  it  was  against  that  their 
animadversion  wu  directed.  He  felt  deep 
regret  for  the  poshion  in  which  Mr.  Wraj 
was  placed ;  he  had  known  that  gentle- 
man for  twenty  years,  and  never  observed 
any  but  the  most  honourable  conduct  m 
bim;  he  felt  great  pain  for  the  rebuke 
which  Mr.  Wray  had  received  on  account 
of  ihe  lale  traniaciion.  So  far  from  think- 
in*  that  they  ought  lo  go  further,  as  bis 
hon.  Friend  asked  them,  he  thought  the 
animadversion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man lufficient,  though  he  was  not  pre- 
pared to  deny  its  justice.  He  bismed 
Mr.  Bonham,  who  ought,  from  his  posi- 
tion, to  have  been  the  last  man  to  receive 
such  an  indicalion  of  theTailway  com- 
pany's good  opinion;  he  blamed  Mr. 
Wiay  for  having  been  the  means  of  cann- 
ing out  the  objects  of  the  company  ;  Iwt 
he  should  remark,  that  ibe  whole  case 
against  Mr,  Wray  ended  there.  That  was 
the  whole  estent  of  it,  and  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  it  showed  any  corruption  ;  there 
had  been  no  previous  bai^aining  between 
Mr.  Wray  and  Mr.  Bonham ;  and  whilst  he 
regretted  that  Mr.  Wray  had  lent  himself 
to  such  a  pioceeding— than  wbich  nothing 
deserved  more  to  be  deprecated — yet  be 
thought  they  had  done  tnRicient  in  ilie 
matter,  inasmuch  as  Mr.  Wray  and  Mr, 
Bonham  had  not  previously  communicated 
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.Dpon  the  tabject  of  this  irantfer  of  thares. 
He  wat  of  opinioo  Ihat  Mr.  Wraj  had 
beSD  grievously  puoiihed  by  the  ceniure 
sf  the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite— a 
censure  which  had  been  esteniively  circu- 
laied,  and  which,  to  a  man  of  sensiiire 
mind,  auch  bi  he  Icnew  Mr,  Vfmy  to  be, 
was  a  very  severe  punJihnieDt.  Feeling 
lhat  enough  had  been  already  done  in  re- 
ference to  this  matter,  he  should  vote 
against  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Meoibei 
for  Lambelh. 

Viscount  Ebrington  said,  that  nhilst 
the  mode  of  proceeding  was  <o  severe 
against  those  who  elected  Members  for 
Parliament  who  reeeiTed  bribes,  it  ap- 
peared strange  lhat  hon.  Members  should 
feel  so  little  diiposed  to  lake  any  active 
course  when  the  charge  was  against  those 
in  a  higher  sphere.  The  speech  of  the 
right  bon.  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
DepBTtment  rather  surprised  him,  for  it 
treated  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee 
as  if  they  had  been  all  coaGoed  to  a  few 
BCDtencea  at  the  conclusion,  and  as  if 
there  had  been  no  proof  of  Mr.  Wray 
having  been  instrumental  in  cooveyiog 
those  shares  lo  Mr.  Booham.  Agreeing 
with  the  Doble  Lord  the  Member  For  Lon- 
don, that  it  was  moat  desirable  to  preserve 
the  purity  of  the  House  of  Commoos,  and 
particularly  at  a  tine  when  so  much  ex- 
citement prevailed  in  the  money  market, 
he  would  support  the  Motion  of  the  bon. 
Member  for  Lambeth. 

Mr,  Ward  feared  that  his  vote,  which 
would  be  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Mon- 
trose, would  bring  upon  him  the  censure  of 
the  noble  Lord  behind  him  (Lord  Ebring- 
ton). The  question  which  they  bad  to 
decide  was,  whether  the  punishment  which 
bad  been  already  inflicted  was  or  was  not 
proportionate  to  the  offetice  which  had 
been  committed.  They  were  not  lo  de- 
cide upon  the  fallibility  or  inraJlibility  of 
the  Secretary  a(  State  for  the  Home  De> 
partment;  but  they  were  to 
ther  they  would  affirm  a  Resolution  which 
would,  if  carried,  inflict  uiter  n 
man  who  up  to  the  time  when  that  charge 
was  made,  had  never  been  accused  of  any 
conduct  incompatible  with  his  official 
duties  ot  his  high  personal  character;  a 
man  who,  it  must  be  admitted,  had  consi- 
derable good  qualities,  when  even  in  the 
heat  of  party  he  had  friends  on  both  sides 
of  the  House.  Mr.  Wray  had  been  cen- 
sured by  bia  official  auperior :  and  that 
censure  bad  beensalmosl  doubled  by  the 
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speech  of  the  noble  Lord,  his  predecessor 
in  office.  He  was  sure  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Lambeth  was  actuated  by 
conscientious  motives  in  the  course  which 
hej  had  taken;  but  be  could  not  agree 
with  him  in  thinking  that  the  House  ought 
to  agree  to  his  Motion.  The  bon.  Mem- 
ber ought  to  recollect,  that  the  Houae  had 
.11  that  it  conid  lo  protect  the  purity 
of  the  tribunals  which  were  connected 
with  it,  by  which  matters  affecting  private 
rights  were  decided;  and  that  nothing 
could  be  more  advantageoua  to  the  public, 
as  compared  with  another,  than  the  pre- 
sent system  of  regulating  their  Committees 
compared  with  the  odious  system  which 
prevailed  in  1336.  Under  the  system 
which  prevailed  in  1836,  individusls  who 
had  private  interests  to  advance,  attended 
the  Committee,  and  urged  those  interests, 
in  some  cases,  as  far  as  they  cuuld.  That 
system  had  been  altogether  reformed  by 
the  House  ;  and  the  result  of  it  was,  that 
not  the  slightest  suspicion  attached  to  any 
of  their  Committees — a  fact  that  waa  of 
very  great  importance,  when  tbey  recol- 
lected the  unparalleled  amount  of  money 
which  was  concerned  in  the  cases  that 
had  been  before  the  various  Committees 
of  the  House  of  Commons  during  this 
Session.  Parties  who  were  concerned 
might  have  complained  of  the  judgment 
which  a  Committee  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons had  displayed,  or  they  might  havs 
complained  that  a  sufficient  lime  bad  not 
been  allowed  to  individuals  to  be  heard  ; 
but  there  had  not  been,  as  far  as  be  could 
understand,  an  idea  of  a  shadow  of  a 
shade  of  a  complaint  of  any  corrupt  mo- 
tive on  the  part  of  their  Committees  dur- 
ing this  SesiioD.  He  bad  the  authority 
of  Mr.  Wray  for  atating  that  there  was  a 
very  great  misunderstanding  abroad,  to 
the  effect  that  Mr.  Boaham  was  at  one 
period  in  debt  to  Mr.  Wray.  The  fact 
was,  that  Mr.  Bonham  had  never  solicited 
any  assistance  from  Mr.  Wray,  and  lhat 
no  such  pecuniary  relations  existed  be- 
tween them.  There  had  been  no  previ- 
ous understanding  between  Mr.  Wray 
and  Mr.  Bonham,  and  no  advantage 
whatever  had  been  obtained  or  demanded 
by  Mr.  Wray,  who  had  been  aufficiently 
punished.  He  had  been  severely  cen- 
sured by  his  superior;  and  the  House 
would  act  harshly  and  unfeelingly  if  they 
went  further  with  the  matter,  and  ran 
down  small  game,  by  affirming  the  Motioa 
of  bia  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lam< 
2Z 
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beth.  He  thould  prefer  |i*ing  a  direct 
n^KBiive  lo  the  Reioluiion  of  the  hoD. 
Member  for  Limb«th ;  and  for  thit  pur- 
pCMe  he  hoped  ihe  hon.  Member  who  had 
moved  thepreviouequetliooM  en  Ameod- 
meot  would  wiihdriw  it,  in  order  to  allow 
a  direct  oegalive  to  be  given  lo  the  Mo- 
tion. 

Colonel  PMlexpretied  bit  high  opin- 
ion  of  hit  two  Friends  who  had  resigned 
ibeir  officei,  and  aaiured  the  Home  that 
he  had  been  one  of  those  moit  anxioni  to 
have  the  whole  case  investigated  when  (he 
charge  was  made.  Indeed,  so  desirous 
was  he  (o  have  this  investigation,  that  if 
00  ooe  else  had  brought  it  Torward,  he 
(Colooel  Peel)  had  determined  to  bring 
it  forward,  although  be  had  no  personal 
interest  in  the  malter,  as  he  never  had 
■oy  railroad  shares  in  his  life.  His  bon. 
Friends  had  espressed  (o  him  ibeir  sense 
of  the  kindness  and  courtesy  of  Ihe  Com- 
mittee towards  them  ;  and  be  fek  it  hit 
duty  to  stale  that  feeling  to  the  House. 
With  respect  to  ihe  Nonh  Kent  Railway, 
his  two  hon.  Friends,  having  seen  from 
what  since  occurred  that  it  was  indiscreet 
on  their  part  that  shares  should  be  nomi- 
nally held  by  them,  as  the  public,  twt 
knowing  that  the  shares  were  held  but 
Bominally  by  them,  would  be  less  ioclined 
lo  depend  on  their  decisions  io  conse- 
queace  of  that  holding  of  shares.  It  ap- 
peared perfectly  clear  from  all  the  trans- 
aciioDs,  that  neither  of  his  hon.  Friends 
had  availed  themselves  of  the  knowledge 
of  the  assent  of  the  Mailer  General  of  the 
Ordnance  to  go  to  the  marLet  end  pur- 
chase shares,  or  make  any  pecuniary  profit. 
When  his  hon.  Friend  (Captain  Boldero) 
WIS  aware  of  the  assent  of  the  Master  Ge- 
neral of  Ihe  Ordnance  tu  three  railways,  he 
made  no  use  of  his  knowledge  to  buy 
shares,  or  avail  himself  of  any  advantage 
from  that  knowledge,  which  showed  Lhat 
he  had  no  disposition  to  avail  himself  of 
hrs  ofGcial  posiiion  for  his  private  inieiest. 
It  might  be  necessary  for  him  to  inform 
the  House  that  Mr.  Bonliam  had  stared  in 
a  letter  that  Mr.  Wtsy  had  never  even 
indirectly  alluded  to  his  (Mr.  Bonhxm's) 
conduct  on  the  Sooth  Eastern  Railway 
Committee  ;  and  it  was  not  until  after  the 
Royal  Assent  had  been  given  to  the  Bill 
(hai  he  got  100  reserved  shares.  On  re- 
ference to  the  proceedings  of  the  Commit- 
tee, it  Appeared  that  in  the  divisions,  the 
mujoriiici  were  such  as  to  show  that  Mr. 
BoDbin's  vote  could  not  haTe  carried  the 
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qnesiioD  in  thote  easei.  Ha  wai  cosfident 
tnat  his  two  Frieada  were  most  bcNKnr* 
able  men,  and  that  anything  which  raald 
affect  their  character,  would  be  fell  by 
them  more  severely  than  aoy  worldly  toM. 
Sir  JoAa  Eatthofm  said,  that  be  fell 
called  upon  todiichargeaverjpaiofnldnij 
io  giving  his  vote  oo  this  occasion.  The 
man  who  wonld  not  feel  it  paiofnl  to  be 
obliged  by  his  sense  of  duty  to  laDctioa  a 
Motion  which  woold  bear  to  aironglyapoa 
an  individual  with  a  large  family,  sach  as 
Mr.  Wray  had  been  deacnbed  lo  be  by  hit 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Sheffield,  was 
a  man  whose  feelings  he  did  not  envy.  He 
intended  lo  vote  for  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lambeth,  solely  from  k 
sense  of  justice  :  be  coold  have  no  oiber 
feeling,  for  he  bad  never  seen  Mr.  Wray, 
nor  had  be  aver  bad  the  slightest  commiia 
nicaiion  with  him.  He  participated  fully 
io  all  those  feelings  of  personal  respect 
which  had  been  expressed  towards  an 
individual  whose  name  had  bees  brought 
forward  in  relation  to  those  Iransactiooa^ 
for  he  bad  the  pteatore  of  personally  know- 
ing him,  and  he  was  gratified  to  find  that 
the  ceneral  feeling  of  the  House  had  per- 
fectly acquitted  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Officer  to  whom  he  alluded,  of  corrapt  or 
dishonourable  conduct — be  meant  Cap- 
tain Boldero,  who,  notwithstanding,  bad 
yet  felt  it  needful  to  retire  from  the  pablie 
service.  Nothing  could  be  more  gratifying 
to  him  (Sir  John  Eeathope)  than  to  find 
that  Ibis  acquittal  was  the  universal  opin- 
ion of  the  House,  He  believed  that  the 
acceptance  of  Caplain  Boldero's  resigna- 
tioD  was  due  to  public  opinion,  and  to  the 
character  of  the  public  men  of  this  country 
before  ihe  world.  Approving  both  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Officer  for  resigning  his 
office,  and  of  the  course  which  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the  Goverrt- 
menl  had  felt  himself  called  on  to  pnnoe, 
he  could  not  agree  with  ihe  hon.  Member 
for  Sheffield,  that  he  (Sir  J.  Easihnpc) 
was  joining  with  these  who  would  destroy 
a  deserving  man  with  a  large  family, 
merely  because  he  would  adopt  the  sanie 
rule  with  icgard  to  Mr.  Wray  which  had 
been  adopted  with  respect  to  Captain 
Boldero  and  Mr.  Booham.  He  regretted 
very  much  to  feel  obliged  to  vote  for  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  ; 
but  he  would  ask  the  House  Co  consider  the 
opinions  of  the  public  with  re|-ard  to  their 
conduct  in  this  matter— to  refiecl  apon 
the    probable    feeliugs   of  those  of  an 
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bnoDbler  class  than  that  to  which  Mr. 
Wray  belonged,  if  ihe  Houh  were  to  paw 
by  bis  conduct  with  comparatife  impuoiiy. 
He  was  not  disposed  to  queaiion  tbe 
taotiTes  of  those  who  might  vote  against 
the  Motion,  or  to  attribute  to  ihem  aoj 
desire  to  acquieice  ia  the  irapioper  con- 
duct of  Mr.  Wray.  He  did  not  attribute 
unworthy  motives  to  those  who  wt^re  op- 
posed  to  the  Motion  or  the  hon.  Member 
for  Lambeth;  bat  be  strongly  objected  to 
(he  rigtit  or  the  hon.  Member  Tor  Sheffield 
to  say  that  those  who  voted  for  the  Mo- 
tion were  seeking  to  ruin  a  man  because 
they  were  desirous  that  the  same  course 
ihould  be  adopted  towards  him  whi  h  had 
been  taken  with  regard  to  Caplaia  Boldero 
aDrl  Mr,  Boohem. 

Sir  R.  tnglit  said,  though  appointed  a 
Member  of  the  Comniitltee,  he  did  not 
attend,  because,  having  been  physically 
unable  lo  do  so  the  first  day,  he  did  not 
think  it  right  to  joiu  it  sabtequently.  He 
had,  howe*er,  fallowed  with  deeply  pain- 
ful, but  still  he  hoped  judicial  inlerestt, 
(he  proceedings  day  by  day,  and  he  felt 
(hat  tbe  Resolutions  of  the  Committee 
had  fallen  too  severely  on  all  three  of  the 
Gentlemen  aflfected  by  it;  and  if  that  was 
his  opinion  of  the  Report,  of  course  he 
looked  with  less  favour  on  the  Motion  of 
(be  hon.  Member  Tor  Lambeth  (Mr.  Hawes) 
who  carried  the  Resolutions  of  the  Com- 
mittee far  beyond  the  line  they  had  origi- 
nally drawn,  and  subjected  (o  severer 
punishment  than  (hey  had  intended  tbe 
individafl)  whose  conduct  the  House  was 
then  discussing.  The  bon.  Member  for 
Sheffield  had  made  an  appeal  ad  miseri- 
cordiam  on  behalf  of  that  geoileman.  He 
was  not  insensible  to  such  sn  appeal ;  but 
sitting  there  judicially,  he  hoped  be  would 
not  suffer  aoy  tuch  feelings  lo  influence 
his  opinion.  He  thought  it  was  doe  to 
Mr.  Wray  to  appeal  not  to  their  mercy, 
but  to  their  justice ;  and  be  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  his  hon.  Friend  who  bad  moved 
the  previous  question,  would  withdraw 
that  Amendment,  end  let  the  sense  of 
the  House  be  taken  "  aye"  or  "  no," 
upon  tbe  direct  Motion,  If  Mr.  Wray 
were  guilty  beyond  tbe  measure  of  guilt 
in  which  every  Member  of  that  House  then 
in  Parliament  must  acknowledge  they 
were  involved  nine  years  ago  before  the 
House  had  reformed  itself,  he  would  not 
aland  there  to  defend  him  or  advocate  his 
ease.  He  thought  he  coold  say  that  he 
knew  the  same  thing  wai  done  by  another 
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individual  on  the  opposite  aide  of  the 
House  with  reference  to  tbe  very  same 
<)uestioni  and  wbeo  such  was  the  case, 
and  the  matter  had  not  occurred  this 
year  or  last  year,  which  would  have  made 
the  esse  different,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  negative  the  proposition  of  the  hon.. 
Member  for  Lsmbeth. 

Mr.  Mitchell  felt  it  bis  duty  lo  vote  for 
the  Motion,  He  did  not  think  it  just  (0 
Captain  Boldero  and  Mr,  Bonham  to 
remove  ihem  from  office,  and  suffer  Mr, 
Wray — who,  after  reading  the  whole  of 
the  evidence,  he  thought  the  more  guilty 
^-to  retain  his  office.  He  did  not  ceoaure 
the  Government  for  the  course  they  h&d 
taken  to  tbe  matter;  but  the  Committee, 
be  thought,  were  to  blame  for  the  way  in 
which  they  had  acted  in  this  respect. 

Sir  J.  Oraham  wished  to  say  one  word 
on  the  Motion  now  before  the  Honae,  and 
he  confessed  he  hoped  that,  notwiihstand* 
ing  the  opinions  expressed  by  variona  par- 
ties who  had  spoken,  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Lancashire  (Mr.  W.  Patten) 
would  adhere  lo  his  propositioo.  He 
thought  "  the  previous  question'*  was  the 
direct  mode  of  meeting  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Lambeth.  He  (Sir  J. 
Oraham)  should  haves  difficulty  in  negati- 
ving ihe  proposition  thst  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Wray  wai  deserving  of  censure  ;  be- 
sides, he  felt  that  there  was  force  in  what 
bad  fallen  from  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
just  sat  down.  He  thought  if  they  would 
directly  negative  (he  Motion,  the  conduct 
of  Caplaia  Boldero  and  Mr.  Bonham 
would  appear  more  culpable  than  that  of 
Mr.  Wray — a  conclusion  nt  which  he  cer- 
tainly could  not  arrive.  He' thought  the 
position  of  Captain  Boldero  and  Mr.  Wray 
had  rendered  their  conduct  more  ameoa- 
ble  lo  censure  ;  but,  looking  at  the  merits 
and  demerits  of  the  case,  he  was  bound  to 
say  he  did  not  consider  the  conduct  of 
Mr.  Wray  as  less  culpable  than  that  of 
Caplain  Boldero  and  Mr.  Bonham  ;  and 
he  thought  that  would  appear  to  be  the 
case  if  they  were  to  negative  the  last  Re- 
solution. He  hoped,  therefore,  the  hon. 
Member  would  adhere  to  Ma  Amend* 
ment. 

Mr.  B.  Etcott  would  not  vot«  for  th« 
Motion  if  he  felt  it  implied  any  ceoaure  on 
the  right  hon.  Genlieman  Ihe  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  view  he  had  taken  of  the 
case ;  for  he  felt  that  the  most  honourable 
and  upright  men  might  have  taken  a  le- 
nient view  of  the  matter.  He  also  thcMight 
2Z3 
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the  Report  of  the  Commiltec  juilified  the  i  leriouB  tniinadvenioD."   TbcK  wordc  had 


courie  ihe right  hon.OenlleiDBD  had  ukei 
It  wu  the  Commillee  that  had  braucht 
them  JDlo  theit  preteat  diEBculiy.  The 
Committee  ought  to  have  dittJnguiihed 
between  the  degreea  or  calpebiliiy  of  the 
perioDS  chsrged  with  ofieocet  before  them. 
He  rejoiced  on  one  account  that  the  quea- 
tion  had  been  brought  forward,  and  that 
waa,  that  it  had  been  the  roeani  ofelicil- 
ing  from  the  righl  hon.  Genlleman  at  the 
head  of  ihe  GovernmcDt  that  noble  tea- 
timonv  to  the  character  of  ihoie  twn  ho- 
noorablfl  men.  Captain  Boldero  and  Mr. 
Bonbaoi,  and  of  confirming  that  testU 
nony  by  practical  experience  of  iheir 
merit!.  What  strack  him  more  in  this 
than  in  the  former  debate  wai,  ihat  Cap- 
tain Boldero  and  Mr.  Booham,  through 
their  own  wnae  of  honour,  and  through  a 
high  appreciation  of  their  lenie  of  duty 
on  ihe  part  of  the  GoTetnment,  had  been 
viaiied  with  punithment,  while  Mr,  Wray, 
the  really  guilty  party,  etcaped.  The 
queition  vrai,  bad  Mr.  Wray,  or  had  he 
not,  offered  money  or  mooey'i  worth  to  a 
Member  of  that  Houie  for  the  diachargc 
of  aome  loit  of  fuuction  or  other  which 
belonged  to  him  as  a  Meubcr  oF  Parli- 
ment?  If  he  did  so,  he  wai  guilty  of  an 
offence  for  which  he  ought  to  be  visited 
with  the  censure  of  that  House.  He  knew 
of  an  instance  in  which,  within  the  last 
few  days,  a  Member  of  that  House  was 
offered  money  in  order  to  malce  him  dis- 
charge a  certain  duty  in  the  House  in  a 
manner  which  would  be  most  acceptable 
to  the  perion  who  would  pay  the  amount. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  immediately  caused 
it  to  be  intimated  to  the  party  that  he 
would  throw  hii  petition  into  the  fire 
tioleas  Ihe  offer  were  withdrawn. 

Mr.  Hawet  rose  amidst  criea  of  "  di- 
vide," "  divide."  He  said  that  he  wonid 
detain  the  House  but  for  a  moment,  in  ad- 
verting to  one  or  two  points,  which  he 
thought  it  bw  duty  to  refer  to,  before  the 
vote  was  taken.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  fell  into  an  error,  in  stating 
that  there  was  an  aJteration  effected  in  the 
Report  of  the  Committee,  and  that  words 
which  imported  that  Mr,  Wray  should  be 
dismissed  were  struck  out,  and  that  milder 
terms  had  been  substituted  in  their  stead. 
The  words  which  first  stood  in  the  Report 
were  to  the  effect  that  "the  conduct  of 
Mr,  Wray  deserved  the  immediate  notice 
of  the  Secretary  of  State ;"  and  the  words 
subatitntcd  w«a,  that  "  condut  deserved 


been  aohitituted  after  serious  reBection, 
and  the  Committee  had  reason  to  think 
that  these  words  would  lead  to  the  dts- 
miasal  of  the  man  whose  conduct  was  so 
animadverted  upon.  In  regard  to  Mr. 
Higneit,  the  words  of  the  Report  were  of 
a  decisive  character.  But  did  the  Com- 
mittee say  thai  Mr.  Booham  and  Capiaio 
Boldero  should  be  dismiated  ?  Why,  iheo, 
did  the  Government  accept  their  res'goa* 
tion  ?  In  accepting  the  resignatioa  of 
Captain  Boldero  and  Mr.  Bonham,  they 
had  gone  beyond  the  words  of  the  iElepori. 
Was  it  an  objection  that,  in  the  preseot 
case,  they  should  do  the  same,  if  reason 
existed  for  their  so  doing?  Two  poinu 
hsd  been  wholly  overlooked  hy  the  righl 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite.  The  first  was 
the  omission  which  had  been  alluded  to, 
ss  hsving  taken  place  in  the  letter.  Mr. 
Wraj's  was  an  offence  against  society, 
against  that  House,  and  against  tbe  Go- 
vernment. If  the  Government  did  not 
mark  auch  conduct  with  tiicir  censare, 
they  were  open  to  the  charge  of  being 
somewhat  indifferent  to  the  character  of 
the  public  men  whom  they  employ.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  a  great  advocate 
of  Parliamentary  privilege.  Tliey  bad  a 
Resolution  which  declared  such  an  offence 
a  breach  of  privilege ;  and  yet  the  right 
boo.  Gentleman  did  not  condeacend  lo 
notice  that.  He  defied  them  to  negative 
the  Resolution  now  beTore  the  House.  Tho 
main  facts  wereincontestsble  ;  and  if  that 
were  so,  let  the  consequences  follow.  The 
Committee,  when  the  matter  was  under 
their  consideration,  saw  thai,  whilst  they 
were  dealing  as  leniently  as  they  could 
with  the  offences  before  them,  these 
offences  must  iu  the  end  he  visited  by  toss 
of  situation  to  the  parties  implicated.  He 
lamented  the  whole  matter  as  much  aa 
any  one  could.  He  was  keenly  alive  to 
the  painfulness  of  the  duty  which  now  de- 
volved upon  him,  but  it  was  a  duly  from 
which  he  was  Dot  inclined  to  shrink.  As  to 
the  charge  of  delay,  wheu  he  moved  for 
the  letter  of  Mr.  Wray,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  asked  bim  it  he  in- 
tended to  found  a  Motion  upon  it.  He 
then  said  that  he  could  not  at  the  time 
give  a  decisive  answer,  but  that  the  matter 
was  aubject  to  his  fuiure  consideration. 
Within  a  week  alierwards,  there  was  a 
Notice  upon  the  Table.  He  was  somewhat 
aurprised  at  what  had  fallen  that  evening 
from  the  iion.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
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'Ward)  and  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Oxford  (Sir  R.  loglit),  «ho  had  laid 
more  to  bring  the  Houk  into  contempt 
tbaD  he  expected  to  hare  heard  fropi  luch 
quarters.  He  denied  the  impniatioD  cad 
upon  the  House  b;  the  hon.  Member  Tor 
Sheffield,  when  he  laid,  that  in  1830, 
there  were  not  fifty  Membera  in  it  who 
were  not  implicated,  more  or  less,  iu 
iranaaciioni  lomewhat  liniilar  to  theie^ 
He  fell  bitnieir  called  upon  to  vindicate 
the  character  of  the  House  from  auch 
atpertioni.  Bj  not  *iiiting  with  the  only 
puniihraeot  which  they  could  inflict  luch 
conduct  Bi  was  now  complained  of,  the 
Government  aeemed  to  sanction  what  ap- 
peared lo  be.  at  least,  a  direct  act  of 
bribery  on  the  part  of  a  public  officer. 

The  House  divided  on  the  previous 
Question,  namely,  that  that  Question  be 
now  put:— Ayes  18;  Noes  81:  Ma- 
jority 63. 

jMtqflhe  AyiM. 
Brothertoo,  J. 
Collett,  J. 
£asllH>pe,Sir  J. 
EbringlOD,  ViscI, 
Escoti,  B. 


Fielder 
Mitchell,  T.  A. 
MeffatI,  G. 


PalmerttoD,  Visct. 
Plum  ridge,  Capl. 
Russell,  Urd  J. 
Scon,  R. 
Sheridan,  R.  B. 
TufDell,  H. 
Yorke,  U.  R. 


Mor 


i,D. 


Hs« 


O'Connell,  H.  J.  Sheil,  R.  L. 

Litt  of  the  Nose. 
Anlrobns,  E> 
Baillie,H.J. 
Barkly,  H. 
Bariog,  rt.  hn.  W.  B. 
Bonhwick,  P. 
Bowles,  A  dm, 
Brosdley,  H. 
Bruce,  Lord  E. 
Boiler,  Sir  J,  Y. 
Burrell,  Sir  C.  M, 
Cardwell.  E. 
Chelsea,  Visct. 
Cleric,  n.  hon.  Sir  G. 
Ctive.  Viict. 
Cockbum,rl.hn.SirG. 
Collins,  W. 


Corry,  rl.  hoa.  U. 
Cripps,  W, 
Dimer,  hoo.Col. 
Durby,  C. 
I>eniion,E.B. 
Dick.  Q. 
Douglas,  Sir  H. 
DuckworthiSir  J.T.B. 
Duncan,  G. 
Eslcoart,  T.  G.  B. 
Fitirojr,  hon.  U> 


Fremantl«,rt.bD.SirT. 
Fuller,  A.  E. 
Gaskell,  J.  Milnei 
Gl>ditone,rtJin.W.E. 
Gordon,  hon,  Cspt. 
Gore,  U. 

Goulburn,  rt.  boa.  H. 
Graham,  rt.bn.  Sir  J. 
Greene,  T. 
Hamillon,  G.  A. 
Hamilloo,  W.  J. 
Hamillon,  Loid  C. 
Henley.J.W. 
Herbert,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Hope,  G.  W. 
Houldsitorlh,  T. 


Hnc 

In^lis,  Sir  R.  H. 
Kelly,  F.  R. 
Liifcoln,  Earl  of 
Lowiher,  Sir  J.  H. 
Ljfgon,  hon.  Gen. 
Mack  in  nan,  W.  A* 
Muclean,  D. 
McNeill,  D. 
Meynell.Capt. 


Mundr,  E.  M. 

Smith,H.hD.T.  B.C. 

Neeld,  J. 

Soroerset,  Lord  0. 

Nicholl,  rl.  hon.  J. 

Spooner,  R. 

Palmer,  G. 

Sluart,  H. 

Patten,  J.  W. 

Sutton,  hon.  H.  M. 

Peel,  rt.  hon.  Sir  R. 

Tenneni,J.E. 

Peel.  J. 

Thesiger,  Sir  F. 

Polbill,  F. 

Trench,  Sir  F.  W. 

Polliogton,  Visct. 

Vesey,  hon.  T. 
Waid,  H.  G. 

Pringle,  A. 

Bashleigh,  W, 

Wellesley.LotdC. 

Richards,  R. 

Wood,  Col.  T. 

Scott,  hon.  F. 

TZLLSRS. 

Shaw,  rt.  hon.  F. 

Young,  J. 

Siblhorp,  Cot. 

Baring,  H. 

Mildmay,  H.  i     j^bn  U'clock. 


Tub  Ikcomk  Tax.^  The  Chanixlhr 
of  the  Exchequer  observed  that  an  order 
had  been  made,  on  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 

imbei  for  Manchester,  for  a  return  of 
the  namesof  the  Commisaioners  under  ibe 
Income  Tax,  and  the  nnmber  of  their  at- 
tendances, but  as  it  was  found  that  this 
could  not  be  conveniently  made,  be  would 
now  more  to  discharge  it. 

Sfr.  Fielden  said,   that  there  could  be 

difficulty  in  getlinft  such  a  return  He 
then  objected  to  the  present  mode  of  as- 
sessment. When  a  party  made  ■  return, 
and  that  return  was  objected  to,  the  Com- 
missioners never  furnished  him  with  any 
reason  why  ihey  doubled  the  return,  al- 
though it  WB8  made  upon  oath.  This  wai 
both  scandalous  and  unjust.  He  bad  been 
so  treated,  and  he  knew  olhera  who  had 
been  similarly  so.  The  hon.  Member  then 
went  into  a  detail  of  the  circumitaQcea 
connected  with  the  last  appeal  made  by 
himself  against  the  assessment  made  upon 
him;  and  assured  the  House  that  the 
question  could  not  rest  where  it  now  was, 
as  he  would,  early  neit  Session,  bring 
forward  a  Motion  upon  the  subject.  He 
hoped  that,  in  the  meantime,  the  public 
would  be  alive  to  the  subject,  and  thai  all 
who,  like  himself,  had  been  aggrieved, 
would  come  forward  at  the  proper  time, 
and  cordially  co-operate  with  him. 

Mr.  Smll  wished  for  the  names  of  the 
places  at  which  the  Commissioners  met. 
In  some  places  they  met  at  public- houiea, 
in  portions  of  the  country  not  populoui. 
At  Wolverhampton,  the  people  had  logo 
five  miles  distance,  to  the  gieat  public 
inconvenience.  It  was  alao  remarked  ihat 
Commissioners  were  generally  of  one 
line  of  politic*. 

Order  read  and  discharged. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quaiter  paat  eleven 
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London  ahd  York  Railway-^  The 
Marquen  of  Clanricarde  preBenied  two 
petitions,  one  from  George  Pryme,  esq.,  of 
Cambridge,  and  at  preient  proprietor  of 
certain  undi  in  the  county  of  Hunting- 
don, through  which  thii  line  proposed  to 
pus ;  in  one  of  which  it  was  stated,  that 
when  this  Company  wai  first  formed,  the 
estimated  coit  of  the  line  wai  5.000,000/.; 
but  subtequently,  when  the  landi  were 
lUTveyed  by  Mr.  Cubitt,  the  eKiimated 
coat  of  the  line  lodged  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary Office  amounted  to  6,500.000/. 
This  wBS,  of  course,  a  much  larger  rate 
than  was  put  forward  when  the  original 
■ub«riberB  attached  their  names  to  the 
contract  deed ;  snd  therefore  he  thought 
that  in  a  court  of  equity  they  could  not  be 
called  upon  to  pay  more  then  the  original 
estimat*  of  the  line.  This  was  the  state- 
ment contained  in  the  tint  petition,  which 
was  a  subject  for  the  consideration  of  tbi 
Standing  Orden*  Committee.  The  Kcond 
petition  stated  that  this  cnntract  deed  wai 
entirely  false  and  fictitious ;  that  the 
names  of  persona  amounting  in  their  liabi- 
Itties  (o  500,000/.  were  either  not  in  ex- 
istence, or  incapable  of  being  found  ;  that 
they  were  wholly  unable  to  pay  any  part 
of  these  sums,  being  pauperi.  With  re- 
spect to  a  petition  which  he  had  presented 
on  the  previous  evening  upon  this  subject, 
fae  begged  to  lay  that  a  great  mistake  had 
ariaen  Irom  a   similarity  of  names.     The 


petition  to  which  be  referred  had  aUcged 
that  ■  Mr.  Baxter  was  a  person  tat2if 
unable  to  pay  the  sum  for  which  he  bid 
subscribed  bis  name.  The  petitiouer,  bow- 
ever,  had  since  mode  fuller  iiMjairy  on  tb 
subject,  and  WLihed  now  to  swte  that  be 
had  been  mistaken  in  his  former  inf(Sm»- 
tion,  for  that  Mr.  Baiter,  who  was  eoa<  - 
□ected  with  the  line,  was  a  man  of  hd- 
doubted  respectability.  This  was  only  ma 
dhse ;  but  there  were  owes  nf  the  sane 
kind  infinitely  beyond  anything  in  tbe 
Dublin  and  Galway  Bill.  He  wouU  iwt 
weary  their  Lordships  by  going  tbrongh 
all  the  cases,  but  would  merely  refer  lo  a 
few  in  order  to  show  their  nature.  Their 
Lordships  were  aware  that  their  Standing 
Orders  required  that  the  addresses  of  par- 
lies signing  the  contract  deed  should  be 
correcUy  stated ;  and  tbe  directors  of  the 
Dublin  and  Gal  way  Company  were 
thought  censurable  ba«use  they  had  not 
cserciKd  sufficient  vigilance  in  this  rfr- 
ipecL  One  nf  the  names  to  tbe  deed  to 
which  be  was  anxious  to  direct  their  at< 
tention  was  that  of  John  Theobalds,  gen- 
tleman, said  to  reside  in  Finabury-sqnare, 
who  had  suhaciibed  to  tbe  amount  of 
25,000/.;  he  was  informed  that  W)  such 
person  was  known  at  that  address.  Ttme 
was  also  in  the  contract  deed  tbe  name  of 
an  individual  who  had  figured  in  the 
Dublin  and  Golway  Railway  case  (W. 
Shackell),  who  was  down  for  5000/.,  and 
who  was  understuod  to  be  a  balf-pay 
officer  in  the  receipt  of  54/.  a  year,  but 
who  appeared  as  a  subscriber  in  di&rent 
railway  schemes  to  the  amount  of  41,500/. 
The  address  of  another,  £.  J.  Durham, 
whose  name  was  down  for  ]2,200t,  was 
stated  to  be  in  Watling-street ;  but  it  ap- 
peared that  he  did  not  reside  there.  In 
tbe  case  of  another  individual  who  was 
down  for  12,500/.,  a  falsa  addics*  was 
found  to  have  been  given.  This  individual 
was  discovered  to  be  a  clerk  in  the  Austra- 
lian Trust  Company,  and  it  was  therefore 
impossible  to  suppose  him  mponiible  for 
so  large  an  amount.  Anoiber  individDsl, 
whom  he  would  not  name,  was  a  curate  in 
a  parish  in  Kent.  He  might  be  worth  all 
tbe  money  for  which  he  appeared  respon- 
sible in  various  railway  schemes ;  but  bis 
name  appeared  for  25,000/.  in  different 
projects,  and  stood  for  10,000/.  in  this 
line.  .Another  individual,  who  was  down 
for  25,000/.,  was  represented  to  be  in 
poor  circumstances,  and  had  once  Tended 
at  the  address  slated  in  the  deed,  but  bad 
quitted  it.    He  knew  thcae  fuina  to  be 
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comet,  for  he  had  cuoipared  them  with 
the  contract  deed.  Another  clerk  of  the 
AuBtraliftD  Trust  Company  was  down  f( 
upn&rdi  of  50,000/.  lliere  were  several 
more  cssei  of  the  same  kind,  but  he  trunted 
he  had  stated  enough  to  esiablish  the  ne> 
ceisity  of  referrittg  the  matter  to  a  Com- 
mittee. There  were  also  two  brothers 
named  GuerDiej.  sons  of  a  charwoman 
living  in  a  garret,  in  Angel-court,  one  of 
whom  had  signed  for  12,500Z.,  and  the 
other  for  25,000/.,  the  latter  being  a 
porter  to  a  wine  merchant  named  Hitch- 
cock, These  two  brothers,  excellent  per- 
sons,  no  doubt,  but  who  were  receiving 
about  B  guinea  and  a  half  a  week  between 
them,  were  down  for  no  less  a  sum  than 
37,600/.  One  of  thero,  Charles  Guernsey, 
itated  that  he  never  applied  for  any  shares, 
hut  that  a  stockbroker  brought  him  letter* 
of  allotment  to  the  above  amount.  When 
he  signed  the  deed,  the  broker  took  the 
scrip,  and  he  never  received  one  farthing ; 
that  he  was  only  nineteen  years  of  age, 
and  in  the  receipt  of  only  I2s.  a  week. 
He  hoped  he  would  institute  a  suit  against 
the  broker,  for  there  could  be  no  doubt  that 
ionu  person  or  other  had  sold  that  scrip 
at  a  considerable  premium.  He  need  hardly 
Bay  more  to  convince  their  Lordships  of 
the  necessity,  of  inquiry.  The  Houses  of 
Pariiament  were  the  only  places  to  which 
the  public  could  look  for  security,  and  it 
was  with  this  view  that  the  Standing 
Orders  were  Inmed :  but  the  Standing 
Orders  did  not  afford  security  where  there 
was  no  opposition ;  and  even  where  there 
was  opposition,  it  was  extremely  difficult 
to  delect  such  cases  as  these.  These  ceses 
had  been  only  inquired  into  within  the 
week,  the  attention  of  the  opponents  of 
the  London  and  York  Bill  having  been 
directed  to  the  subject  by  what  took  place 
ID  the  Dublin  and  Galway  case  ;  and  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that,  unless  some  change 
were  made,  it  would  be  almost  impossible 
for  any  Hallway  Bill  to  pass  through  Par- 
liament. He  had  omitted  to  state  to  their 
Lordships  that  a  clerk  of  the  Company 
was  down  for  6,000/.,  a  fact  which  brought 
home  blame  in  the  moat  direct  way  to  those 

Eirtiea  who  received  the  thanks  of  Lord 
roughsra  for  the  leal,  perspicuity,  vigi- 
lance, BcUvity,  and  scrutinising  rigour 
which  Ihey  exercised  in  gettiof[  up  dieir 
reference,  and  in  searching  into  every 
matter  connected  with  the  railway,  and 
whom  that  noble  and  learned  Lord  held 
up  aa  an  example  to  all  engaged  in  nmilar 
MiMfainalringKi    Tbe  tcadraoe  of  a  pencn 
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down  for  a  cooiiderahle  sum  in  the  deed 
was  stated  to  be  No.  22,  Norfolk- street, 
Strand,  although  a  reference  to  the  Direc- 
tory would  have  shown  that  to  be  the  ad- 
dress of  Messrs.  Umroanney.  A  grosser 
case  of  neglect  could  not  be  conceived  | 
nothing  of  this  kind  was  shown  against 
the  unfortunate  Dublin  and  Galway  Com- 
pany. He  begged  leave  to  more  that  the 
petition  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee 
to  inquire  into  its  alUgations.  Their 
Lordships  would  remember  that  in  the 
Dublin  and  Galway  case  the  Bill  was  de- 
layed until  these  matters  had  been  inves- 
tigated. 

Lord  Monieagle  presented  a  petition 
which  had  been  entrusted  to  him  by  moit 
reRpectable  parties  subiicribers  to  the  said 
railway,  declaring  that  the  siatements  in 
the  petition  presented  by  Henry  Bruce, 
of  Mincing-lane,  surgeon,  with  respect  to 
the  fictitious  and  falae  insertion  of  names, 
were  unfounded,  and  that  the  petitioners 
were  perfectly  prepared  to  prove  this,  if 
their  Lordships  would  direct  an  investiga- 
tion, which  they  prayed  might  be  granted 
without  delay. 

The  Earl  of  Wkiiom  said,  if  the  case 
were  precisely  in  the  same  pofition  aa  the 
Dublin  and  Oalway  Railway  was,  he 
should  not  object  to  the  same  course  being 
adopted,  although  the  noble  Marquess  had 
by  no  means  made  out  la  strong  a  case  as 
had  been  established  in  reference  to  that' 
line.  The  difference  between  the  cases 
was  this.  The  Dublin  and  Galway  Bill 
was  not,  in  the  first  instance,  opposed,  and 
pesied  the  Standing  Orders'  Committee 
without  opposition.  Now  this  he  con- 
ceived to  be  an  opposed  Bill ;  it  had  not 
yet  been  brought  before  the  Standing 
Ordera'  Committee,  and  these  petitions  had 
been  presented  in  due  time  for  the  Stand* 
ing  Orders'  Committee  to  investigate  their 
allegations,  and  it  was  not,  therefore,  ne- 
cessary to  appoint  a  Select  Committee 
specially  for  that  purpose.  Such  being 
the  case,  he  certainly  should  oppose  the 
Motion  of  the  noble  Marquess. 

The  Earl  of  SkafiesbuTt/  aaid,  it  would 
not  fall  within  the  province  of  the  Stand- 
ing Orders'  Committee  to  investigate  the 
matters  referred  to  in  the  petition ;  they 
could  only  inquire  whether  the  parties 
whose  names  appeared  in  the  contract 
deed  had  actually  subscribed  it. 

The  Earl  of  Devon  was  understood  to 

y,  that  if  cases    such   as    these   were 

established,   the  contract  deed,  instead  of 

being  «  safeguard  to  the  public,  would 
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enljr  lerre  to  delude  them.  He  lud  fore- 
told, nn  R  former  occaiion,  that  initancet 
of  thia  kind  would  be  brought  forward 
in  everf  caie ;  and  the  result  would 
be,  that  it  would  be  imposiible  to  pasi 
any  Bill  through  FarlininenL  Now,  here 
WBB  a  Railway  Bill  which  had  under- 
lie the  most  learching  inquiry  ever 
known  in  luch  b  cak  before  s  Committee 
•f  the  Houw  of  Commona,  which  aat 
upnerdi  of  eighty  dayi ;  and  now,  aftrr 
undergoing  Bui:h  an  ordeal  —  afier  the 
enormout  expenie  entailed  on  the  parties — 
it  wai  proposed  th&t  they  should  not  be 
allowed  to  proceed,  because  it  was  alleged 
that  a  certain  portion — not  a  *ery  large 
one — of  those  who  bad  labicribed  the  con- 
tract deed  were  not  persons  of  subetance. 
With  regard  to  the  facts  utated  in  the  first 
petition,  in  reference  to  the  difierence  be- 
tween the  original  amount  of  the  capital 
■tated — namely,  5,000,000^.,  and  the  last 
estimate  of  6,S00,00(M.,  he  presumed  that 
in  thisi  as  in  all  other  Bills,  a  power  wat 
given  to  borrow  a  sum  which  would  be 
■ufGcient  to  make  up  the  difierence.  He 
could  not  accede  to  the  proposition  of  the 
noble  Marquess. 

Lord  Baxwnont  bad  totally  disapproved 
of  the  proceedings  in  the  Dublin  and  Gal- 
way  case ;  but  having  adopted  that  course, 
he  did  not  see  how  they  could  depart  from 
it  DOW,  He  perfectly  agreed  with  his 
noble  Friend  oppuaite  in  thinking  that  con- 
tract deeds  were  useless  as  a  protection  to 
tbe  public ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  he  was 
of  opinion  that  to  abolish  altogether  the 
present  system,  wmild  be  equivalent  to 
defeating  railway  projecti  altogether.  He 
would  not  go  su  far  as  some,  and  maintain 
that  the  original  siibicribets  were  only  to 
Berve  as  conduits  by  which  the  sharesraight 
reach  the  hands  of  responsible  parties  ;  but 
be  believed  that  unless  they  allowed  par. 
ties  to  be  put  down  for  larger  suma  thai: 
perhaps  on  full  consideration  they  might 
be  thought  able  to  pay,  they  would  totally 
defeat  the  construction  of  railways. 

The  Hatquess  of  Clanricarde :  What 
security  would  the  public  have  that  the 
work  would  be  carried  out? 

Lord  Beaimoni :  Tbe  parties  who  had 
obtained  shares  would  alvrajB  be  able 
di«poae  of  them,  although,  perhaps,  al 
reduced  rate.  Some  loss  might  be  sus- 
tained ;  but  he  maintained  that  the  real 
liability  of  the  parlies  to  tbe  contract  was 
limited  to  tbe  deposit  paid  ;  for  the  shares 
became  property,  and  might  be  di^iosed  of 
like  any  other  description  of  property. 


Lord  lUdetdaU  suppMted  the  I 
A  certain  number  of  errors  might  vm^ 
voidably  creep  into  a  subscription  tiat;  bat 
it  would  be  for  the  Committee  to  decide 
whether  proper  care  had  been  emciaed  bjr 
the  company.  In  the  Dublin  and  Galwaij 
case,  it  was  decided  that  due  care  bad  not 
been  taken  ;  in  the  London  and  York  caac^ 
t  he  Com  m  ittee  migh  t  posinbly  deode  tbatdne 
care  had  been  used,  and  the  Bill  might  be 
allowed  to  pass.  Subscription  costracta 
had  undoubtedly  been  much  nqlected ; 
but  he  hoped  that,  in  consequence  of  what 
had  taken  place,  the  case  would  be  dif- 
ferent infulure. 

Lord  Cam^ieU,  swd,  that  in  bti  oinnioa, 
that  application  could  not  be  refused.  It 
should  be  remembered  that  the  Staading 
Orders'  Committee  oould  not  institute  anj 
inquiry  into  tbe  most  importsot  all^atiooa 
in  the  petition.  It  followed,  tbereforB,  in- 
evitably, that  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  moved  for  by  hia  noble  Friend 
should  he  granted. 

The  Earl  of  Wietlow  said,  that  as  the 
Standing  Orders'  Committee  could  not  in- 
quire into  the  whole  of  those  allegatioiia, 
be  thought  that  the  House  could  not  r^ 
fuse  the  appointment  of  the  Committee. 

The  Marquess  of  Clanricarde  said,  that 
the  correctness  of  the  subscription  list  was 
tbe  only  guarantee  which  the  L^islature 
or  tbe  country  had  that  the  worita  cooU 
ever  be  completed.  He  hoped  that  hia 
Motion  would  at  once  be  agreed  to. 

Motion  put  and  agreed  to. 

Shall  Debts  Bill  (No.  2).]  The  lord 
Chancellor  preseoted  a  petition  frotn  the 
Liverpool  Guardian  Society  for  the  Prt^ 
tectlon  nf  Trade,  which  atated  that  their 
society  consisted  of  1,600  memben,  com- 
prising merchants,  bankers,  and  trades^ 
but  chiefly  the  latter  class,  associated  togo- 
ther  for  the  protection  of  commerce,  and 
that  they  were  most  ansious  that  the  BiU 
which  had  been  introduced  into  their  Lord- 
ships' House  for  extending  the  lav  for  the 
recovery  of  Small  Debts  should  be  passed 
into  law.  He  had  also  a  petition  to  present 
from  a  number  of  peraoos'who  were  depu- 
ties, at  present  assembled  in  this  metropolis, 
from  all  the  great  trading  towns  and  cities 
of  the  country,  praying  their  Lordshipa  to 
pass  this  Bill  in  its  present  shape,  and  par- 
ticularly directing  their  Xiordahips'  atten- 
tion to  the  9th  Clauae,  and  tbe  clanaes 
consequential  upon  it.  It  was  nece«aty 
that.  In  introducing  this  Bill  in  iu  present 
shape    to   the  notice  of  their  iotdibipi' 
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HoliBe,  he  abonld  ofier  a  few  remarls  re- 
ipecting  it.  Their  Lordahipt  were  aware, 
that  in  the  last  Seuion  of  Parliament  a 
Bill  had  passed  into  law  for  aboliahinf; 
airesti  even  in  execution,  for  debts  under 
20/.  He  had  alwajt  considered  that  mea- 
■ure  as  a  most  talutary  kw,  and  it  never 
had  been,  he  believed,  the  desire  of  either 
House  of  Parliament  that  it  should  be  re- 
Toked.  In  consequence  of  incuiiveniences 
which  were  found  to  arise  since  the  pass- 
ing of  that  law  in  respect  of  the  recoverjr 
of  debts  under  20/.,  a  Bill  had  been  intro- 
duced in  the  present  Sesnion  h^  a  noble 
and  learned  Friend  ofhis  (LDrdBraugfaam), 
now  absent,  for  the  purptMe  of  extending 
the  facilitie*  of  the  former  Bill  to  debts  of 
a  lawer  amount.  That  Bill  had  been  re- 
ferred to  a  Select  Committee  up-stsin, 
before  whom  it  had  undergone  a  care- 
ful examination,  and  after  being  again 
brought  before  the  House  their  Lord^hips 
adopted  iL  It  then  went  down  to  the 
other  House  of  Parliament,  where  many 
Amendments  were  introduced,  and  the  Bill 
M  amended  now  came  before  their  Lord- 
ships for  their  final  decision  on  theae 
Amendments.  He  would  nest  proceed  to 
explain  to  their  Lordships  the  nature  and 
character  of  these  amendments.  They 
were  of  a  twofold  character — one  class  re- 
ferred distinctlj,  and  in  the  otdinarj  course, 
to  the  Bill  u  it  had  left  their  Lordships' 
House;  and  the  Amendments  under  this 
head  ought,  be  thought,  with  one  ex<Mp- 
tion,  to  be  iigreed  to  by  the  House.  The 
other  class  of  Amendments  were  to  be  re- 
garded, in  point  of  fact,  as  additions  to  the 
Bill.  On  leHTing  their  Lordships'  House 
the  Bill  had  eight  clauses,  but  it  had  since 
received  an  addition  of  about  twenty 
clauses,  referring  to  objects  to  which  he 
would  presentlj  direct  their  Lortlships' 
attention.  The  first  class  of  Amendments 
io  the  original  Bill  teemed  to  be  principally 
verbal  amendments  with  one  exception. 
He  proposed  to  maLe  some  alterations  in 
these  Amendments,  to  only  one  of  which  he 
would  beg  to  call  their  Lordships'  atten- 
tion. A  power  had  been  given  to  the 
Commissioners  of  Bankruptcy  to  call  before 
them  persons  who  were  indebted  io  sums 
lea  than  20/.,  in  order  to  examine  them, 
to  sift  their  conduct,  and  ultimately,  if 
dissatisfied  with  the  explanatioti  given, 
to  commit  them  to  prison.  The  same 
power  had  been  given  to  the  Small  Debts 
Courts,  which  were  presided  over  by  a 
barrister  or  attoraey  of  ten  years'  stand- 
ing, or  by  H  special  pleader.    Now,  the 


Amendment  of  the  Commoos  to  which  ha 
objected  was,  that  the  Commissioners  of 
Bankruptcy,  whom  he  considered  to  be 
altogether  tbe  most  competent  persons  to 
decide  on  subjects  of  this  nature,  were  to 
be  deprived  of  the  power  conferred  under 
the  Bill,  except  where  an  action  of  debt  had 
been  brought  for  the  amount  in  one  uf  the 
superior  courts,  and  judgment  pronounced. 
As  he  did  not  anticipate  chat  any  person 
having  ordinary  judgment  and  understand- 
ing would  in  future  bring  actioos  for  debts 
of  less  than  20/.  in  the  superior  courts,  ha 
considered  that  the  effect  of  this  Amend- 
ment would  he,  that  the  Bankruptcy  Com- 
missioners, whom  he  should  regard  as  tbe 
most  competent  parties  to  decide  in  such 
matters,  would  lose  all  jurisdiction  under 
(he  Bill.  He  would  therefore  propose  to 
their  Lordships  to  disagree  to  this  Amend- 
ment. The  history  of  the  Amendment  was 
not  a  little  curious.  When  the  Bill  was 
sent  down  to  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, it  had  been  entrusted  to  the  charge 
of  tbe  present  Solicitor  General ;  but  whea 
that  hon.  and  learned  Member  bad  been 
called  out  of  town  in  tbe  pursuit  of  bis 
professional  duties,  the  Amendment  was 
introduced,  he  did  not  know  by  whom,  m 
from  what  quartet,  and  adopted.  With 
respect  to  the  other  class  of  Amendments, 
they  all  turned  on  the  effect  of  the  9th 
Section,  which  had  been  introduced  by  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  were,  so  to  aay, 
consequential  upon  it.  That  section  gave  a 
power  to  Her  Majesty  in  Council  to  extend 
tbe  jurisdiction  in  point  of  locality  of  the 
Small  Debts  Courts,  and  also  to  extend 
their  jurisdiction  in  point  of  amount  to  all 
sums  up  to  20/.  It  proceeded  farther,  and 
went  on  to  provide  that  Her  Majesty  in 
Council  should  have  the  power  of  contract- 
ing tbe  jurisdiction  of  Small  Debts  Courts, 
where  such  jurisdiction  interfered  with 
that  of  another  court.  An  no  person  in 
trade  of  ordinary  prudence  and  judgmeDt 
would  now  bring  an  action  in  one  of  the 
superior  courts  for  a  debt  under  20/.,  this 
provision  might  be  regarded  as  a  necessary 
consequence  of  the  Act  of  last  Session.  He 
thougnt,  therefore,  that  that  9th  Clause 
was  a  wise  provision,  and  that  it  had  been 
properly  framed ;  and  if  it  had  been  intro- 
duced while  the  Bill  had  been  in  their 
Lordships'  House,  he  would  have  given  it 
his  warm  support;  or  if  it  had  cume  up 
from  the  other  House  as  a  separate  Bill,  be 
bad  no  doubt  whatever  but  that  their 
Lordships  would  have  agreed  to  it.  Tbe 
other  eighteen  or  nineteen  new  dailies  hn 
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m  room  fer  101.  He  would  le>Te  it  to 
their  Lordships  to  dedde  whether  they 
wouldnottgree  to  then  Ameadmentt  with 
the  altersliom  wlibh  hs  had  wggietted  to 
them. 

Lord  Campbell  aid,  he  felt  hinuelf 
placed  in  a  ataCe  of  verj  great  emharnt^ 
meat  on  thi*  occauon,  in  coDiequenoe  of 


I  gBwmtily  conieque&t  upon 
thii  clauw ;  and  therefore,  if  their  Lord- 
ihips  had  no  objection  to  the  adoption  of 
the  now  principle  contained  in  the  9ih 
ClauM,  he  afaould  recommend  them  to 
adopt  all  theae  Amendments.  They  estab- 
liihed  a  new  system  and  new  tribunals ; 

and  the  question  for  their  Lordthipa'  con-  ^  , 

sideration  was,  wfaetlier  a  pronsion  for  j  the  want  of  unanimity  which  appeared  to 
establishing  this  new  system  and  these  exist  among  the  Members  of  Her  Majes- 
new  tribunals  could  be  agreed  to  by  the  ,  ty'a  Government  in  the  two  Housea  of 
House  in  one  stage,  and  arter  one  discus-  '.  Parliament.  He  entirely  concurred  in  the 
Bton.  It  was  certainly  inconsistent  with  !  view  taken  by  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
the  ordinary  Parliamentary  usage  to  adopt  I  on  the  Woolsack,  respecting  the  Amend- 
the  principle  of  a  measure,  and  to  consider  I  ments  of  the  Commons,  and  the  alterations 
all  its  details  at  the  same  time.  If  the  |  which  it  was  necessary  to  have  made  in 
other  Houae  of  Parliament  had  sent  up  a  ,  them.  He  thought  these  Amendments  to 
separate  Bill  on  this  tubject,  their  Lord-  .  their  Lordships'  Bill  could  be  aafelyadopt- 
■bipawouldhaveanopporiunityofdeciding  ed,  with  the  exception  to  which  his  noble 
on  the  principle  of  the  measure  at  the  :  and  learned  Friend  bad  referred ;  but  then 
second  reading,  and  of  afterwards  consider-  came  the  new  Bill  which  the  Commons 
iog  the  details  in  Committee,  snd  on  the  .  had  added  to  the  measure,  and  with  respect 
bringing  up  of  the  Report ;  and  they  could  |  to  that  he  felt,  though  he  would  not  take 
then  finally  adopt  or  reject  the  Bill,  after  '  upon  himself  the  responsibility  of  rejecting 
the  most  mature  deliberation.  They  hail  it,  that  it  was  impoetdble  to  consider  it 
no  such  opportunity  at  present,  and  they  \  fully  and  setisfactorily  on  the  present  occs- 
sliould,  therefore,  consider  whether,  on  one  rion.  He  should,  however,  enter  his  so- 
discusrion  on  these  Amendments,  tbey  lemn  proteat  against  the  course  that  had 
could  venture  to  adoptthem.  He  thought  ;  been  adiipied.  Various  petitions  had  been 
the  Amendments  were,  as  he  before  stated,  presented  on  this  subject  in  the  early  part 
useful,  and  called  for  by  the  circumstances;  |  of  the  Session,  and  two  grievances  in  pat- 
and  a  point  which  was,  perhaps,  not  alto-  ;  ticular  pcnnted  out.  One  of  these  was  the 
gether  an  unimportant  one  for  their  consi-  '  absence  of  any  means  of  examining  into 
deratioD  was,  that  in  the  Session  before  !  the  nature  of  debts  under  20L,  and  the 
the  last  thnr  Lordships  had  themselves  '  other  referred  to  debtors  enjoying  salarisi 
passed  a  Bill  for  the  establishment  of  local  and  annuities,  and  to  the  fact  of  there 
Courts,  which  had  been  sent  down  to  the  being  no  means  of  oompelling  such  petvona 
other  House  of  Parliament,  and  which  eon-  to  pay  their  debts  out  of  these  funds.  H«r 
tained  a  clause  exactly  corresponding  with  !  Majesty's  Government  in  this  House  ap- 
this  Amendment.  His  noble  Friend  near  '  pointed  a  Select  Committee  to  take  the 
him  (Lord  Whamcliffe)  had  just  called  his  matter  into  connderation.  That  Commit- 
attention  to  another  Amendraent  which  was  tee  had  been  attended  generally  by  hla 
made  in  the  provision  for  levying  execu-  '  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the  Wool- 
tions  under  decrees  made  in  cases  of  Small  sack,  and  by  hii  other  noble  and  learned 
Debts.  It  was  known  to  their  Lordships  Friend  not  now  prwent  (Lord  Brou^am), 
that  there  were  always  except! 


who  seemed  to 
ing  apparel  and  some  other  like  necessary    Government 
matter*;   but  the  Commons'  Amendment 


the  organ  of  the 

The  remit 

that  remedies  for  these  evils  t 


in  the  present  instance  excepted  bedding,  pointed  out,  and  the  Bill  which  had  pasMd 

wearing  apparel,  and  such  necesraries,  and  their  Lordships'  House  was  founded  upon 

all  tools  used  in  the  trade  of  the  debtor,  the  decision  to  which  the  Committee  hmA 

and  also  other  articles  to  the  extent  of  10/.  come.      Her   Majesty's  Oovernmcnt  bad 


He  apprehended  that  that  exception  would 
include  all  the  property  of  a  large  portion 
of  the  class  of  penons  who  would  be  most 
interested  in  this  Bill ;  sad  he  was  induced 
to  come  to  that  concluuon  the  more  readily, 
B8  he  had  seen  advertisements  in  the  news- 
papers, in  which  persons  about  to  marry 
wen  ofieied  all  the  furniture  neceMary  for 


jrely  approved  of  the  Bill,  and  bad 
intimated  that  nothing  more  ought  to  be 
done  during  the  present  Session.  When 
the  Bill,  however,  went  down  to  the  Houn 
of  Commons,  Her  Majesty's  Oovemmenc 
there,  as  he  had  been  informed,  took  an 
entirely  different  view  of  the  niatiet ;  and 
the  Solidtor  General,  uDdw  the  • 
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■I  be  had  heard)  of  the  Home  SecTetaiy, 
introduced  no  leu  than  twenty  newclBusei, 
uivdring  oaa  of  the  moit  impoiiknt  que«- 
lioDg  that  had  paised  through  Parliament 
within  the  preient  Session.  His  noble  and 
learned  Friend  admitted  that  the  uiages, 
and  the  rights  and  privileges  of  their  Lord- 
■hi pi'  House,  required  that  these  new 
clauMi  ihould  have  been  introduced  a*  a 
diitinct  meanire ;  and  that  they  would  be, 
tberefore,  juitified  in  rejecting  them.  This 
waa  not,  however,  the  only  instance  dur- 
ing the  preseut  Session  in  which  the  House 
had  reason  to  regret  that  a  better  under- 
standing did  not  esiit  between  the  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty'i  Government  in  that 
and  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
For  instance,  a  Bill  had  passed  their  Lord- 
abips'  House  to  prevent  tollhouses  in  Scot- 
land being  licensed  for  the  sale  of  intoxicat- 
ing drinks.  That  measure  had  been  sup- 
ported by  all  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  in  this  House  ;  but  when  it 
had  got  to  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
the  whole  of  tbe  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  there,  with  the  Prime  Minuter 
at  their  head,  voted  against  it ;  and  tbe 
Bill  was  thus  lost.  Another  instance  of  a 
similar  kind  was  to  be  found  in  the  fate  of 
tbe  Bill  which  had  been  introduced  for 
abolishing  deodands.  That  Bill  had  been 
highly  praised  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Fnend  on  the  Woolsack,  who  had  given 
Her  Majesty's  consent  for  its  introduction. 
It  had  been  passed  through  their  Lordships' 
House,  without  even  a  whisper  of  disap. 
probation  against  it,  and  vrith  tbe  unani- 
mous support  of  the  Members  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  this  House.  Tbi 
Bill  had  been  subsequently  lost  on  a  point 
of  form  in  the  other  House ;  but  a  airoiUr 
measure  had  been  immediately  afterwards 
introduced  in  the  Commons'  House  of  Par- 
liament for  abolishing  deodands.  Precisely 
the  same  principle  was  iovulved  in  the 
•eoond  Bill  as  in  the  first;  and  yet,  while 
the  Bill  met  with  the  unanimous  support 
of  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment in  their  Lortlibips'  House,  it  was 
unanimously  opposed  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  id  the  Commons'  House  of 
Parliament.  He  alluded  to  these  matters 
M  instances  in  which  the  Parliament  and 
the  public  suffered  in  consequence  of  no 
understanding  existing  betveen  the  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in  the 
two  Houses.  He  regretted  that  the  opin- 
ion of  his  noUe  and  learned  Friend  (the 
Lord  Chancellor)  was  not  more  attended 
to  bjr  Ilia  Colleagues  ia  ntattws  of  legal 
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reference,  and  more  especially  by  the  Sec* 
retary  of  State  for  tbe  Home  Department. 
With  respect  to  the  measure  now  before 
the  House,  it  was  a  mockery  to  oblige  a 

STson  to  sue  in  the  Court  of  Queen's 
ench  or  Exchequer  for  a  debt  under  SOi. ; 
but  he  doubted  whether  it  would  not  be 
better  to  remodel  local  courts,  or  extend 
the  county  courts,  rather  than  give  more 
power  (o  the  courts  of  conscience,  which 
were  often  tbe  cause  of  great  vexation  and 
abuse. 

Tbe  Lord  Chancellor  begged  to  explain 
one  circumstance.  This  was  not  a  Go- 
vernment measure.  When  it  went  down 
to  the  other  House  of  Parliament,  it  was 
taken  up  by  a  learned  Gentleman  who  was 
not  at  that  time  Solicitor  General.  [Lord 
Campbelli  He  was  about  tn  be.]  It  was 
before  he  knew  he  would  be ;  and  it  would 
not  have  been  consistent  if,  on  account  uf 
his  change  of  position,  he  had  abandoned 
the  measure.  He  admitted,  however,  that 
on  its  going  down  from  that  to  the  other 
House,  although  it  was  not  a  Govern- 
ment measure,  it  was  deemed  vise  and 
proper,  and  as  such  was  supported.  With 
reference  to  the  Deodand  Bill,  it  was  not 
considered  a  Government  measure ;  he, 
for  one,  supported  it ;  but  it  waa  open  to 
any  other  Member  of  the  Government  to 
oppose  it.  It  went  down  to  the  other 
House  connected  with  another  measure; 
thai  other  measure  was  rejected,  and  the 
Deodand  Bill,  as  be  apprehended,  was  on 
that  account  rejected  also.  He  wished 
also  to  say,  that  he  had  added  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  9th  Clause ;  he  thought  it 
right  that  parties  who  would  be  affected 
should  have  notice  ofany  change,  and  it  was, 
therefore,  to  be  advertised  for  a  month  in 
the  London  Oazette  before  it  was  made. 

The  Eari  of  Haddrnglon  said,  that  be 
and  his  noble  Friends  near  him  took  part 
in  the  Turnpike  Trusu  Bill  as  private 
country  gentlemen  connected  with  Stntland, 
and  not  as  Members  of  the  Government. 

The  Lord  Chancellor  ssid,  that  as  pre- 
cedents were  important,  he  would  remind 
noble  Lords  of  one  little  point.  He  thought 
he  recollected  sending  down  a  Bill  from 
that  House  to  the  other  House  with  forty 
or  fifty  new  clauses  and  amendments— he 
allud^  to  the  Municipal  Act  Amendment 
Bill — which  the  other  House  very  kindly 
adopted. 

Lord  Monteagk  said,  he  regarded  this 
matter  as  affording  a  very  bed  precedent. 
He,  however,  thmight  it  better,  nnder  all 
the  circumstances,  to  adopt  the  aoaat  n* 
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MMDinended  bj  hu  noble  ind  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Cbancellnr. 

Lord  Whamchffe  conceived  thtt  tbii 
Wi>  no  Government  Bill,  and  it  wai  well 
to  cxprew  their  dimpprob«tian  of  the  cir- 
eunutance  that,  when  a  Bil[oreip;ht  clauiei 
woi  lent  down,  one  of  twentj-five  clauie* 
■hould  be  sent  up;  in  fact,  a  new  Bill, 
which  that  HoUM  could  not  diKUU  on  one 
occaiioD  on\j.  Still,  under  all  the  circum- 
■taacd  of  thii  caie,  and  after  the  explana- 
tion  that  had  been  given,  he  naa  not  dii- 
posed  to  vote  againat  this  Bill,  though  he 
held  hiniKlf  ai  much  at  liberty  to  vote 
against  it  ai  againit  any  Railway  Bill  that 
had  come  before  them. 

Earl  FUzhardinge  enpreued  hii  gratifi- 
cation that  Amendments  which  were  cal- 
culated to  afford  lo  much  benefit  to  the 
community  hod  met  with  the  approbation 
of  the  noUe  and  learned  Lord  on  the  Wool- 
Mck.  No  leu  than  3,000,000/.  of  debts 
under  20/.  had  been  contracted  to  tradei- 
men  in  thit  country ;  and  in  Birmingham 
alone  the  debts  under  20/.  in  one  year 
amounted  to  100,000^  The  passing  of 
this  measure  would  give  relief  lo  those 
classes  which  it  wob  impossible  for  them  to 
obtain  in  any  other  manner. 

Lord  Campbell  explained.  He  was  per- 
fectly well  aware  of  the  distinction  respect- 
ing Government  Bills ;  but  what  he  com- 
{ilained  of  was.  that  measures  which  were 
ijrmally  not  Government  Bills  should  be 
strenuously  advocated  and  supported  by  all 
the  Members  of  Her  Majesty'*  Government 
in  one  House,  and  as  strenuously  opposed 
by  the  Members  of  the  Government  i 
other  House  of  Parliament.  He  was 
that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  should 
have  referred  to  the  precedent  he  had  cited. 
He  bod  hoped  that  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  hod  repented  of  the  acts  to  which 
he  had  alluded,  and  he  regretted  to  find 
that  such  was  not  the  case.  He  very  well 
remembered  that,  on  the  occasion  alluded 

to,  the  noble  and    learned  Lord  was 
garded  as   a  siant  of  obatruction  to   all 
measures  coming  before  their   Lordships' 

House. 

Commons'  Amendments  agreed  to. 
House  adjourned. 


Y<rrk  Raibeag, 


HOUSE   OF   COMMONS, 
Tvetday,  AugutI  5,  1845. 

Hnvras.]    Knr  Wair.    ForChMiMs.v.  LoriAiOor 

Lwu.  Clnkol  UwOidnsDCK 
Brtu.     PaUlc—i*   Bsnliniplcr  nod  InuJirmBT. 
3^    ud  puHS ;— Elduquer  BUli  {<9,0t<,aDD|  i  C(iu»- 


oC  Cmtn]  couml 
\wdAtlDn,  eamplHlALi^  of  Rffunl  at  Lndowiwn 
•nt  Lud  OB  which  to  end  Chon^H  fbr  Diiae  vfas 
Ml  thi  KaMtl)ilblOB»,—Bj  Hr.  PlBBi|itR,  ftnB 
m  BuTT>  ■»d  Hnnl  ottia  fltnm,  (gr  Sana  O^ 
nv  of  tbc  LonTi  Dif. — By  Mr.  PaUnstaa,  ficin 


th  thU  Co)sdt^~Bt  Mr.  Unit,  ham 
,  BoiMo  It  Lkw,  tar  IWom  la  tta 
JiuUa!.— Bt  Mr,  Wt«,  ftfiDi  WUIbm 

nltOat  a  LudkHd  ud  Taiul  (Inlud)^-BT  Hi^ 
Wikln.  Aon  InhiUtun  of  Fialxij,  tot  li^fiirj  U» 
Tmunoii  of  LunaiiB.  cU. — Bt  Mr.  Ewin,  ftoia 
Gdttry,  C^tgJ,  AUd  othm.  u£  Ajidbury,  for  Abcdkldn 


Huki  rdatlng  to  Uwt  Prtua.— Bf  Mi.  Ham, 
TniiteM,  SfcntUT.  ud  Dapoltonof  SL  UUmai  I 
S«<rii^  Buk.  SauTi  PlM*,  dnr  Slmt,  [K  AUb 


LoRDOiT  AHD  YoRK  Railtat.^  Mr. 
£.  DmUon  presented  a  petition  from  the 
London  and  York  Railway  Company,  de- 
nying the  statements  contained  in  the  petU 
'  m  of  the  Chairman  of  the  Cambridge 
id  Lincoln  Company,  presented  by  the 
in.  Member  for  Lambeth  on  Monday. 
They  stated  that  in  consequence  of  the 
discussion  last  night,  they  had  given  direc- 
tions to  ascertain  lo  what  extent  the  alle- 
gations contained  in  the  petition  were  true, 
and  although  only  a  few  hours  had  elapMd 
since  the  investigation  had  commenced,  he 
had  the  satisfartion  to  state  that,  of  the 
first  class,  which  contained  thirty-five 
names,  tbey  had  seen  twenty-three  during 
the  day,  six  more  within  the  last  two 
hours,  and  three  they  were  unable  to  find. 
Of  the  other  class,  containing  twenty 
names,  who  were  stated  to  be  in  indigent 
eircumalancei  and  unable  to  pay  their  sub- 
scription, several  had  already  oSenA  to  do 
BO.  They  also  slated  that  the  petitionee 
was  vice  chairman  of  a  company  competing 
with  the  London  sod  York  Rulway.  He 
moved  that  the  petition  be  printed  with 
the  Votes. 

Mr.  j4sCe// defended  the  course  taken  by 
the  directors  of  the  London  and  York 
Company,  who  had  spared  no  expense  or 
labour  in  theit  endeavours  to  ascertain  the 
bondjide  character  of  the  partiea  to  whom 
shares  were  allotted. 

Mr.  HatvtM  said,  that  after  this  petition 
the  House  was  imperiously  called  upon  to 
institute  some  inquiry,  and  no  man  was 
more  ready  than  himself  to  enter  into  it. 
If  an  attempt  had  been  made  to  make  use 
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of  him  to  Interfere  with  the  prooms  of  bd 
imporunt  public  work,  he  would  not  let 
the  DUiter  rett ;  hut  ho  had  the  personal 
ftMurance  of  the  gentleman  nhoK  petition 
lie  pnnented,  that  the  allegation!  were 
true  in  the  main,  and  that  he  was  able  to 
BubstantiatB  them.  It  waa  clear  that  in- 
quiry during  the  preunt  Seuion  was  out 
of  the  question,  hut  next  Senion  he  would 
gladlj  promote  an  inquiry  into  this  lub- 
•cription  list  and  into  the  allegation*  against 


Mr.  WarlmHoTt  said,  that  the  Hduk 
ought  to  consider  in  what  manner  it  would 
proceed  on  an  allegation  of  this  kind  aim- 
ing against  the  Bill  in  this  stage  of  it. 
When  a  similar  petition  was  brought  to 
him  respecting  anotber  Railway  Bill,  he 
said  there  were  two  ways  of  inquiring  into 
the  truth  of  the  allegations— vis.,  hy  a 
Select  Commiitee,  or  a  Committee  on  the 
Bill ;  and  he  had  said  that  he  would  not 
move  for  a  Select. Committee  when  the 
truth  of  the  allegations  could  be  inquired 
into  by  a  Committee  on  the  Bill.  The 
parties  were  aware  of  all  the  ciicumstancea 
which  ifaey  now  represented  to  the  House 
when  they  were  before  the  Committee. 
That  was  the  proper  tribunal  to  prosecute 
the  inquiry,  and,  to  inform  itself  upon  the 
manner  in  which  the  subscription  lists  of 
all  railways  were  made  up.  He  trusted 
the  HottKe  would  not  entertain  the  peti- 
tion. 

Mr.  WakJejf  said,  the  petition  presented 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  yester- 
day was  allowed  to  he  printed  with  the 
Votes,  upon  a  distinct  understanding  that 
a  Motion  was  to  be  founded  upon  it  then  ; 
yet  nothing  appeared  to  be  further  from 
tbe  thoughts  of  the  hon.  Member  than  to 
proceed  with  the  petition.  The  Gentlemen 
apposite  and  tboae  named  in  the  petition 
Goniidered  themselves  calumniated,  and  he 
thought  they  were  tight.  Tbe  calumnies 
were  printed  with  the  Votes  of  the  House, 
which  were  openly  and  publicly  sold.  He 
would  warn  the  House  that  it  was  a  dan- 
gerous practice  they  were  beginning  upon, 
and  might  lead  them  into  much  trouble. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth  ought  to 
name  the  party  upon  whose  faith  and  in- 
fimnation  he  undertook  to  present  the  peti- 
tion! Yesterday  the  House  waa  led  to  be- 
lieve that  the  hon.  Member  had  everything 
prepared  to  suhatantiate.  [Mr.  Hanies  ;  I 
have.  I  am  now  prepared  to  go  qd,'] 
There  was  no  Notice  on  the  Paper  it)  ^^e 
«  of  the  bon.  Member  upon  the  sii)j>f 


If  the  allegation  of  the  petition  wer^ 
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the  hon.  Member  had  incurred  a  very  great 
reaponsibility ;  and  he  thought  the  Houm 
jgbt  to  know  the  name  of  the  party  upoD 
'bom  the  hon.  Member  relied,  la  that  be 
might  not  he  allowed  to  escape  with  im- 
punity, if  it  should  turn  out  that  be  bad 
been  deceiving  the  House  for  his  own  pur- 
pose!; He  would  ask,  how  were  the  par- 
ties who  had  been  misrepresented  in  so 
gross  a  manner  as  they  now  alle^,  to  ob- 
tain redresB?  It  was  a  most  (erioua  thing 
allege  against  any  gentleman,  but  mora 
particularly  against  one  in  business,  that 
he  was  not  able  to  meet  the  engagements 
he  had  entered  into;  and  if  there  were 
moat  remote  probability  of  entering 
I  an  inquiry  and  concluding  it  before 
the  Session  closed,  it  ought  to  be  begun 
to-morrow,  and  prosecuted,  even  if  the 
Committee  sat  from  eight  in  the  morning 
till  eight  in  the  evening. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequtr  sug- 
gested the  propriety  of  the  House  acting 
with  great  caution  upon  that  occaaion. 
The  Committee  on  the  Bill  was  the  proper 
tribunal  for  entering  into  all  such  inquiries. 
But  the  parties  there  entered  into  a  com- 
promise, one  parly  contracting  not  to  bring 
one  matter  under  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittee, and  tbe  other  party  giving  an  equi- 
valent. Thai  being  the  case,  was  it  fair  or 
just  that  the  party  who  had  a  perfect  cog- 
niiance  of  all  the  fact!  he  now  alleged, 
'hen  before  the  Committee,  afaould  com* 
1  upon  the  third  reading  of  the  Bill,  and 
ask  for  a  full  inquiry  into  the  facts  at  the 
public  expense  ?  As  one  petition  had  been 
printed  with  the  \'otes,  let  the  House  order 
the  counter  petition  to  he  made  public 
through  the  same  channel,  and  some  degree 
of  justice  would  be  done. 

Mr.  Brolherlan .-  The  whole  mischief 
arose  from  a  fraudulent  compact  entered 
into  between  the  parties  before  the  Stand- 
ing Orders'  Commiitee,  in  order  to  keep 
them  in  tbe  dark.  It  was  only  when  tbe 
particH  quarrelled  that  the  House  became 
acquainted  with  the  facts  of  the  case. 

Mr.  T.  Dumcombe :  The  right  hon.  tbe 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not  staled 
the  facta  of  the  case  fairly.  The  prayer  of 
the  petition  before  tbe  House  went  further 
than  ailing  for  an  immediate  inquiry.  The 
petitioners  prayed  for  leave  to  bring  actions 
against  their  slanderer ;  they  asked  the  leave 
of  the  House  to  bring  actions  fur  defama- 
tion. He  thought  that  as  to  time,  ther« 
wasquite  sufficient  to  enahleaCommittee  to 
inquire   ao  as  to  enable  the  parties,  who 
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Hr.  Brace,  if  t!ie  mUegatioiu  made  bjr  him 
were  falw ;  and  it  would  appear  from  the 
counter  itatement  mode,  that  there  wa«  no 
truth  in  theae  HUegatiuni.  The  House 
wai  boand  to  aSord  the  meani  of  immedi- 
ate redreaa,  if  poauhle,  and  should  not 
delay  the  matter  till  next  Seanon.  The 
petitionen  wanted  to  be  allowed  to  take 
the  petition  preiented  yesterdaj  to  a  court 
of  law,  and  to  he  enabled  there  to  prove  the 
faliitj  of  ita  allegatiooa,  and  that  the  par- 
tie*  who  preaented  that  petition  were 
Kuiltj  of  defamation.  The  opportunity 
ahould  be  afforded  without  delay,  to  thoae 
who  coniidered  themselres  maligned  to 
come  forward  and  prove  that  they  were 
nbttanlial  penoni,  and  not  indigent  pau- 
pen,  as  lome  of  them  were  dieted  to 
be. 

Hr.  B.  Denium  laid,  that  the  parties 
presenting  the  petition  of  yesterday  were 
guilty  of  making  an  attempt  to  iiopose 
upon  the  House  in  the  discharge  of  its 
dutiee.  The  petition  wa*  preaented  for 
the  purpose  of  staying  the  progreas  of  a 
Bill  before  the  House,  and  it  was  for  the 
House  to  consider  whether  it  would  take 
up  the  matter,  and  determine  whether  it 
would  submit  to  what  appeared  to  him  in 
the  light  of  a  serious  breach  of  privilm. 
He  bad  given  notice  of  a  Motion  oo  Fri- 
day next,  which  he  hoped  the  House  would 
accede  to,  to  enable  the  parties  aggrieved 
to  proceed  in  a  legal  way  to  vindicate  their 
character  from  tne  aspersions  eaat  upon 
them  by  the  peliiion  preaented  last  night. 
He  thought  that  it  would  be  a  scandalous 
proceeding  if  persons  were  to  be  permitted 
to  make  such  allegaciona  to  the  House  as 
were  contained  in  that  petition,  and  the 
House  were  to  refuse  the  parties  aggrieved 
the  means  of  redress. 

Mr.  Hann  wished  to  explain  the  position 
in  which  he  stood  with  reapect  to  the  Select 
Committee  which  it  was  last  night  his  in- 
tention to  have  moved  for  that  day.  After 
he  had  stated  (hat  he  would  move  for  such 
a  Committee,  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  Nottinghamshire  (the  Earl  of  Lincoln] 
stated  that  hewuuldoppose  the  Motion.  He 
thought,  therefore,  with  the  Government 
opposed  to  it,  that  it  would  be  a  perfect 
&rce  to  move  for  snch  a  Committee.  He 
was  now  ready,  however,  relying  on  the 
assurances  which  had  been  given  bim, 
faithfully  and  diligently  to  proiiecute  the 
inquiry,  notwithstanding  all  the  assevera- 
tions which  had  been  made  by  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen on  either  tide  of  the  House. 

The  Earl  of  lAncola  roie  to  correct  a 
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mis-ttateroent,  or  ratlier  a  mistake,  into 
which  the  hon.  Member  had  fallen.  What 
he  had  atated,  was,  that  he  would  sujiport 
the  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion  for  the  print- 
ing of  the  petition,  reserving  to  himself, 
until  that  day,  to  consider  whether  he 
would  support  the  Motion,  which  it  was 
understood  was  to  follow  it,  for  appointing 
a  Select  Committee,  stating  at  the  same 
time  that  his  reason  for  so  reserving  him- 
self was,  tliat  although  it  mi^t  be  perfectly 
proper  to  appoint  such  a  Committee  under 
other  circumiiancea,  it  was  questionable 
whether  at  thi*  period  of  the  Seasion  an 
inquiry  should  be  commenced  which  might 
not  be  completed  until  the  following  Ses- 
sion. The  greatest  progress  whidi  such  a 
Committee  might  be  able  to  make  this  SeM 
sion  might  be  the  obtaining  an  ex  parte 
statement  of  the  case;  and  it  would  be  un- 
fair, he  thought,  to  dose  the  proceedings 
at  that  stage,  without  giving  the  other 
parties  an  opportunity  of  rebutting  it. 

Mr.  Hamei  was  ready  to  move  fbr  the 
Committee  now,  if  the  Government  would 
su^ort  him. 

The  Motion  that  the  petition  be  printed 
with  the  Votes  wet  then  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Hatoet  then  moved  that  the  peti- 
tion presented  to  the  House  by  the  Deputy 
Chairman  of  the  Cambridge  and  Lincoln 
Railway  be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  agree  to  the 
Motion,  and  that  they  would  permit  the 
Members  of  the  Committee  to  be  named  at 
once,  so  that  the  inquiry  might  be  Imme- 
diately commenced. 

Mr.  IFar^Hrfon  had  seen  cause,  during 
the  progress  of  the  diicusnon,  to  alter 
somewhat  the  opinion  which  he  entertain- 
ed at  the  early  part  of  it.  He  agreed 
with  the  ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
if  the  House  granted  Committees  of  this 
nature,  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring  into 
fraudulent  subscription  lists,  and  if  these 
inquiries  were  to  be  conducted  at  the  pub- 
lic expense,  the  presenting  of  petitions  of 
this  kind,  and  the  conducting  of  proceed- 
ings thereupon  at  the  public  expense, 
would  become  the  uniform  course  adopted 
as  the  most  effectual,  by  parties  opposing 
Private  Bills.  If  the  inquiry  now  sought 
were  to  go  on,  the  parties  seeking  it  should 
pay  the  expense,  and  not  the  public.  He 
regarded  this  as  a  mode  of  action  adopted 
by  the  opponents  of  the  Bill  to  stop  its  fur- 
ther progress. 

Sir  R.  Petl  doubted  whether  the  remedr 
sought  for  hy  the  peliiioners  really  existed. 
He  also  doubted  the  policy  of  the  Honae 
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giviDg  peraiunon  to  partiei  to  prosecute 
penons  preaeDtiog  petitioni  to  tbe  House; 
or  whetber,  bj  giring  such  penniasioii,  tbe 
House  could  constitute  the  makiog  falte 
all^ations  in  ■  petition  a  legal  olfeoce. 
He  beliered  that  it  had  been  ruled  by 
competent  tribunali,  that  parliei  present- 
ing petitions  to  tbe  House  were  privi- 
leged BO  to  do,  tvitbout  being  liable  la  tbe 
consequence*  now  sought  to  be  visited 
upon  the  petitioners.  His  right  hon, 
Friend  the  Chancellor  nf  the  Exchequer 
■aid  that,  ir  they  took  the  course  proposed, 
they  would  constitute  a  precedent  which 
would  be  constantly  appealed  to  in  the  case 
of  Private  Bills;  snd  be  was  disposed  to 
concur,  to  a  certain  extent,  in  that  opinion. 
At  the  same  time,  they  must  remember 
that  they  were  now.  dealing  with  an  offence 

Zinst  tbe  public.  There  was  an  allega- 
I  made  by  a  party,  that  if  he  had  a  little 
time  he  should  discover  numerous  otber 
instances  of  similar  frauds,  in  addition  to 
those  speci&cally  alleged.  A  party  came 
fHward  and  alleged  as  a  reason  why  they 
should  not  read  a  certain  Bill  a  third  time, 
that  several  instances  of  fraud  existed  in 
the  Bubaciiption  list;  and  that  he  was  pre- 
pared to  esublish  that  ellegatioa,  urging  it 
at  a  reason  why  the  Bill  should  not  be  read 
a  third  time.  If  he  could  substantiate  fais 
allegation,  he  was  perfectly  warranted  in 
presenting  bis  petition;  but  if  he  could 
not,  and  if  he  had  not  good  reason  to  be- 
lieve that  what  he  was  urging  was  true, 
he  had  in  that  cose  committed  a  great  of- 
fence against  that  House,  because  the  state- 
■nents  which  he  made  might  have  influenced 
tbem  in  the  performance  of  their  legislative 
ftinctiont.  It  was  too  raucb,  perhaps,  to 
hold  that  they  were  precluded  from  enter- 
ing into  this  inquiry  on  the  score  of  incon- 
venience. In  the  present  instance,  they 
had  not  permitted  the  allegations  made 
to  constitute  an  impediment  to  the 
performance  of  their  legislative  duties. 
They  had  read  the  Bill  a  third  time, 
and  so  far  the  parties  interested  in  it 
were  not  aggrieved ;  and  the  House  were 
now  dealing  with  the  question  merely  as  a 
Parliamentary  question.  If,  therefore,  they 
did  not  permit  tbe  rights  of  private  parties 
to  be  afiected,  hut  now  determined  to  in- 
vestigate the  matter  fully,  as  a  Parliament- 
ary question,  such  a  course  could  not  be  an 
inconvenient  one.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  (Mr.  Wakley),  whenever  he  found 
himself  in  a  difficulty,  always  said  that  he 
would  leave  tbe  matter  with  him  (Sir 
R.  Peel) ;  and  he  could  not  see  what  great 


public  evil  could  result  from  instituting  tlu 
inquiry  demanded,  particularly  if  they  could 
get  hon.  Gentlemen  who  were  ready,  like 
tbe  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth,  who  would 
probably  be  the  chairman  of  the  Commit- 
tee, to  sit  for  forty-eight  consecutive  hours 
over  their  labours.  He  was  quite  convinced 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  make  the 
ofiar  of  his  services  under  the  impression 
that  it  would  not  be  accepted.  If  the 
Committee  were  appointed,  it  might  sit 
to-morrow ;  and  if  the  inquiry  were  not 
immediately  completed,  it  would  have  the 
opportuoity  of  reporting  to  the  House 
that  it  bad  made  a  certain  progress,  and  of 
recommending  that  the  investigation  should 
be  resumed  next  Session.  Not  seeing  any 
great  evil  that  was  likely  to  flow  from  such 
a  course,  as  a  precedent,  he  for  one  was  dis- 
posed to  vote  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Committee. 

Mr.  Wakley  was  glad  that  he  hod  re- 
ferred the  case  pointedly  to  the  right  boo. 
Gentleman,  as  it  turned  out  that  he  had 
made  a  good  selection.  The  question  now 
was,  to  what  extent  the  inquiry  was  to  pro- 
ceed, and  what  was  to  be  its  precise  nature. 
Lord  John  RumU  agreed  with  lbs 
course  recommended  by  tbe  right  hon. 
Gentleman.  He  thought  the  inquiry 
sought  for  should  be  made  ;  and,  guarding 
himself  against  the  presumption  that  he 
would  in  future  vote  for  a  rimilar  Motion, 
unless  under  similar  circumstances,  he 
would  support  tbe  Motion  for  the  appoint- 
ment of  a  Committee. 

Sir  R.  H.  IngUt  thought  that  the  course 
proposed  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  adopted  hy  the  noble  Lord,  might  pro- 
bably be  the  wise  one,  but  it  was  not  the 
course  for  which  the  peiilioners  in  the 
present  case  prayed. 

Committee  appointed  to  examine  the 
allegations  of  the  petitionen. 

Fire  AT  Quebec — Message  fbok  Her 
MiJBSTr.j]  Colonel  Dauion  Darner  ap- 
peared at  the  bar,  with  a  Message  from 
Her  Majesty.  Upon  being  called  on  by 
tbe  Speaker,  he  said  that  Her  Majesty  had 
received  the  Address  of  that  House  on  the 
1st  of  this  month,  to  which  he  had  been 
directed  to  present  to  the  House  the  fol- 
lowing Answer: — 

"  I  have  received  with  much  sstisfaclion 
yvur  Address,  in  which  yoa  assuTS  Me  that  yon 
will  make  good  a  mm  of  money  to  be  granted 
for  tbe  relief  of  the  sufferers  by  tbs  Uts  calsa 
miiont  Fires  at  Quebec.  C^i-voalp 


I4»  Travemng  {COMMONS} 

"  I  ban  givHi  diractions  that  ■  tan,  not  ex- 
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Menage  laid  on  tlie  Table. 

Tkatblling  on  Railways.^  Viscount 
Palweritm  liad  a  qucttion  to  ask  of  the 
Vice  Prendeot  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  of 
which  he  had  given  notice.  He  vished  to 
■tate  hia  reason  why  he  put  thii  quegiion. 
He  had  received  a  letter  from  a  friend,  who 
bad  not  long  ago  been  a  Member  of  that 
Houie,  and  «ho,  having  obaerved  a  state- 
ment in  the  pnpen  as  to  the  practice  of 
employing  enginej  at  the  rear  of  the  train, 
wrote  to  him  to  say  that  he  had  observed 
the  nine  thing  on  the  London  and  Bir- 
mingham Railway.  Hia  friend  nid  that 
he  wa*  going  down  the  other  dav  on  the 
fast  train — he  begged  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  remark  that — and  upon  the  line  from 
the  Weedon  atation  to  Birmingham,  he 
observed  that  they  had  an  engine  in  the 
rear,  when  ibey  were  going  at  a  rate,  it 
might  be  supposed,  of  from  forty  to  fifty 
milei  an  hour.  His  friend  remoustrated 
against  this,  but  in  vain  ;  and  in  the  morn- 
ing, when  he  complaiued  at  Birminghani, 
the  answer  he  received  wot  that  they  were 
in  the  constant  habit  of  doing  it.  If  this, 
then,  were  the  general  practice  on  railways, 
it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  matter  of  cunidder- 
able  importance;  and  it  waa  desirable  and 
essential  that  it  should  be  put  a  stop  to. 
The  questions,  then,  that  he  wished  to  ask 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Vice  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  were,  whether  the 
Board  of  Trade  bad  the  power  by  law  to 
prevent  these  pniceedingi ;  and  whether, 
if  they  had  not  the  power,  the  Government 
would  think  it  right  to  bring  in  a  Bill — 
to  bring  it  in  now,  before  this  Session  was 
over,  giving  them  some  power  in  this  mst- 
teti  Even  still  there  wai  time  to  do 
this;  a  Bill  might  pats  through  the  House 
of  Loids  to-morrow  and  next  day,  and 
being  brought  down  to  that  Houte  on 
Friday,  might  pass  through  all  its  stages. 
A  Bill  of  this  sort,  he  said,  was  required  tg 
give  security  to  Her  Majesty's  subjects. 

The  Ckancelior  ^  tie  Exchequer .-  To 
do  it  this  Session,  you  must  have  an  engine 
behind. 

U>id  Falmertton  .•  It  were  better  that 
that  should  for  once  be  done  here,  in  order 
to  secure  the  placing  of  the  engines  before 
there  in  future. 

Sir  G.  Clerk  replied,  that  the  Boatd  of 
Trade  bad  no  power  whatever  in  tbe  outt- 


ter  to  which  the  noUe  Lord  had  refened. 
All  that  they  had  waa  the  power  to  remon- 
strate with  railway  companies,  and  of 
pointing  out  to  them  any  dangerous  prac- 
tices that  were  known  to  exist  on  their 
lines.  And  he  would  take  the  present 
opiiortunity  of  stating,  that  whenever  the 
Board  of  Trade  bad  felt  it  to  be  their  du^ 
to  remonstrate,  they  had  found  the  utmutf 
readiness,  on  the  part  of  the  various  com- 
panies, to  adopt  any  suggestion  that  thej 
might  make.  The  question  of  having 
engines  placed  behind  the  trains,  had  at- 
tracted the  notice  of  the  Board  of  Trade 

several  occasions  j  and  in  1841  th^ 
addressed  a  number  of  queries  to  all  the 
railroad  companies  at  that  time  in  exist- 
ence, asking  them  whether,  under  any 
:ircumslances,  additional  engines  were 
smployed  by  them,  and' whether  they  were 
placed  in  front  or  behind  the  trains.     In 

'er  to  those  queries,  he  believed  with 
one  or  two  exceptions  only,  the  Board 
were  informed  that  it  was  necessary  some- 
times from  the  state  of  the  weather,  or 
accidental  circumstances,  such  as  the  ex- 
traordinary weight  of  the  train,  to  employ 
a  second  engine,  but  they  uniformly  em- 
ployed it  in  front  of  tbe  train ;  and  most 
of  the  companies  admitted  that  it  was 
extremely  objectionable,  end  highly  dan- 
gerous, to  use  an  engine  behind.  At  tbe 
same  time,  they  stated  that  there  were 
particular  drcumstances,  aa  in  case  of  an 
incline  of  considerable  tteepnen,  which 
it  was  found  difficult  to  overcome  with 
the  ordinary  locomotive  power,  where  it 
was  more  convenient  to  employ  an  engine 
behind;  because,  if  it  were  placed  in 
front  for  a  short  distance,  in  order  to  sur- 
mount the  incline,  there  would  be  con- 
siderable difficulty  experienced  in  detach- 
ing the  engine,  and  getting  it  out  of  tbe 
way  of  the  train,  without  stopping  the 
train  altogether.  They  added,  that  where 
a  second  engine  was  employed  in  a  case  of 
that  sort,  the  speed  of  the  train  was  ne- 
cessarily verj  much  reduced,  and  there 
was  no  ground  for  apprehending  danger. 
In  the  neighbourhood  of  Liverpool,  he  un- 
derstood, there  were  one  or  two  steep  in- 
clines, and  that  the  practice  of  having  K 
second  engine  to  propel  the  trains  up 
these  inclines,  had  been  adapted  without 
any  danger  arising.  The  Boord  of  Trade 
received  a  complaint  from  a  gentleman 
last  year,  relative  to  the  practice  which 
prevailed  on  tbe  South  Eastern  Railway 
of  employing  an  eugine  to  propel  the 
trains  on  other  parts  of  tbe  line  than  the 
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■toep  gndientf.  The  Board  of  Tnde  cor- 
reiponded  irith  tbe  directon  of  the  Soulb 
Eaitem  Company  on  the  lubject.  Thev 
attempted  to  defend  the  practice ;  aad 
the  Board  (igaified  that  it  wa>  eztremel; 
objectionable,  and  could  only  be  allowed 
Qn  steep  inclines.  He  nas  sorrr  to  hear 
the  statement  made  by  the  noble  Lord, 
that  upon  the  London  aad  Birmingham 
line,  the  practice  had  been  lately  intro- 
duced of  mine  a  second  en^ne  to  propel 
the  trains.  He  presumed)  however,  that 
that  must  hare  been  in  tbe  case  of  the 
express  traina;  for,  on  referring  to  their 
answers,  taken  in  1841,  he  observed  that 
the  directors  of  the  London  and  Birming- 
ham Railway  staled  that  it  was  a  prac- 
tice they  never  had  had  recourse  to.  Any 
Gentleman  who  went  to  Euston-square 
might  see  two  engines  employed  to  take 
the  trains  to  Camden  Town ;  but  thoae 
engines  were  in  front,  and  not  behind. 
The  Board  of  Trade  had  always  said,  that 
it  was  extremely  dangerous,  and,  therefore, 
highly  objectionable,  to  place  the  engines 
behind ;  and  they  bad  endeavoured,  as 
far  aa  they  had  power,  to  prevent  it.  It 
might  be  expedient,  if  the  practice  were 
becoming  more  general,  that  Parliament 
should  interfere  early  in  tbe  next  Session  ; 
but  it  was  utterly  impossible  to  do  what 
the  noble  I^rd  proposed,  namely,  pass  a 
short  Bill  through  its  various  stages,  in 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  in  the  present 
Besiion.  He  apprehended  that,  consider- 
ing the  difference  of  opinion  which  pre- 
vailed in  this  House,  with  regard  to  in- 
vesting the  Board  of  Trade  with  additional 
poners,  any  Bill,  having  that  object  in 
view,  would  give  rise  to  very  considerable 
discuasion,  and  occupy  some  time  in  pajiing 
through  the  House.  He  could  assure  tbe 
noble  l..ord,  that  the  B<ard  of  Trade  would 
devote  their  best  attention  to  tbe  subject, 
in  order  to  remedy  tbe  evil  complained  of. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

AVOUENTATION    Or    Su&LL    LlTIMOS.^ 

Viscount  CHve  asked  the  right  hon.  Garu- 
net  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe  Home 
Department,  whether  any  communication 
had  taken  place  between  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  and  the  Eedesiastieal  Commis- 
sioners,  as  to  the  formation  by  them  of  a 
scale  for  augmenting  small  livings  in 
which  area  shall  be  taken  into  consi^gfg. 


(Walea)  fiiU  (Act  6  and  7  Vic,  c.  77,) 
through  the  House  of  Commons,  in  the 
■^  isuon  of  1843  7 

Sir  J.  Graham  said,  that  no  written 
communication  had  taken  place  between 
him  and  the  Ecclesiastical  Commissioners 
upon  tbe  subject  lo  which  the  question 
referred  ;  but  lie,  being  a  member  of  tbe 
Commission,  did  bring  the  matter  under 
consideration  of  the  Commissioners. 
Al  the  present  moment,  however,  on  ac- 
count of  the  deficiency  of  funds,  all  aug- 
mentation of  small  livings  by  the  Com- 
mission was  suspended.  When  he  (Sir  J. 
Graham)  proposed  that  area  as  well  as  po- 
pulation should  be  taken  into  considenitioii 
with  reference  to  the  eugmantation  of 
small  livings,  no  positive,  decision  was 
adapted  by  the  Commissioners,  hut  the 
proposition  was  favourably  entertained. 

lUiLwtT  AociDBSTn.]  Mr.  Wadding- 
Im  wished  to  ask  tbe  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
whether  he  had  received  any  information 
relative  to  the  serious  accident  which  yes- 
terday occurred  on  the  Eastern  Counties 
Railway.  He  understood  that  the  direc- 
tors had  withheld  all  information  upon  the 
Iect;  but  he  had  visited  the  spot  im- 
iately  aAei  the  accident  took  place, 
and  a  frightful  accident  it  proved  to  be. 
Not  onlv  was  it  attended  with  the  death 
of  a  stoker,  but  another  man  had  his  leg 
broken,  and  a  third  he  saw  led  away  to 
the  hospital  in  a  most  alarming  state. 

Mr.  Ward  said,  that  tbe  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  G.  Clerk)  could  scarcely  yet  have  re- 
ceived the  account  of  the  accident  at  the 
Board  of  Trade;  and  perhups  ihe  House 
would  allow  him  to  state  the  particulars 
of  the  unhappy  occurrence.  If  it  were  to 
be  ascribed  to  the  causes  which  he  had 
heard  alleged,  be  did  not  see  how  any  hu- 
man foresight  or  precautioo  could  have 
averted  the  consequences.  It  appeared 
that  the  train  left  London  at  eleven  o'clock 
yesterday  forenoon,  and  as  since  the 
opening  of  the  Dew  line  lo  Cambridge  the 
board  of  directors  bad  taken  the  precau- 
tion of  desiring  the  superintendent  of  the 
locomotive  department  to  go  as  far  as 
Cambridge  with  the  quick  train,  to  see 
that  the  men  properly  worked  the  engines, 
the  superintendent  was  accordingly  ou  the 


engine  yesterday,  and  vros  the  only  o 

well  as  population ;  also,  wheu"^'^'"\,  \  *^*  survivors  who  could  give  an  aecou 

scale  is  likely  to  come  into  operati- ''^  ^\llie  iiccurrence,     ^°  preserved  the  whole 

proposed  by  the  right  hnn.  Baronet  ,i>lf     (tl^f  liis  tecoUection,  and  was  under  exami- 

the  progress   of  the  Cathedral  Cl/^Uri''^  \nntwn  lo-d»y.     He  utated  that  the  engina 
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enplojed  WM  one  of  tlie  firil  clui.  It 
wu  of  the  vety  fineit  qatlitjr  that  could 
be  produced,  and  had  juit  bean  brought 
into  work.  It  wu  running  perfectly 
■teady,  at  a  pace  of  about  twenty-eight 
mile*  an  hour,  and  no  Tibration  or  oeeilla- 
tion  wai  perceptible,  or  anything  to  indi- 
cate that  there  was  danger  before  them. 
But,  upon  a  sudden,  one  of  the  wheeU  of 
the  engine  waa  ttruck,  apparently  by  the 
end  of  a  rail  which  bad  riien  in  oocw- 
quence  of  the  wedge  which  fiutened  it 
having  got  looie.  At  all  eventa  the  en- 
gine wai  thrown  off  the  line,  and  ran  for 
upwards  of  a  hundred  yard*  along  the 
ballaat,  dra^ng  with  it  the  whole  train. 
The  (uperintendent  stated  that,  retaining 
all  hii  preaence  of  mind,  up  to  a  certain 
period  after  the  engine  left  the  railn,  be 
hoped  to  atop  the  train  without  any  fatal 
remit:  inrtead  of  which,  however,  on  a 
audden,  the  engine  turned  off  actou  the 
aecond  line,  and  ran  againit  a  bank.  The 
engine  wai  of  enonnoui  power,  and  the 
train  wai  a  very  long  one.  The  nearest 
carriagei  to  the  engine,  two  leoond-claM 
earriagei,  and  a  horae-boi,  were  at  once 
thrown  into  a  heap,  and  the  engine-driver 
caat  to  a  conuderable  distance.  When  the 
examination  wai  proceeding  to*day,  he 
iras  not  in  a  fit  itate  to  answer  any  quei- 
tioDi,  and  il  appeared  that  he  had  no  re- 
collectioi)  whatever  of  what  had  occurred. 
Some  hew  or  other  the  elothea  of  the 
stoker  were  caught  by  the  engine,  and  be 
was  thrown  under  the  heap  of  carriages, 
and,  as  it  waa  to  be  hoped,  instantly 
killed,  for  the  unfortunate  man's  lower 
extremities  were  completely  burnt.  The 
superintendent  of  the  locomotive  depart- 
ment found  himnelf  under  thii  enormouB 
pile  of  wreck,  and  within  nine  iochei  of 
the  dead  man.  Having  crept  fram  under 
it,  he  diieoveted  the  carriages  burning. 
The  guard,  who  was  sitting  on  a  second, 
class  carriage,  bad  one  of  his  legs  broken, 
and  the  other  materially  injured.  He  wan 
conveyed  to  the  hospital  at  Cambridge : 
and  it  was  perfectly  proridentiul  that  nut 
one  of  the  passengers  in  the  long  line  of 
carriages  which  composed  the  train  was 
injured.  Some  of  the  esca^ies  were  of  the 
moat  extraordinary  description.  1'here 
was  a  woman  with  an  inhat  in  her  arms 
io  one  of  the  second  class  curringes,  and 
both  escaped ;  and,  excepting  some  slight 
bruises,  as  he  had  already  observed,  no  in- 
jury whatever  had  been  t<usiaine<l  by  the 
passen^rs.  After  the  minutest  examins- 
tion  with  regard  to  spet-d  and  othi-r  cir- 


cumstances,  be  could  not  And  that  any- 
thing  was  done  by  the  servants  of  the 
Company   which   could    have  oecssioned 
the  accident,  which  he  entirely  attribated 
to  the    circumstaoee  of  tbn  rail    having 
risen.    The  lineto  Cambridge  w«s  opmcd 
only  a  week  ago,  after  inspection  by  Ge- 
neral Pasley,  who  waa  so  satisfied  with  it 
that  he  said  he  never  saw   a  line    con- 
structed   that  did   greater  credit    to    tbe 
promoters.     There    wax  every  reasoo    in 
believe  that  it  was  ss  firm,  safe,  and  duia- 
bte  a  work  as  could  have  been  constructed ; 
and  he  thought  that  no  human  foresight 
or  precaution   could  have  prevented    the 
iccident.     Of  course  the  whole  of  tbe  cir- 
cumstances would  be  investigated  by  the 
Board  of  Trade,  to  whom  the  directors  had 
nt  an  official  report  this  day. 
Colonel  Siblhorp  and  Mr.  Gregory  to* 
together ;    but,    being   reminded    by    Mr. 
Speaker  that  there  was  no  question  before 
the  House,  they  both  resumed  their  seats. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  moved 
the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  third  readbg 
of  the  Exchequer  Bills  Bill ;  upon  which. 
Colonel  SOtthorp  said,  tlie  question  now 
as  whether  it  was  not  necessary  that  tbe 
ovemmcnt  should  without  any  delay  talie 
same  steps  for  affording  compensation  to 
unfortucate  individuals  who  suffer  by 
accidents  on  railroads. 

Mr.  Gregory  said,  it  must  be  a  suliject 
of  great  congratulation  to  all  pBrsong  who 
travelled  by  railways,  that  it  was  intended 
to  confer  further  powers  on  the  Board  of 
Trade ;  but  to  none  could  it  be  a  subject 
of  greater  congratulation  than  to  those  who 
had  had  the  misfortune  to  travel  on  the 
Eastern  Counties  Railway,  that  it  was  in- 
tended to  confer  powers  on  that  Board  tu 
enable  it  tii  institute  a  rigid  investigation 
into  the  proceedings  of  that  line.  He  had 
the  honiJur,  at  the  beginning  of  this  year, 
to  submit  to  the  Bonrd  of  Trade  a  memo- 
rial, signed  by  twenty-two  Members  of 
that  House,  and  also  b;  Lord  Exeter, 
Lord  Stradbroke,  and  others,  complaining 
of  the  malpractices  on  that  line.  They 
complained  of  great  and  unnecessary  de- 
lays, of  extreme  incivility,  and  of  insuffi- 
cient attendance.  They  complained  to  the 
Company  of  that  delay,  and  all  they  re- 
ceivt^  in  reply  was  the  time  tables  of  the 
railway.  But  he  could  prove  to  the  House, 
and  the  bon.  nndgnllant  Member  for  Hun- 
tingdon could  bear  out  that  siatement,  that 
the  BtalinticM  cimiained  in  those  tables  were 
totally  incorrect.  How  could  it  posnbtr 
be  imagined  that  there  could  be  safety  on 
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a  Udq  vhera  the  ieUy  were  w  ^reat— ao- 
taeUj  B  delay  of  an  hour  having  taken 
place  on  a  hne  of  thirty  milei'  length, 
particularly  where,  with  the  insufficient 
anangementa  on  that  line,  the  Kicceeding 
train  might  run  into  that  which  wai  do- 
layed? 

Mr.  Ward  hoped  the  House  would  feel 
that  he  waa  justified  in  making  a  few  re- 
marks upon  the  statement  which  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  was  one  of  a  section  of  gentle- 
men vbom  the  Company  had  been  most 
anxious  to  please,  but  whom  they  bad  been 
so  unfortunate  as  to  displease.  The  period 
to  which  the  hon.  Gendeman  referred,  was 
the  Newmarket  week ;  and  there  was  a 
molt  unfortunate  succession  of  mishapt — 
he  could  call  them  nothing  else,  lliere 
was  every  wish  to  accommodate  those  gen- 
tlemen, but  one  thing  after  another  went 
wrong;  but,  at  all  events, all  that  the  hon. 
Gentleman  sufiered  was  loss  of  time,  and 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Hunting- 
don was  once  or  twice  loo  late  for  his  din- 
ner. The  servants  of  the  Company  were 
bound  to  make  accurate  returns  of  the  time 
at  which  the  trains  arrived  at  the  several 
fltations.  He  hoped  that,  in  future,  when 
the  hon.  Member  who  had  spoken  had  oc- 
casion to  travel  by  this  railway,  he  would 
have  no  reawn  to  complain  of  their  ar- 
rangements. 

Sir  C.  Burrell  wished  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  to  a  report 
he  had  beard,  that  the  chief  engineer  on  one 
of  two  great  competing  lines  of  railway  had 
declared  that,  if  the  trains  on  the  other  line 
were  propelled  at  the  rate  of  fifty  or  sixty 
miles  an  hour,  the  trains  on  his  line  should 
exceed  that  speed  by  five  miles  an  hour.  If 
that  report  were  true,  he  thought  it  was  lime 
the  Government  possessed  some  power  to 
restrain  inch  dangerous  competition. 

Mr.  Eteati  said,  it  appeared  that  in  the 
train  to  which  this  accident  occurred,  the 
engine  was  followed  by  a  luggage  carriage 
and  by  two  empty  fint-closs  carriages. 
Those  carriages  were  rent  in  pieces,  while 
the  carriages  containing  passengers  were 
undamaged.  He  thought,  therefore,  that 
it  would  be  a  most  prudent  regulation  to 
require  railway  companies  to  place  liinrage 


of  railway  diroctora  should  be  lituited,  that 
the  responsibility  should  rest  with  them, 
that  they  should  receive  fixed  salaries,  and 
that  one  of  them  at  least  should  reside  upon 
the  railway.  He  entertained  great  respect 
for  the  taleuts  and  character  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sheffield ;  but  be  could  not 
how  that  hon.  Gentleman  could 
find  lime  to  attend  to  the  minute  details  of 
a  railway  company,  and  to  the  superin- 
tendence of  arrangements  necessary  for  se- 
curing the  safety  of  passengers.  The 
fact  was,  that  though  these  arrangements 
were  conducted  by  Iraards,  the  whole  busi- 
ness was  transacted  by  a  secretary,  and 
there  was  no  proper  responsibility  attaching 
to  any  individual.  Gentlemen  in  the  posi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  did 
not  receive  such  remuneration  for  their 
services  as  directors  as  would  induce  them 
to  give  proper  attention  to  the  arrange- 
ments of  railways.  He  thought,  there- 
fore, that  the  number  of  directors  ought  to 
be  limited,  that  their  salaries  ought  to  be 
fixed,  and  that  one  of  them  should  he  re- 
quired to  reside  on  the  railway  premises. 

Mr.  P.  Howard  said,  that  on  the  New- 
castle and  Carlisle  Railway,  if  any  accident 
happened  to  a  aerrant  of  the  Company, 
they  invariably  gave  lome  compensation 
or  made  some  albwance  to  the  sufferer. 
In  the  very  few  cases  of  fatal  accidenta 
which  had  occurred  on  that  line,  the 
Company  had  also  awarded  some  com- 
pensation to  the  family  of  the  unfortunate 
deceased.  He  trusted  the  same  equitable 
feeling  would  induce  the  Eastern  Counties 
Railway  Company  to  make  some  allowance 
to  the  nimilles  of  the  unfortunate  suffereia 
by  the  recent  accident. 

Mr.  Ward  wished  to  state,  that  at  the 
meeting  of  the  Board  of  Directors  that 
morning,  the  very  first  resolution  to  which 
they  agreed  was,  that  a  provision  should 
be  made  for  the  widow  of  the  unfortunate 
who  had  been  killed,  aad  that  every 
possible  attention  should  he  paid  to  the 
other  su&erera. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Union  WoBKaousBS  (Irruhd).]  Mr. 
Hume  wished  to  put  a  question  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  respecting  a  sum  of 
46,000^,  which  had  been  applied  by  the 
Government  to  defray  some  of  the  expenses 
connected  with  the  erection  of  Union 
Workhouses  in  Ireland.      He  wished  t 


or  empty  carriages  between  tlie  etTmoes  ' 
and  the  carriages  conveying  p>taAJl.0Ta>\  c 
This  was  a  subject  which,  in  hiaZ^CflA' 

was  well  worthy  the  conaideratiot)    **\I^lie<\^''"*  "I'^^^'e'  ""7  portion  of  that  money 

Majesty's  Government.  '4^  V*      \  \,ii\  been  voted  by  the  House,  and  if  not, 

Coluoel  T.  Wood  tbouslit  thn  .«Vvhet\ier  it  wai  intended  to  be  so  voted. 
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The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchetpier  aid, 
Le  had  not  the  papers  connected  with  the 
■uigect  before  him,  and  therefore  he  might 
be  inaccurate  in  stating  detaib;  hut  he 
eould  slate  generailj  that  the  Union 
WorkhoUHR  had  been  built,  not  hj  means 
of  TOtes  of  money  in  Parliament,  hut  the 
genera]  authority  of  the  Act  which  had 
imposed  the  Poor  Law  upon  Ireland,  and 
which  hod  directed  generally  that  a  sum  nf 
■nniiey  should  be  advanced  on  Exchequer 
BilU  for  the  purpose  of  erecting  workhouses 
in  the  different  parts  of  Ireland.  Those 
workhouses  had  been  accordingly  erected 
under  the  direction  of  the  Poor  Law  Com- 
missioners ;  und  it  had  afterwards  appeared 
thnt  from  the  rapidity  with  which  they  had 
been  erected,  they  were  in  point  of  fact  not 
worth  the  total  amount  which  had  been 
charged  for  them.  At  last  great  com- 
plaints hod  been  made  by  the  parishes  that 
they  were  called  on  to  pay  a  larger  amount 
than  that  which  they  bad  received  was 
equitably  worth ;  and  upon  their  represen. 
taiions  the  Goremment  hod  sent  an  engi- 
neer officer  to  eiaraine  into  the  real  state 
of  tboie  worlthouies,  and  in  consequence 
of  his  report  it  appeared  that  certain  de- 
ductions were  to  be  made  from  the  fuma  to 
be  paid  by  particular  parishes.  These  de- 
ductions were  given  in  the  papers  which 
the  hon.  Gentleman  held  in  hit  hands. 
Power  had  been  given  at  the  same  dme  to 
remit  part  of  the  payments  in  particular 
cases,  with  respect  to  the  advances  which 
had  been  made. 

Mr. /fuTnc  said,  hisquestionhad  not  been 
answered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 
The  question  was,  who  was  to  pay  that 
46,000/.  i  Out  of  what  fund  was  it  to 
come? 

The  Chancellor  ^  Ike  Eachequer  said, 
it  waa  advanced  by  the  public — so  much 
as  was  said  to  have  been  charged  on  thi 
parishes  unjuitly,  and  the  public  would 
have  to  pay  it. 

Mr.  Hume  said,  if  the  Government  had 
authorized  the  payment  of  any  money 
which  had  not  been  included  in  the  general 
stipulation,  it  was  quite  illegal. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
that  the  money  was  to  be  paid  in  the  course 
of  twenty  years.  But  the  Government  had 
the  power,  under  the  Act  which  eaabled 
them  to  make  the  advance,  of  remitting 
those  payments  which  were  not  justly  due 
by  the  parishes  to  which  they  were  charged, 
and  they  had  exercised  that  power  in  the 
manner  he  had  mentioned. 

Mr.  /futnir  considered  the  matter  a! toge- 


(f^«/alld)■ 


ther  «  violation  of  the  rights  of  the  Hoaae 
of  Commons,  with  regard  to  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  public  money. 

Tehemest  Valuatiom  (Irxlamd).] 
SirZ),/.  JVorrcjrs  said,  be  had  given  notice 
of  his  intention  to  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  for  Ire. 
land,  with  respect  to  the  valuation  for  the 
purposes  of  assessment  in  Ireland.  He 
vrished  to  be  informed  whether  that  syt- 
lem,  nhich  had  been  denounced  aa  in> 
applicable  to  Ireland,  was  to  be  persisted 
in;  or  whether  it  was  intended  to  con- 
tinue the  tenement  valuation  now  in  pro- 
gresa,  in  pursuance  of  the  recommenda- 
tion of  a  Committee  of  the  House  of 
Commons;  or  whether,  as  there  appeared 
to  he  a  difference  of  opinion  on  the  sub. 
ject  between  iliat  House  and  certain  noble 
Lords  in  the  other  House,  as  to  the  prin- 
ciple  on  which  that  valuation  should  be 
conducted,  it  would  not  be  better  to  stop 
the  progress  of  the  vatttalion  altogether, 
until  both  Housei  should  be  able  to  con- 
cur as  to  the  principle,  rather  than  to 
continue  an  expense  which  might  aAer- 
wards  turn  out  to  be  useless? 
Sir  r.  Fremantle  much  regretted  that 
e  Valuation  Bill  for  Ireland  had 
been  rejected  by  the  House  of  Lords; 
the  only  consolation,  however,  which  be 
derived  under  the  circumstances  was,  that 
it  had  been  decently  interred,  ft  was,  no 
doubt,  difficult  to  devise  a  principle  of  va> 
luation  which  should  be  applicable  to  all 
purposes  of  local  assessment,  and  be,  at 
the  same  time,  satisfactory  to  all  parties. 
He  had  hoped  that  that  object  would  have 
been  accomplished  by  the  Bill  of  the  pre- 
sent Session,  hut  unfortunately  that  Bill 
had  failed.  He  had  at  present  oo  doubt 
that  he  should  have  to  bring  the  question 
again  under  the  conaideration  of  Parlia- 
ment in  the  ensuing  Session  ;  but  it  would 
be  at  present  premature  to  oSi^r  any  opin- 
ion as  to  the  principle  upon  which  the  pro. 
posed  measure  should  proceed.  As  far, 
however,  as  he  could  now  speak,  he  should 
say  that  his  recommendation  would  be, 
that,  relying  on  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Commons,  and  re- 
collecting that  a  Bill  embodying  that  de- 
cision had  already  passed  the  House  of 
Commons,  and  had  been  carried  up  to  the 
Uirds,  and  was  there  rejected  almost  whol- 
ly on  account  of  the  late  period  ofthe  Ses- 
sion at  which  it  was  sent  up,  the  principle 
ofthe  Bill  of  the  present  Susion  should 
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be  adopted.  And  wilh  legmrd  lo  ths  va- 
Inaiion  ooo  in  progrest,  he  thought  ihe 
GoTerament  would  b«  justified  in  giving 
«rdera  to  Mr.  Gciffitht,  that  any  surreyi 
made  in  tbe  interim  ihguld  be  ai  eitensive 
M  pouible,  to  aatobe  applicable  to  all  the 
purpoiei  itwMtought  to  eSect. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'ChmuU  hoped  the  mea- 
lure  would  be  brought  in  at  a  luSicientl; 
earl  J  period  of  the  next  Seuion  to  give  aU 
partiea  full  lime  to  coasider  ii. 

Sir  D,  Norrai/s  inquired  whether  ihe 
new  Tsluation  would  be  on  the  ttandard 
of  pricea.  aa  reguUted  b;  the  old  Act,  or 
whether  it  would  proceed  on  the  principle 
of  the  valuation  adopted  under  tba  Poor 
Law  Act? 

Sir  T.  FremantU  laid,  the  Talualion 
would  be  made,  in  tbefiiiliniiance,  on  ihe 
actual  value  of  tbe  property.  If  (hey  ea- 
timated  the  value  according  to  the  elan* 
dard  of  pricei,  they  intist  still  have  a  pre- 
liminary valuaiioa. 

Subject  at  an  end. 

Postal  Coumunication  with  Nbw- 
FOUNDLAND.]  Mr,  PaAui^fon  sald,  a  pe- 
tition had  been  presented  by  a  nobleFriend 
of  his  from  St.  John's,  Newfoundland,  set- 
ting forth  Ihe  advantages  which  would 
result  to  the  inhabitants  of  that  Colony  if 
the  Poit-office  packets,  which  frequently 
passed  so  near  as  to  come  within  sight  of 
Iheir  ports,  were  required  to  touch  there, 
for  the  purpose  of  conveying  their  letters 
to  and  from  England  direct.  He  wished 
lo  aik.hisboD.PrJeDd  tbe  Under  Secretary 
for  ihe  Colonies  whether  auy  and  what 
tleps  had  been  taken  on  ibe  subject? 

Mr.  G.  W.  Hope  said,  his  noble  Friend 
(he  Secretary  for  the  Colonies  had,  he  be- 
lieved, received  for  presentation  to  Her 
Majesty  an  Address  upon  ihe  same  sub- 
ject as  the  petition  which  had  been  pre- 
sented lo  that  House.  The  Government 
had  but  one  object  in  these  matters,  lo 
confer  as  generally  as  possible  the  advan- 
tages of  postal  communication;  and,  upon 
the  receipt  of  ihe  petition  and  the  Address 
alluded  to,  the  question  of  whether  the 
prayer  of  the  iDhaintaals  of  the  Colony 
in  question,  that  tbe  packets  should  call 
out  and  home  at  St.  John's  could  ba  com- 
plied wilh  consistently  with  due  despatch 
as  regarded  the  other  American  ColoQigi, 
had  been  referred  to  the  Admiralty  ^ 
Post-oSce  Departments ;  and  their  q  J  *  - 
was,  that,  though  the  packets  ofl^w^ 
witbio  tight  of  Si.  John's,  to  obIi|, 
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to  call  there  on  all  occasions  would  occa- 
sion much  delay.  In  winter,  it  was  obviouB 
such  communication  would  be  out  of  the 
question;  but  even  in  summer,  the  navi- 
gation in  the  neighbourhood  of  Newfound- 
land, owing  to  tbe  drifting  ice,  and  the 
dense  foga  that  often  prevailed,  was  a 
matter  of  difficulty,  and  would  involve 
much  uncertainty  and  delay  ;  and  he  had 
no  doubt  that  the  Company  who  held  the 
contract  for  the  cooveynnce  of  the  mails 
to  North  America  would  abject  to  the 
packets  calling  at  Newfoundland,  as  it 
lid  materially  increase  the  length  of 
the  voyage. 

Andqver  Udion.]  Mr.  B.  Oihornt 
remarked,  that  on  a  foimer  occasion  the 
hon.  Member  for  Finsbury  had  drawn  the 
attention  of  the  Government  and  the 
House  to  certain  transactions  that  had 
occurred  in  a  certain  Union  House  in  the 
couuty  of  Hampshire.  He  would  ask  iha 
right  hon.  Genileman  (Sir  J.  Graham] 
whether  he  had,  as  be  then  promised  he 
would  do,  instituted  any  inquiry  tulo  the 
accuracy  of  tbe  statements  which  had  been 
made? 

Sir  J.  Grakam  said,  he  understood  at 
ihe  time  that  the  Union  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Finsbury  referred  was  that  of 
Aadover,  and  it  was  quite  true  that  he 
undertook  that  inquiry  should  be  made 
into  the  circumstances  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  called  hii  attention.  In  con- 
sequence of  that  promise  he  had  issued  a 
to  the  Poor  Law  Commissioners  on 
the  following  morning,  requesting  them  (o 
inatitule  an  immediate  inquiry.  He  had 
not  yet  received  their  report,  but  he 
hoped  to  do  so  before  the  prorogation ; 
and  when  he  received  it,  he  would  lose  not 
a  moment  in  laying  it  on  the  Table.  He 
might  add,  that  not  only  had  he  directed 
inquiry  to  be  instituted,  but  he  had  asked 
Ihequestioo  of  the  Commiisioaers,  whether 
any  information,  such  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Finsbury  bad  received,  had  been  com- 
municated lo  Ihem;  and  their  reply  Wdi, 
that  they  had  never  heard  of  tlie  transac- 
tions referred  to  until  they  were  men. 
tioned  by  the  boo.  Member  for  Finsbury 
in  that  House. 

The  Exchequer  BilU  (9,024.0001.)  Bill 
was  then  read  a  third  lime  and  passed. 

Silk  W&avers.]  Mr.  Greene  moved 
the  Third  Reading  of  the  Silk  Weavers* 

m. 
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Mr.  Hmmt  katw  nolhing  of  the  object 
of  (hit  Btll,  and  he  tnlitTcd  the  Houie 
generally  wai  in  the  lams  situation.  He 
wn  not  even  aware  that  it  had  baen 
printed. 

Mr.  Qreena  uid,  in  the  abeence  of  hit 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Lincoloihire, 
who  had  charge  of  ibe  meaiure,  he  had 
undertaken  to  move  the  third  reading. 
The  Bill  trai  one  which  had  coroe  down 
recently  from  the  Houie  of  Lords,  and  was 
a  counterpart  of  the  meature  tfliich  had 
paiied  some  time  ago  for  tegnlating  the 
working  of  framework  knitten. 

Mr.  Bright  laid,  it  was  quite  evident 
that  thoie  who  had  introduced  thi  "  " 
into  Parliament  were  either  ignurant  of 
the  subject  upon  which  they  lought  to 
legislate,  or  were  pandering  to  the  preju- 
dices of  that  cUii  who  would  be  affected 
by  the  meaiore.  They  might  depend 
upon  it  that  tho  measure  would  do  no 
good,  but  would  disappoint  the  silk 
weanrs  io  the  expectatinna  it  would  ex. 
cite  in  their  minds.  But  for  the  late 
period  of  the  Session  he  should  op. 
pose  it. 

Sir/.  Graftamremarked, that  the  Frame 
Work  Knitters  Bill,  upon  the  model  of 
which  he  understood  the  present  measure 
was  fouaded,  had  receiTed  the  fullest  con- 
sideration, and  had  resulled  from  the  re- 
commendation of  a  ComiDiiaion  appointed 
by  (he  Crown,  in  compliance  with  an  Ad- 
dress of  the  House  of  Comtoons.  Though 
the  hon.  Qentleman  oppoiile  (Mr.  Bright) 
thought  it  would  lead  to  disappointment, 
be  was  informed  that  ibe  workmen  who 
would  be  aSectad  by  it  were  most  anxious 
for  this  legiilation.  The  principle  wai  in 
no  way  novel ;  it  had  existed  in  regard  to 
the  hosiery  trade  for  a  long  time,  and  be 
did  not  consider  that  he  would  have  been 
justified,  on  the  part  of  the  Uovemment, 
in  resitting  a  wish  so  generally  expressed 
by  those  for  whose  benefit  the  measure 
was  brought  forward. 

Sir  JoAn  Eatthape  said,  that  some  time 
ago  he  had  receiTed  from  aenral  of  hit 
constituents  a  communication  requesting^ 
him  to  support  the  provitiona  of  this  Bill. 
He  had  occasion  to  leave  town  imme- 
diately afterwards  ;  but  berore  gning  away, 
he  infnrmed  his  hon.  Colleague  of  the 
contents  of  that  communication.  The  Bill 
aiiould  receive  bis  support. 

Mr.  Borlkwick  said,  the  Bill  had  onlj 
cDoie  down  from  tlie  Home  of  Lords  on 
the  30ih  of  July,  and  it  now  appeartd 


ibat  nobody  in  that  House  was  r«sponiible 
for  it.  ft  was  too  much  (o  expect  ihc 
House,  at  that  late  period  of  the  Scsmod, 
lo  pass  a  measure  of  which  they  knew 
nothing.  For  his  part  he  could  not  con- 
ceive in  whose  prolific  brain  the  Bill  had 
originated.  They  had  heard  from  Pmrnek, 
wlio  had  recently  become  a  high  authori'y 
upon  iucb  matters,  that  there  was  a  co'- 
tain  noble  person  in  another  plac;e  wbo 
went  about  crying  "  old  laws  to  nwnd  ;~ 
he  could  only  suppose  that  ft  had  origi- 
nated with  him.  He  wished  to  know 
whether  tlie  Board  of  Trade  approved  nf 
the  measure? 

Mr,  Oreent  said,  when  he  took  charge 
of  the  meaiure  for  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Lincolnshire,  he  took  the  pre- 
caution of  inquiring  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Sir  G.  Clerk)  whether  (lie  Board 
of  Trada  approved  oF  it,  and  was  informed 
by  him  that  he  had  read  the  measure,  and 
that  it  had  his  approbation. 

Mr.  Warhttrton  said,  it  was  not  a  suffi- 
cient reason  with  him  to  consent  to  a  mea- 
sure of  which  he  koew  nothing,  that  the 
Board  of  Trade  approved  of  it.  He  wonld 
move  (hat  the  third  reading  be  deferred 
till  that  day  three  months. 

Colonel  RoUetton  said,  the  object  of  the 
Bill,  as  he  understood,  waa  to  protect  the 
wotking  silk  weavers  against  the  master 
manufscturers- 

Hr.  Hvme  objected  to  the  issuing  of 
such  complex  tickets  as  those  contem- 
plated under  the  measure  before  the 
Honse.  He  hoped  that  the  Bill  would  be 
allowed  to  stand  over. 

Duncan   thought    the   measure  a 
dangeraua  oae.     Such  a  Bill  Would  form 

precedent  for  other  measures  which 
'ould  fetter  the  liberty  of  trade. 

Mr.  VUUart  objected  to  the  passing  of 
iie  Bill,  coming  as  it  did  so  late  in  the 
Session,  and  so  objectionable  as  it  was  in 
many  points. 

Mr,  BrotAerfon  thought  that  the  Bill 
hould  be  poatponad  until  next  Session. 
He  was  of  opinion,  however,  that  it  con- 
tained  many  admirable  propositions. 

Sir  JoIm  Eatthope  said,  that  representa- 
tions had  been  made  to  him  in  favour  of 
the  Bill.     It  bad  been   generally  known 

the  districts  principally  concerned,  that 
such  a  measure  was  pending  in  Psrlia- 
menti  and  he  apprehended  that  no  objec- 
tion had  been  raited  lo  it,  either  on  tbe 
part  of  the  masters  or  that  of  tbe  opera- 
Uvsa.     He  bad  been  told  ibM  Uw  ueMon 
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was  a  sort  of  cotnpa 
to  produce  a  better 
which  liad  prtvioui 
emplojen  and  emp 
might  pro*e  a  tour 
abuses  which  prevail) 
tend  to  say— he  iiiii{h' 
tipon  (hat  point ;  b 
tliink,  that  as  no  < 
started  b;  the  master.' 
had  been  held  onl  to 
sfeurity  for  ih^m,  il 
Member  were  prepare 
was  soy  practical  nl' 
the  way,  it  would  be), 
the  passing  or  the  Bil 

Sir  J.  Crahani  su| 
debate  upon  the  sub 
journed  until  Friday, 
would  have  had  an  op[ 
ing  his  noble  Friend  I 
Board  or  Tritde  upon  I 
of  the  proposed  ah 
would  be  to  make  coi 
was  optional  under  tl 
Member  for  Montroi 
the  working  classes  li 
stroDgly  )□  favour  of  t 

AmeDdmenl  wiihdi 
Journed  until  Friday. 

Case  or  LtBUTSNn 
BKiham  Etcotl  move 
letters  and  other  do< 
passed  to  and  from  thi 
of  the  East  India  Coi 
nant  W.  Hollis,  and  t 
Court  and  the  Board  < 
to  the  dismissal  of  tl 
East  India  Company's 
Hollis  was  dismissed  f 
Compaoy's  service  ir 
quenoe  of  having  ma< 
language  to  his  luperic 
Escott)  admitted  that 
ployed  were  unJustiBt 
thai  atrong  provocalioi 
the  unwarrantable  con 
insulted,  and  he  ho| 
would  be  taken  into 
deration  of  the  Conrt 
maiatsiDed,  also,  that 
which  condemned  Lie 
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whea  there  wta  oot  time  deliberftiel;  to 
coniider  them ;  and  that  many  ateanirea 
brought  forward  at  aa  early  period  or  ibe 
SeaiioD  were  giren  op  at  the  end :  I  think 
ample  materiaU  con)d  be  fouad  in  ihe 
coune  panued  bj  Gentlemen  opposite, 
for  enforcing  such  lopici  on  the  attention 
of  Ihe  Home.  One  Bill  alone,  the  Bill  of 
•be  right  hon.  Secretary  for  the  Home 
Department- — I  mean  Ihe  Pfajiic  and 
Surgery  Bill — irouid  form  the  (ubject  for 
lengthened  comment  of  this  deicnption. 
The  right  boo.  Gentleman  waitccuitomed 
to  lay  great  blame  on  me  for  bringing  for- 
wfttd  K  meunre  on  the  Poor  Law*  of  a 
complicated  nature,  and  afieiwarda  mak- 
ing Amendments  in  it,  in  compliance  with 
the  iuggeitions  of  Members  of  ihii  House. 
It  ii  not  the  cuslom  of  the  present  Go- 
Ternmeot  to  listen  to  objeciiona  made  in 
tbia  Home— at  least  not  frequently — but 
they  have  the  cuslom  of  altering  from 
time  to  time  tbeir  meaaures,  ovring  to  the 
suggestiona  which  some  particular  clasaes 
of  the  coramunitj  make.  Thus,  with  re- 
gard to  Ihe  measure  1  have  just  referred 
lo:  first,  Ihe  Council  of  the  College  of 
Surgeons  was  implicitly  to  be  relied  on ; 
then  Ihe  general  practitioaera  were  to  be 
looked  to,  and  llieir  suggestions  complied 
wilh;  then,  from  the  objections  of  the 
physicians  and  lui^ons,  it  wu  altered 
again,  and  though  put  in  lo  many  dif- 
ferent shapes,  each  one  was  found  unsatis- 
factory to  some  large  i:)asa  of  ihe  profes- 
aion.  I  think  I  have  said  enough,  if  I 
were  lo  imitate  the  language  that  was 
uaed  with  respect  to  me — if  I  were  to  place 
on  such  a  foundation  the  charge  of  incom- 
petency for  the  functions  of  leicialation— 
Hint  thai  Bill  alone  nould  afford  me  a 
sufficient  opportunity  of  making  such  an 
attack.  But,  Sir,  I  acknowledge  there 
ia  another  question,  far  more  important 
than  the  exact  mode  of  legislation  carried 
on  as  to  a  number  of  detailed  raeuares; 
and  that  is  the  question  for  onr  considera- 
tion, how  the  great  interests  of  the  country 
are  aS'ected  by  the  measures  brought  be- 
fore ihjs  House,  and  in  what  position  the 
country  now  stand*  in  consequence  of 
them.  In  reviewing  those  subjects,  I  will 
lake  the  measures  in  the  order  observed 
in  the  Queen's  Speech  from  the  Throne, 
at  Ihe  higinninj;  of  the  Session,  The 
Quifn's  Sp«ci.'h  be^an  by  alluding  It  what 
will  form  a  very  small  jiari  nf  my  present 
Te'iii<i-ks— namely,  the  itaie  of  our  Foreign 
Ad.tii«.     1  rejoice  to  sjy  that  we  are  nut 


I  now,  u  we  were  at  tlie  close  of  the  last 
Session,  looking  anxiously  lo  the  settle- 
ment of  differences  with  France,  which 
threatened  a  ruptnre  of  out  amicable  re- 
lations with  that  country.  I  am  happy  lo 
find  our  friendly  relations  ao  close  and 
unbroken,  and  that  there  is  ever;  prospect 
of  the  continuance  of  peace  between  these 
two  great  and  enlightened  coanlries.  Sir, 
there  ia  a  qnestion,  however,  to  which, 
tbopgh  I  do  not  mean  to  enter  on  it  in 
detail,  1  cannot  help  adverting  for  a  ma> 
meotortwo — I  mean  the  question  pending 
between  this  conntrj  and  Ihe  United 
States  of  America.  1  with,  without  at  all 
desiring  to  interfere  with  the  dUcretion  of 
the  Eiecutive  Government,  oi  at  all  dic- 
tating to  them  as  to  the  course  they  may 
think  fit  to  pursue  for  the  settlement  of 
the  question  of  the  Oregon  Bouudary — 1 
wish  still  to  say  that  those  opinions  which 
I  gave  this  House  at  another  period  of  the 
Session,  of  the  justice  of  our  claims,  are 
entirely  unshaken  by  anything  I  have 
heard  or  read  sinco  on  this  subject.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  on  ibat  oc- 
casion, said  the  Government  of  this  coun- 
try were  prepared  to  maintain  onr  rights.  I 
do  not  question  that  assurance.  I  do  not 
propose  to  ask  him  any  explanation  of  the 
modein  which  bepropoies  to  maintain  these 
rights.  I  am  glad  to  see — regretting  as  I 
do  the  loss  of  that  disllngnisbed  and  en- 
lightened man  who  is  now  the  Minister  of 
the  United  Stales  in  this  country — I  am 
rejoiced  to  see  a  person,  who  was  here 
many  years  ago,  and  who  made  himself 
universally  respected  and  esteemed  in  ihe 
society  of  this  country,  has  been  appointed 
to  replace  Mr.  Everett,  I  trust  that,  with 
fairness  and  moderation  in  the  discussion 
of  these  questions  between  the  two  Go- 
vernments, without  anv  loss  of  honour  or 
aacrilice  of  snbstaolial  interests,  the  ne- 
gociations  will  be  brought  to  a  friendly 
and  amicable  conclusion.  With  these  few 
words  (and  I  am  glad  they  should  be  lo 
few),  I  leave  the  subject  of  foreign  policy ; 
and  I  come,  at  once,  to  what  has  been 
done  in  the  course  of  the  Session  with 
respect  to  nur  domestic  concerns.  My 
opinion  on  this  subject  is — not  that  we 
should  he  altc^tber  disappointed  at  the 
reiult  of  the  Session — not  that  much  was 
Dot  done  that  affords  good  prospect  for 
the  future;  but  that  while,  on  the  one 
hsind,  we  may  congratulate  ourselves  on 
ibe  progress  made — especially  on  ibe 
statement  ofopinions-^^n  the  other,  much 
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bai  been  left  uDtettled,  mnch  that  Ji  of 
principla  left  anauetled,  and  much  of  a 
practical  aalure  that  remaini  for  us  to 
accomplish,  if  w«  reallj  wiih  to  aerre  the 
interetta  of  the  country  bj  our  l^ialation. 
Now,  Sir,  I  will  lake,  in  the  Erit  instance, 
that  question  preited  so  often  on  the  at- 
tention of  tbia  Iloase,  which  I  imagine 
will  be  again  preased  on  it  neit  Session, 
and  perhaps  for  many  futore  Seaiiona — 
1  mean  the  anxious  subject  of  Ireland. 
Sir,  in  adverting  to  that  subject,  I  cannot 
but,  in  the  first  place,  rejoice  that  those 
opinions  which  were  held  by  Oeollemen 
who  sat  opposite  some  years  ago,  have 
been  in  a  great  degree  abandoned;  that 
even  the  language  held  by  one  of  the 
principal  Hiniaters  of  the  Crown  aince  he 
came  into  office  has  been  retracted  ;  and 
that)  therefore,  lo  far  as  renouncing  for- 
mer erroneous  opiatona,  and  being  ready 
to  enter  on  a  new  conrse,  I  have  reason 
to  congratulate  the  House  on  what  has 
taken  place  on  this  subject.  It  will  not 
be  forgotten,  that  many  years  ago,  when 
the  Government  of  Lord  Grey  was  divided 
on  the  subject,  not  only  did  those  who 
were  opposed  to  na  resist  the  Appropria- 
tion Clause  (which,  as  I  still  think,  would 
have  been  at  that  time  a  fair  and  mode- 
rate compromise  oo  the  sul^ect  of  the 
Church  of  Ireland) — not  only  did  they 
oppose  that  Appropriation  Clause  (which 
I  do  not  say  was  unnatural  with  their 
views  of  Church  property  and  Church 
establish  me  nts) — but  tbey  likewise  denied 
to  the  Irish  the  rights  which  the  English 
and  Scotch  had  obtained,  with  regard  to 
popular  election  in  municipal  corpora- 
tioQi.  Sir,  a  Gentleman  who  then  filled 
a  distinguished  situation  in  Goverament, 
and  who  was  afterwards  raised  to  a  still 
higher  station  on  the  Bench  of  Ireland, 
and  whose  death  we  have  bad  unfortu- 
nately since  to  deplore— I  mean  Chief 
Baron  Won  I  fe~es  preased  very  logically 
the  reasons  why  he  thought  those  privi- 
lejies  should  be  accorded,  and  very  feel- 
ingly the  degradation  which  would  be  in- 
flicted on  our  Irish  fellow  sobjects  if  they 
should  be  withheld.  He  said,  he  thought 
it  a  matter  of  right,  that  if  those  who  be- 
longed to  Eogland  and  Scotland  obtained 
the  power  of  popular  election  in  corpora- 
tions, Ireland  bIiouIJ  have  it  likewiie; 
and  that  it  would  require  the  strongest 
reasons  of  necessity  to  justify  us  in  refus- 
ing those  rights.  He  stated  further,  that 
jf  they  were  refused,  it  could  only  be  done 


on  the  ground  that  the  Irish  Catholics 
were  unworthy  to  be  members  of  a  free 
community,  and  were  only  fit  aubjects  for 
a  despotism.  Sir,  1  do  not  think  he  re- 
presented more  strongly  than  ibe  justice 
of  the  case  required,  the  feelings  of  in- 
dignation which  the  rejection  of  such 
measures  as  those  1  have  referred  to  were 
likely  to  cause.  And  yet  the  rejection  of 
equal  corporate  rights  was  the  object  of  a 
great  party  move  by  the  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site, with  the  honourable  exception  of 
Earl  St.  Germans,  and  two  or  three  others. 
There  were  other  matters  with  regard  lo 
Ireland  which  then  came  into  question; 
on  every  one  of  which  it  happeoed  that 
those  opposed  to  us  were  inclined  to  raise 
in  this  country  both  national  prejudtcea 
and  religions  coovictions,  to  asiiat  them 
against  the  claima  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land. Sir,  that  course  of  policy,  since 
tbey  came  into  office,  they  have,  at  firit 
doubtfully  and  silently,  but  at  last  expli- 
citly, abandoned.  It  is  now  admitted 
that  Ireland  ought  to  have  equal  rights; 
it  is  now  admitted,  that,  in  point  of  prin- 
ciple, as  to  the  rights  of  voting  for  Mem- 
bers of  this  House,  or  for  Members  of 
municipal  corporatioos,  they  ought  to 
have  toe  same  rights  aa  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland.  This,  so  far  aa 
priociple  is  concerned,  is  a  great  progress. 
But  let  us  examine  a  little  how  far  their 
measure!  have  been  consonant  to  their 
professions,  and  what  they  have  effected 
for  the  great  object  of  reconciling  the 
feelings  of  the  people  of  Ireland  to  those 
of  the  people  of  England,  and  inducing 
them  to  join  in  sympathy  for  defence 
against  a  foreign  enemy,  and  in  mutual 
hatraooy  and  good  will  in  their  domestic 
concerns,  as  becomes  the  people  of  one 
united  kingdom.  Sir,  on  this  subject  it 
is  hardly  possible  to  use  an  expression  too 
strong  to  convey  an  idea  of  what  they 
professed  themselves  ready  to  do.  Well, 
wiih  regard  to  (nuoicipal  rights,  with  re- 
gard to  the  rights  of  election  as  to  Mem- 
bers to  serve  in  Parliament,  what  Bill 
have  they  introduced?  It  is  notorious 
that  the  number  of  electon  in  the  counttea 
in  Ireland,  from  the  strict  interpretatiou 
of  the  present  law,  have  been  in  a  great 
degree,  and  gradually,  diminished.  That 
is  a  grievance  which  requires  the  attention 
of  Parliamenr.  The  attention  of  Pailia* 
meot,  however,  has  not  been  called  to  it. 
With  respect  to  another  subject  on  which 
tbey  proposed  to  legislate,  and  on  which 


14S9 


BitsiMuof 


{COMMONS} 


the  Set  lion. 


1460 


they  made  a  verj  eleborats  inqutrir,  no 
legislatire  measurei  bave  been  introduced. 
1  allude  to  ihe  lubjcct  of  the  relations  be- 
tween laodlord  and  tenant.  It  wai  my 
opinion,  that  the  JHuing  of  the  Commis- 
aion  of  Inquiry  into  the  relaiioni  between 
landlord  and  tenant  might  be  a  wise  mea- 
■ure :  but  I  was  not  enabled  lo  ny  poii- 
U*ely  it  was  to,  anlit  I  should  see  (be 
result  at  which  that  Commisiion  arrived- 
It  wai  evident  that  very  considerable 
evils  mutt  attend  the  issuing  or  that 
Commiuion.  It  tended,  in  the  first  place, 
to  raise  great  hopea  amongst  the  tenantry 
— amongst  the  poorer  and  more  igno- 
rant class  especiully — it  tended  lo  make 
tham  believe  that  acrnie  great  measure 
was  St  hand;  that  a  comprehensive  and 
efficient  remedy  would  be  applied  Tor  the 
relief  of  their  misery,  to  supply  tlie  want 
of  food  and  slielier,  as  well  as  put  an  end 
to  ihe  want  of  secutity  of  tenure,  which 
they  felt  to  be  one  of  the  greatest  hard- 
ships they  suffered.  That  *as  an  evit  in- 
separable from  the  issuing  of  the  Commis- 
iion. In  the  next  place  it  was  very  lilcely, 
unless  conducted  with  great  care,  to  excite 
in  the  country  considerable  animosity  on 
the  part  of  the  tenants  against  the  land- 
lords, from  the  former  thinking  they  had 
(he  Government  taking  their  part  as 
against  the  landlords,  who  were  looked  on 
by  the  Government  as  tyrannical.  In  this 
respect  the  effect  must  have  been  far 
greater  than  that  produced  by  the  phrase 
which  I  heard  some  of  those  opposite  con- 
demn very  strongly,  which  I  think  was  a 
very  proper  phrase,  and  which  was  used  by 
my  late  respected  and  ever  to  be  lamented 
friend,  Mr.  Drummond,  that  "property 
had  its  duties  as  well  as  its  rights."  But 
Ihe  evils  accompanying  the  issuing  of  the 
Commission  might  be  remedied,  if  the 
Oovernraent,  in  issuing  i(,  had  a  clear 
perception  oF  the  remedy  which  they  wish- 
ed to  introduce,  and  only  desired  to  frame 
its  details  by  the  additional  knowledge 
they  would  acquire  from  the  evidence 
taken  before  a  Commission.  I  supposed, 
therefore,  that  some  such  remedy  was  in 
the  contemplation  of  the  Government. 
But,  Sir,  it  appears  I  was  totally  mistaken 
in  that  supposition.  It  appears  that  there 
has  been  brought  forward,  as  the  resali  o( 
that  Commission,  a  Bill,  which  I  must  say 
was  one  of  the  most  extraordinary  raea- 
snres  ever  broagbt  under  the  considera- 
tion of  Ihe  Legislature,  ft  was  a  plan  for 
the  ^poiDioteDt  of  8  GoTerameDt  Com- 


mission lo  inlerpoie  between  landlord  and 
tenant  with  regard  lo  any  transactions 
that  might  take  place  for  the  improvement 
of  the  land.  How  any  practical  man 
could  have  thought  auch  a  remedy  at  all 
suitable  lo  the  effnifs  of  Ireland,  I  own  1 
am  at  a  loss  to  imagine.  That  Bill  never 
arrived  at  this  House.  I  sappote  ibe 
universal  outcry  made  tiy  Iriihmen  of  all 
classes  and  politics  led  to  the  abandon- 
ment of  that  Bill.  Well  then.  Sir,  what 
farther  measures  have  they  proposed? 
They  have  proposed  a  Bill  for  the  endow- 
ment of  the  College  of  Maynooth,  and  a 
Bill  for  establishing  of  acsdemical  edu- 
cation, pointed  to  by  Her  Majesty  in  the 
Speech  from  the  Throne.  I  do  not  wish 
to  go  over  the  arguments  on  these  sub- 
jects. I  think  the  endowment  of  May- 
nooth was  made  on  a  good  plan;  but  I 
think  the  observation  made  with  respect 
lo  it  hy  a  gentleman  who  has  written  vcrj 
ably  on  the  subject  of  Ireland  perfectly 
just.  He  says  there  are  two  objecliona 
made  to  tbe  endowment  of  Maynooth ; 
one  is,  that  the  sum  is  so  trifling  that  it  is 
hardly  worth  the  acceptance  of  the  Irish  ; 
and  Ihe  other  is,  that  it  wonld  lead  to  the 
endowment  generally  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy  ;  and  this  gentlemen'a  answer 
is,  "  I  think  the  first  objection  answered 
by  admitting  the  value  of  the  second, 
namely,  by  admitting  that  this  grant  will 
lead  to  the  endowment  of  the  Roman  Ca- 
tholic clergy."  Now,  at  least,  it  would 
be  an  intelligible  line  of  policy  (without 
discussing  whether  it  is  right  to  endow 
the  Roman  Catholic  priesthood)  to  intro- 
duce this  measure  lu  which  the  Roman 
Catholic  prelates  gave  their  consent,  as 
the  foundation  of  that  atill  larger  endow- 
ment to  which  it  has  been  said  the  prelatea 
would  not  consent.  But  the  Members  of 
the  QoTemment,  one  alter  another,  ex- 
plicitly declared  that  it  was  not  their 
intention  to  follow  up  this  measure  by 
another  such  as  I  have  hinted  at;  that 
such  a  measure  might,  in  course  of  lime, 
follow  it,  but  that,  at  all  events,  the  mea. 
sure  (bey  introduced  was  a  measure  en- 
tirely by  itself.  Thus  it  is  obvious  ifaey 
have  raised  a  very  grest  clsmour  in  this 
country.  They  have  excited,  beyond  any 
immediate  clamour,  a  very  deep  feeling. 
If  they  do  not  mean  to  proceed  farther — 
if  they  have  not  some  measure  in  contenn- 
plation  for  another  Session — I  aav  they 
were  unwise  to  provoke  such  resistance. 
Now,  with  regard  to  the  other  measure  of 
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ncademicBl  educaiion,  it  happens  thfil,  on 
this  idbject,  bi  od  many  oihera,  aithougli 
Minister!  refused  to  liiieti  (o  (he  counsel 
or  this  House,  Ihej  did  take  coODiel  from 
others  out  of  doors,  and  answered  the  de- 
mands made  on  them  by  a  certain  portion 
of  the  people,  ■•  to  ■  question  in  wbiob 
the  latter  felt  nn  interest.  The  right  hon. 
OenlletDBn  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treasury, 
(old  us — what  I  was  very  sorry  to  hear,  on 
the  subject  of  Maynooth — that  his  object 
was  very  much  to  break  the  confederacy 
that  existed  in  Ireland  for  the  purpose  of 
promoting  Repeal,  and  to  divide  the  Ro- 
man Catholics,  by  proposing  the  Bill  as  a 
■Btisfaction  (o  one  portion  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  population.  Well,  (lien,  it  does 
appear  from  this  that  the  Repeal  Asiocia' 
tion  (as  was  justly  said  by  the  principal 
member  of  it)  was  the  chief  cause  of  the 
iaIroduGtion  of  this  musurei  that  it  was 
not  founded  on  juatice,  or  adopted  with 
the  view  of  affording  an  improved  educa- 
tion to  the  Roman  Catholie  priests,  but 
WBB  yielded  to  the  claraoui  of  the  Repeal 
AsiociatioD,  luppoiied  by  the  increasing 
multitudes  which  the  Association  col- 
lected. Well,  that  Bill,  in  its  course 
Ibrough  (his  House,  produced  a  great 
excitement  in  England,  and  that  excite- 
ment was  chiefly  caused  by  those  who  are 
opposed,  not  only  to  Maynootbi  but  to  all 
eccteiiailical  endowmenls  —  (hose  who 
maintain  that  we  are  here  to  regulate  se- 
Golar  questions  alone,  and  that  all  reli- 
gious instruction,  in  chapel  ot  school, 
should  be  given  on  the  principle  of  volun- 
tary support.  Such  being  (be  case,  ihe 
Ministers  introduced  their  next  measure 
on  that  principle  ;  and  all  (ha  arguments 
Stated  by  the  right  hon.  Secretary  of  Suie 
for  the  Home  Department  in  favour  of 
his  academical  measure,  were  arguments 
repeatedly  u^ed  by  some  Members  in 
this  House,  and  very  forcibly  maintained 
by  persons  out  of  (his  House,  ag8ins(  any 
State  support  of  religious  instruction  what- 
ever. But,  Bir,  above  all,  I  would  wish 
to  impress  on  the  House  that  these  mea- 
Bures  are  late  and  are  imperfect.  la  the 
first  pla(»,  I  maintain  they  are  late;  ^gd 
1  (hinlt  that  a  great  lesson  is  to  be  lGB„ed 
from  the  mode  in  which  the  party  ^. 
site,  in  Qovernment  and  in  opp.  pP" 
have  treated  the  claims  of  ihr  ^' 
Catholics  of  Ireland. 


not  mistaken,  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
Orattan  said,  more  than  once,  (hat 
if  the  Roman    Cuiholic   claims  were  al- 
lowed,   he   bad  BuiScient  authority  from 
he  prelates  to  state,  that  no  Roman  Ca- 
tholic bishop  would  be  appointed  to  whom 
the  Crown   objected.     That  would  have 
been  a  great  concession  to  the  Crown  of 
would  have  enabled 
the  Crown  to  refuse  its  sanction  to  the 
miaalion  of  any  prelate  likely  (o  use  his 
igious  authority  for  aedidous  agitation. 
That  offer  was  rejected,  and   (he   Roman 
Ca(holic  ckims  were  refused.     In  1825, 
ptoposiiioQ  was  made  by  a  noble 
Lord,  still  a  Member  of  this  House,  that 
should  be  made  by  law  for  Ihe 
Roman  Catholic  clergy  of  Ireland.     The 
Houie  agreed  to  that  Resolution;  but  (he 
Qovernment   of  the  day  refused   to  cun- 
cede  the  Roman  Catholic  claims,  and  that 
proposition  fell  to  the  ground.    If  you  bad 
agreed  in  1813,  or  in  the  other  years  tliat 
Mr.  QraKan  made  the    proposal  of  con- 
^ding  the  Roman  Catholic  claims,  jou 
Duld  have  had  (he  security  of  the  nomi. 
nation  by  the  Crown  of  (he  Roman  Ca- 
tholic  bishops.      If  you  had    agreed    to 
Emancipation  in  1825,  you  would  have  had 
the  security — and  a  great  one  I  consider 
it — of  an  endowment  of  (he  prieB[B  pro. 
vided  by  the  State,  they  no  longer  depend- 
ing OD  voluntary  support.     You  lost  the 
opportunity  for  these  measures.  You  grant- 
ed Roman  Catholic  Emancipation  at  kit, 
because   you  chose  it  as  the  alteroalive 
instead  of  civil  war.     You  did  not  found 
justice   and   large   policy,  but  you 
chose  it  as  ihe  least  of  two  great  evils. 
ich  wBiyour  want  of  foresight,  such  your 
providence   with    regani   to  the   past 
)»,  toith  respect  to  the  present— let  us 
look  10  another  measure  I  have  alreaity 
mentioned,  namely,   that    for  giving  the 
people  of  the  towns  of  Ireland  an  equality 
of  municipal  privileges  with  ihose  of  Eng- 
land.    In    1836,  it  will  be  remembered, 
the  King  of  (bis  country,  by  the  advice  of 
"    '  lied  that  he  hoped  Par- 

liament would  agree  to  the  reform  of  the 
municipal  corporations  of  Ireland,  founded 
on  the  same  principles  ub  the  measures 
adopled  as  to  England  and  Scotland.  For 
>  '  n  1^7  "^^  V^^^t  1  thought  the  assurance  so 
Sw^   '  I  general  that  it  would  be  adopted  by  the 


"y  J^h^ttl*'       \  *VK)\e  House.     1  was  disappointed;  for  I 

when  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  |^^.^.g<^' I  (ouad  l\ie  aWtngest  opposition  was  raised 

'    '     ~  I,  I  (,  V\\  Xf'    I  10  &  cttncetBionot  that  kind.    The  ques- 


Lord  of  the  IVeesury,  was,     ^ 
Henber  of  this   Hauie,  tad   ,%i\  F 
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to  &  csDcetBtDnollbat  kind,     the  ques- 
tion, t\ien,  nail  n^tbu  ot  not  you  would 
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grant  equal  riglils  lo  Ireland  :  and  let 
ihou  vrho  have  aitended  for  ihe  lait  tiro 
yeara  to  the  speechei  of  Mr.  O'Coonell, 
hear  the  language  which  he  then  ujed,  if 
Parliament  wat  readjr  to  grant  termi  of 
equality  to  hit  countrj.     Mr.  O'Ci 

BBid  — 

"  He  had  met  congie^led  thoannds  in 
Ireland,  and  aakid  theai,  woold  Ihey  give  ap 
Repeal  if  he  could  getjiulice?  He  was  met 
by  a  uaaninous  about,  '  Get  us  jusiiee  from 
^gland,  and  nerer  think  of  Repeal  moie.' 
He  came  with  Ihal  aDDouDcement  to  the  Briliih 
Legislature.  He  announced  it  nilb  no  afiec- 
talion  of  humility — he  did  noi  repreient  any 
town,  city,  or  borough — be  represented  mil- 
lioDB,  and  had  the  confidence  of  millions.  Do 
justice  to  Ireland,  and  England  had  nolbina  to 
apprehend  from  the  further  agitation  of  Re- 
peal, nothing  to  apprebeiid  from  Ireland,  but 
ereiything  to  hope.  Henceforth  separation 
was  at  an  end.  Do  Ibem  justice,  and  they 
vere  ready  to  become  a  party  to  the  Empire. 
Refoie  it  at  your  peril." 
At  a  tubiequeDt  part  of  bit  speech  he 
•aid — 

"Whatifasittbat  thelri»h  people  wanted  * 
Simply  lo  become  a  part  of  England.  True, 
they  had  lighed  and  struggled  lo  procure  a 
domeilic  legislalura,  and  perhaps  lo  that  ob- 
ject might  be  still  directed  the  upiralioos  of 
bis  own  bean;  But  he  and  they  were  ready  to 
gire  it  up.  He  called  upon  the  House  to 
wilneM  that  they  were  ready  to  abandon  the 
Repeal  for  ever  upon  one  condition,  and  one 
only — that  of  being  placed  upon  perfect  equal- 
ity with  England  and  Scotland.'' 
He  then  aaid,  if  that  were  not  agreed  to, 
they  were  resolved  to  do  justice  to  them- 
•elvea.  Now,  jatt  consider  what  would 
hare  been  your  position  had  you  agreed 
to  those  terms,  and  said,  "  We  give  you 
perfect  equaJily,  we  will  close  with  your 
propotal,  we  will  give  you  what  Mr.  Pitt 
declared  yon  should  have  and  bad  a  right 
to."  Would  you  not  have  placed  a  great 
bar  in  the  way  of  the  further  agitation  of 
Repeal}  Could  Mr.  O'Gonnell,  after  you 
bad  complied  with  these  conditions,  fairly 
agaia  have  raised  that  cry,  which  has  in- 
flamed millioDt,  for  a  Repeal  of  the  Union, 
and  a  aeparate  legislature  for  Ireland?  But, 
Sir,  hon.  Gentleraen  opposite  were  again 
late.  Not  this  House,  but  the  House  of 
Lords,  in  which  their  party  had  a  majority, 
refuted  that  measure,  and  others,  which 
would  tend  lo  place  the  people  of  Ireland 
on  an  equality  with  the  people  of  England, 
Well  then.  Sir,  I  aak,  (having  refused 
I  for  the  selllement  of  the  eccJi 
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siastical  question  in  1825,  and  Pari ia meat 


1836  refused  civil  eqaali1y,J  do 
we  find  now,  when  Ministers  are  wilting 
to  propose,  so  far  as  political  rigbia  are 
concerned,  perfect  equality,  tbe  same 
antwer  as  to  a  readineu  to  give  up  Repeal, 
which  1  have  already  read  to  youT  Do  we 
hear  it  now  said,  "  Give  as  equal  privi- 
leges, and  Repeal  is  at  an  end  V'  Not  m 
word  of  the  kind.  They  tell  us  that  no 
measures  you  can  propose  will  hare  th« 
effect  of  inducing  them  to  give  up  the  de- 
mand for  Repeal.  Without  imputing  to 
those  opposite  any  improper  motive*  for 
their  conduct  in  183G,  I  must  say  it  was 
most  shortsighted  and  lalallj  wantini;  in 
wisdom,  and  that  if  the  conciliation  nf  Ire- 
land is  not  effected,  it  is  to  be  attributed  to 
the  delay  and  the  refusal  ao  long  persisted 
in,  to  remedy  the  eviti  of  which  Ireland 
complained.  Next,  Sir,  with  regard  to  the 
ecclesiastical  question.  You  refused  the 
compromise  proposed  by  the  Appropriation 
Clause.  You  now  bear  the  Church  Ques- 
tion discussed  as  at  tbe  bottom  of  tbe 
evils  of  Ireland,  by  those  who  have  con- 
sidered the  question  of  Irish  Government 
on  one  side  oi  the  other.  Many  Gentle, 
roeo,  not  connected  with  party,  have  dis- 
cussed this  questbo,  I  have  mentioned 
the  able  author  of  **  Ireland,  Past  and 
Present,"  on  tbe  one  hand  ;  and  on  the 
other,  amongst  the  opponents  to  May- 
nooih,  I  may  name  tbe  distinguiahed  au- 
thor of  one  of  the  pamphlets  recently 
published,  the  Rev.  Baptist  Noel;  they 
both  agree  that  it  it  most  unjust  to  re- 
fuse Ireland  equality.  One  party  saya  the 
way  to  effect  that  object  is  to  endow  tbe 
Roman  Catholic  Church,  and  to  place 
it  on  equal  term*  with  the  present  Es- 
tablishment. Mr.  Baptist  Noel  says, 
and  those  '  who  think  with  him  aay, 
they  would  never  consent  to  sucb  ao  en- 
dowment, and  that  it  would  not  only  be 
unwise,  but  a  violation  of  what  is  due  lo 
Ihe  conscieolious  ceovictioo  of  Protest- 
ants.  What  he  propbies  is  the  total  abo- 
lition of  tbe  present  Church  Establishment 
of  Ireland.  Now,  depend  on  it,  that  Gch 
verament,  however  constituted,  will  be 
forced  sooner  or  later  to  adopt  one  of 
Iheae  alternatives.  It  ia  impossible  that 
they  can  refraia  altogether  from  a  settle- 
ment of  the  question  in  one  way  or  the 
other.  There  are  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  both,  I  have  staled  in  the  Hoaac  before 
now  on  what  general  principle  I  thoald 
act.  If  I  were  to  attempt  to  carry  into 
effect  (hat  Tiew,  I  know  i  sbonld  eicite 
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gnat  oppoihion  amongst  a  coniiderable 
party  in  EogUod.  If  jou  altempted  tbe 
detlruction  or  tbe  CburcU  of  Ireland,  you 
are  aware  of  ihe  diificuliiea  jou  would  be 
met  with,  ibe  feeliugi  you  would  have  to 
■hock,  and  the  principle!  lo  which  you 
would  have  to  run  counter.  But  e*ery 
man  who  has  looked  at  all  inpartially  at 
the  subject  of  Ireland,  every  Englishman 
who  bai  looked  to  the  settlement  of  the 
Irish  question,  his  agreed  in  this — that 
either  on  the  one  principle  or  on  the 
other,  the  future  policy  of  the  country 
must  be  conducted.  It  is  for  these  rea* 
sons,  1  say,  that  the  Goverument,  in 
bringing  this  question  before  us  in  a  partial 
way— 4n  submitting  one  meaaura  of  an 
excellent  description,  and  to  which  i  gave 
my  best  support,  and  another  measure  of 
a  doubtrol  cbaracler — ought  to  have  been 
prepared  with  ulterior  measures,  and  that 
if  they  thought  it  right  to  go  no  farther 
in  the  present  Session,  they  should  not  be 
unprepared  with  a  remedy  \a  a  future 
Session  1  for,  depend  on  il,  unless  you 
deiermitie  to  letlle  this  great  question,  the 
mind  of  Ireland  will  continue  to  be  agi- 
Uted.  And  how  will  it  be  agitated  7  We 
bad  formerly  great  parties  diuoniented 
with  the  Governmenl.  In  1834,  there 
was  a  great  meeting  at  Hillsborough  to 
declare  their  diisatisfactioQ  with  the  exist- 
ing OovernmeDt.  Great  numbers  ofPro- 
Icttaiila  declared  their  diiS'i'i<raciiuii  wuh 
the  Governmenti  of  Lords  Norm  in  by  and 
Fortescue.  During  the  present  Govern- 
ment  millions  have  auembled,  and  with 
the  greatest  enthusiasm  in  their  cause, 
declared  their  adherence  to  the  opinions 
of  the  Repeal  Association,  and  cheered 
with  shouts  of  delight  any  taunt  or  inrec- 
tive,  not  only  against  the  Uofernment, 
but  againat  the  people  of  England.  But 
we  have  now  arrived  at  this  result,  that 
neither  the  one  party  not  the  other  are 
content.  While  we  have  assemblages  on 
the  one  side  presided  over  by  Mr.  O'Con- 
nell,  we  are  threatened  on  the  other  with 
immense  Protestant  meetings,  to  declare 
their  d  mat  is  fact  ion  and  discontent  with 
the  present  state  of  things.  Let  the  Go- 
vernment rely  upon  it,  it  will  not  do  to 
allow  this  general  discontent  to  continuo. 
It  is  not  only  disgraceful  to  them  as  a 
Government — it  puts  in  peril  the  whole 
United  Kingdom.  Let  them  recollect  that 
Ihe  phrase  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
when  he  spoke  of  sending  a  metuge  of 
peace  to  Ireland,  was  no  idle  phrase ;  that 
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the  force  of  ditcontenl  will  not  be  allayed, 
until  you  take  some  large  principle,  until 
you  act  upon  it  consisieaily,  and  declare 
that  to  that  principle  you  are  determined  to 
adhere,  and  that  whether  it  goes  to  di- 
minish the  Established  Church,  or  to  raiie 
up  the  Roman  Catholic  body,  you  are 
resolved  to  do  what  is  just,  and  will  take 
all  tbe  consequences  that  shall  follow,  iij 
advice  in  this  House  was,  that  first  you 
should  take  all  the  civil  and  political 
questions— [hat  before  you  attempted  to 
settle  the  religious  questions,  you  should 
give  civil  aud  political  equality  lo  the 
Irish.  My  advice  was  not  tsken  ;  the 
question  of  civil  and  political  equality  haa 
been  this  Session  entirely  postponed,  aud 
other  minor  mea&ureshave  been  introduced; 
but  still  I  think  that  would  be  the  right 
course,  and  that  you  cannot  expect  the 
Koman  Catholic  prelates  to  be  ready  to 
enter  inioany  arrangement  before  they  arc 
enabled  to  say,  "  We  are  not  betraying 
any  right  of  our  lay  fellow  countrymen — 
they  have  every  right  that  Englishmen 
have,  and  we  are  now  only  treating  with 
respect  to  a  subject  in  which  we  have  no 
separate  interest  from  tbe  rest  of  oar 
countrymen."  Thu,  therefore,  is  thecon- 
clusioo  which  1  draw  from  your  measuiet 
with  respect  to  Ireland.  You  have  done 
well  in  abandoning  all  your  former  decla- 
rations— you  have  done  well  in  withdraw- 
ing your  opposition  to  measures  which  yon 
formerly  denounced  and  frustrated — but 
ia  not  adopticg  some  clear  and  large  line 
of  policy,  youi  course  has  been  defective, 
and  It  is  well  worth  your  while  to  consider 
in  what  manner  you  can  amend  those 
errors.  I  need  not  allude  to  various  mea- 
sures  particularized  in  the  Queen's  Speech, 
which  have  not  been  introduced.  There 
i)  that  measure,  with  regard  to  which  the 
Queen  declared  that  it  would  be  highly 
graiifying  to  Her  if  we  would  legislate — 
uainely,  that  which  was  framed  with  the 
view  of  promoting  the  health  and  comfort 
of  the  poorer  classes  of  Her  subjects.  On 
that  important  subject  legislation  has  not 
been  carried  into  effect ;  and,  indeed, 
hardly  a  single  stage  of  any  measure  on 
tbe  subject  has  been  moved.  But  1  come 
to  another  subject,  with  respect  to  which 
I  must  likewise  say  that  there  is  a  good 
deal  that  is  gratifying,  while  there  ia  still 
much  remaining  to  disappoint  the  eipec- 
tatloni  that  may  have  been  formed.  I 
allude  to  the  measures  that  were  proposed 
10  us  by  the  Queen's  Government,  in  con- 
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■eqnenee  of  the  Speech  Trom  the  Throne, 
with  retpect  (o  the  finances  and  trade  of 
the  CDDDtry.  I  was  not  one  of  those  who 
thought  that  an  iacome  lax  wai  rendered 
neccMary  by  the  deficiency  of  the  Revenue 
to  meet  the  public  cipenMi.  But  thii  I 
wai  always  ready  to  soy,  from  the  com* 
mencement,  end  I  am  more  persuaded  of 
it  this  year,  ibat  if  aa  income  tax  was  to  be 
imposed,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  took  a 
vise  and  comprehensive  view  of  the  in- 
leresii  of  the  Slate,  when  he  combined 
the  impoiition  of  an  income  tax  with 
measures  to  relieve  ihe  industrious  classes 
from  many  of  the  taxes  which  pressed  most 
heavily  upon  them,  and  liberate  irsde  from 
many  of  its  Teilrictiont.  With  respect  to 
this  subject,  certainly,  ihe  GoveramenI 
have  more  than  fulfilled  any  expectations 
that  we  on  this  side  could  have  formed. 
They  have  not  fulfilled  the  espeeiationi 
of  those  who  thought  they  csme  in  as 
a  Government  pledged  to  the  mainte- 
nance of  protection  to  native  agriculture 
and  industry  ;  all  thoie  expectations  of  a 
grent  body  of  their  supporters  have  been 
entirely  diiappointed.  They  have,  on 
the  contrary,  clearly  declared  their  adhe- 
rence to  those  sound  principles  which  all 
the  greatest  writers  on  those  subjects  have 
propounded,  and  which  the  greatest  prac- 
tical elateamen  who  have  atleaded  to  them 
have  acted  upon.  So  far,  therefore,  at 
their  meaaures  and  declarations  go  on 
some  of  these  snbjecti,  I  think  they  have 
been  benefactors  to  ihe  country.  But 
there  are  three  subjecta  on  which  the  Go- 
vernment of  1B41  proposed  to  legislate, 
upon  which  their  legislation  fntli  far  short 
not  only  ofcompletely  free  trade,  but  even 
of  that  system  of  approach  to  free  trade, 
by  reduction  or  duties,  of  which  Mr.  Hus- 
kisson  was  the  advocate.  With  respect 
to  timber,  for  instance,  ihey  have  left  the 
great  differential  duties  of  25i.  on  foreign 
timber,  and  1$,  on  colonial.  With  respect 
to  another  article,  that  of  sugar,  they  have 
adhered  most  unforiunaiely  to  the  Reso- 
lution of  1841,  and  have  kept  un  a  prohi- 
bitory duly  Bgaintt  the  produce  of  certain 
foreign  nations.  Sir,  we  have  urged  that 
subject  over  and  over  again  ;  but  facts 
much  stronger  than  an*  arguments  we  can 
use,  have  since  confirmed  our  views  upon 
this  subject.  We  have  had  tills  year  a 
proposition  by  Spain  to  carry  into  effect 
Ihe  Treaty  of  Oirecht,  made  in  1713.  The 
right  hon.  Oentlemtn  the  Member  for 
Newark,  argued  for  two  hours  and  a  half 


to  show  that  that  Treaty  wai  not  in  force. 
The  greater  part  of  his  argument,  I  think, 
was  founded  on  points  which  had  nothing 
to  do  with  the  demand  of  the  Spanish 
Minister — on  which  the  Spanish  Miolstei 
did  not  rest  any  part  of  his  case,  or  upon 
facts  which,  if  rightly  looked  intv  and 
examined,  did  not  bear  out  his  concl*. 
sions.  But  even  supposing  tb&l  all  his 
conclusions  had  been  right,  and  that  the 
proposal  of  Spain  m  iruih  amounted  to 
this—"  We  offer  to  make  a  Treaty  now 
which  shall  be  similar  to  that  which  we 
think  WIS  concluded  between  the  two  na- 
tions in  1713;" — 1  say  all  the  dictates  of 
wisdom  should  have  indnced  you  immedi- 
Blely  to  close  with  ihat  offer.  Yon  should 
have  said,  "  We  will  not  argne  wiih 
you.  We  will  not  go  back  to  what  James 
II.  did  in  violation  of  hia  faith  on  this 
subject,  as  he  violated  his  faith  upon 
every  other.  We  wdl  not  go  back  to  what 
we  did  in  the  last  century,  or  attempt  to 
show  that  one  party  or  the  other  did  not 
conform  to  the  letter  of  the  Treaty;  but 
we  will  form  a  convention  now  in  plain, 
clear,  terms,  similar  to  those  stipulations 
we  have  with  many  other  Powers  of  Eu- 
rope, by  which  we  shall  agree  that  Spain 
and  England  shall  treat  each  other  cona- 
mercially  on  the  footiae  of  the  most  fa- 
voured nation*."  I  think  that  is  tha  only 
sort  of  commercial  Treaty  that  is  eligible 
—I  do  not  allude,  of  course,  to  tbe  Trea- 
ties of  navigation— the  only  one  that  is 
worth  having  with  any  foreign  nation — 
that  you  should  not  have  differential  du- 
ties imposed  against  your  produce  in  com- 
parison with  any  foreign  nation.  1  am 
persuaded,  if  you  have  those  terms,  you 
need  not  be  afraid  of  entering  into  com- 
petition on  an  equal  footing  with  any  of 
the  foreign  nations  which  may  be  your 
rivals.  But  your  wretched  policy  of 
1841,  of  placing  a  moral  tariff  on  sugar, 
drives  you  to  find  every  sort  of  far-fetched 
and  fine-spun  argument,  by  which  you 
may  defeat  advantageous  proposals  similar 
to  tlidt  of  Spain,  and  injure  the  best  in- 
terests of  the  country.  And  how  stands 
Ihe  case  as  to  Braxil?  The  riglii  hon. 
Gentleman  has  not  heard  officially  of  tbe 
propoBsl  to  lay  on  20  per  cent,  of  the 
duiieton  foreign  produce  additionally,  as 
against  English  produce  and  manufac- 
tures. At  the  same  time,  the  merchants 
have  nn  entire  belief  that  such  is  the  inten- 
tion, and  that  there  is  an  ordinance  pre- 
pared, if  not  issued,  to  impose  thoae  ad- 
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ditiooal  duliei  on  tiit  produce  of  England. 
Be  that  ai  it  may,  however,  it  i«  clear 
that  on  the  inbject  or  lagar,  tlien,  you 
have  not  carried  into  effect  anvtbing  like 
a  lyatem  of  Tree  trade.  You  preserve  a 
duty,  Biowedly  prohibitory,  for  the  mke, 
as  yon  lay,  of  discouraging  the  Slave 
Trade,  and  distinguishing  the  coniiump- 
tion  of  siave-grown  produce,  but  which,  I 
believe,  has  not  in  the  least  degree  that 
effect.  That  determination  put*  yon  on  a 
fooling  of  commercial  enmity  with  Spain 
and  Brazil,  injuring  the  sale  of  the  ma- 
nufactures of  this  country,  and  endea- 
vouring to  carry  into  effect  a  prohibition 
which,  I  lliink,  it  is  quite  plain  that  in  the 
end  any  statesman  having  the  conduct  o( 
aff'airs  of  this  country  will  finti  to  be  boih 
unwise  and  impracticable.  Thus,  both  on 
timber  and  sugar,  you  retain  large  diffe- 
rential duties.  What  have  you  done  as 
to  corn?  With  respect  to  corn,  likewise, 
it  was  supposed  that  Die  Gentlemen  op- 
poiile,  having  resisted  In  a  body  the  Mo- 
tion to  go  into  a  Committee  on  the  Corn 
Laws  in  1839  and  1840,  were  strongly  in 
favour  of  proieclive  duiiss,  end  even  of 
the  special  law  of  1828,  as  aff'ecting  the 
importation  of  corn.  Yet  although  nine- 
lenths  of  the  country  were  persuaded  ihet 
(hat  was  the  inieotiun  of  the  party  oppo- 
site, iheir  words  at  least  have  been  very 
much  better  than  were  their  then  profes- 
sions. After  the  elections  of  1B4I  had 
been  finished— after  the  adherents  of  the 
present  Ministry  had  t>een  chosen,  eithi 
without  a  contest  or  by  triumphant  maji 
rities,  in  order  to  support  a  new  Goveri 
ment,  which  the  farmnis  and  the  agriau 
lural  interest  believed  would  firmly  stand 
by  the  Act  of  1828— a  new  law  has  been 
introduced,  lesser  resirictions  have  I 
imposed  on  the  importation  of  corn, 
their  course  in  thi*  res|>ect  has  been 
altered.  It  has  not  only  been  altered 
respect  to  the  letter  of  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment; the  security  of  protection  has  been 
shaken  hy  the  Inngua^'e  which  has  been 
held  by  the  Mimiiers  of  the  Crown.  Thi 
have  held  language  quite  incunsistent  wii 
the  inaiatenan'ce  of  their  own  Act,  ai 
the  assurancea  then  given  to  the  agricu 
tural  interest  of  the  maintenance  of  the 
taws  have  been  like  the  sliding  scale  itself; 
as  the  duly  sinks  from  20i.  to  It.  so  have 
these  assurances  become— 

"  Small  by  degrees,  and  beautifulij  less." 
So  thai  in  (he  present  year  there  is  far 


less  seourlly  for  the  maintenance  of  tbe 
Corn  Laws,  than  there  has  been  in  any 
previous  year.  We  hud  a  confession  from 
the  Secretary  of  Slate  for  the  Home  De- 
partment that  the  sliding  scale  by  itself 
would  cause  considerable  evils,  and  (hat  it 
was  necessary  to  prop  it  up  by  a  iixed  duty 
levied  upon  some  pan  of  the  corn  that 
would  come  in  ;  and  that  as  corn  from 
Canada  might  be  obtained  under  a  fixed 
duty  in  May,  June,  or  July,  when  the 
n  the  Continent  was  kept  back 
waiting  for  a  diminution  of  the  doty,  it 
was  necessary  to  have  a  Canada  Corn 
Act,  in  order  to  make  the  sliding  tcale 
bearable.  Now,  this  is  a  confession  of 
the  total  imperfection  of  the  sliding  scale 
— this  is  B  confession  that  the  sliding  scale 
by  itself  would  not  answer  its  purpose, 
and  that  you  are  obliged  to  prop  it  up  by 
the  Canada  Corn  Act,  framed  on  s  prin- 
ciple totally  diff'erent.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  l^rd  of  the  Treasury 
took  away  another  argument  for  the 
sliding  scale,  on  which  the  advocates  of 
proltction  have  always  relied  namely, 
that  the  labouring  claaaes  would  be  losers 
by  the  admission  of  foreign  corn  ;  because 
when  bread  wns  chesp,  the  wages  of 
labour  would  be  very  much  diminished. 
Tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman  declared  hia 
belief  was,  that  such  would  not  be  the 
case,  and  ibst  the  low  price  of  bread  end 
provisions  was  an  advantage  to  the  la- 
bouring classes.  That  which  he  thus 
stated  to  be  his  belief,  was  proved  in  detail 
by  the  right  bon.  Gentleman  who  sits 
near  him,  who  showed  that  during  tbe 
years  of  cheap  corn  you  had  not  only  had 
more  comforts  and  belter  wages  for  tbe 
labouring  classes,  but  you  had,  in  conse- 
quence, less  crime  and  diminished  immo- 
rality. It  is  obvious,  the  case  of  the  pre- 
sent Corn  Law  is  greatly  wealcened  by 
these  admission*;  but  let  us  look  to  the 
foundation  on  which  it  has  now  to  rest. 
Can  any  one  have  heard  what  has  been 
pftssing  wiihin  the  last  ten  days  without 
feelin;;  the  misery  of  an  uncertain  law  for 
the  import  of  corn?  Can  any  body  feel 
that  there  is  a  doubt  whether  the  next 
fortnight  will  bring  us  a  tolerably  good 
harvest,  or  one  miserably  deBcient,  and 
not  wish  that  the  labouring  classes  of  this 
country  should  be  provided  with  food  from 
all  quarters  from  which  it  can  be  ob- 
tained? I  maintain  that  it  is  the  duty  of 
this  House  to  provide  for  such  a  contin- 
gepcy;  but  what  is  it  you  da?  I  admit 
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Ihat,  whether  joa  have  a  imall  &ied  dut; 
or  a  completelj  free  Itade  Id  corn,  it  niuit 
alwaji  be  matter  of  deep  enxtely  whether 
the  harreit  ahoald  lurn  out  to  be  favour- 
able  or  unraTOurable,  I'hat  if  there  were 
now  at  ihii  pretent  moment  a  completely 
free  trade  ia  com,  and  you  were  in  doubt 
whether  (be  barveit  would  turn  out  an 
abuudant  or  a  verj  jhorl  one,  it  would  be 
impoiiible  there  should  not  be  a  very  con- 
aiderable  amount  of  speculation  ;  it  would 
be  impoHible  (here  should  not  be  a  riie  in 
tlie  price  of  coro,  and  fluctuation!  ia  the 
price  to  a  considerable  extent,  dangerous 
with  respect  to  the  currency  as  well  as  the 
■ustenaoce  and  welfare  of  the  people. 
That  I  admit ;  but  then  that  is  a  conse- 
quence for  which  the  Legislature  would 
not  be  responsible.  I  tnaintain,  if  you 
had  eiUier  a  fixed  duty  or  s  free  trade, 
you  would  be  sure  of  such  supplies  coming 
in  as  could  be  obtained.  I  think  a  6xed 
duly  in  such  a  case  would  only  diminish 
the  price  at  which  the  merchant  abroad 
would  sell  the  corn.  But  at  all  events, 
according  to  such  a  system,  your  legisla- 
tioa  would  be  certain  and  uniform.  There 
would  he  no  doubt  uor  coatingency  as  to 
the  duty  at  which  the  corn  would  be  ad- 
mitted ;  but  as  the  matter  at  present 
stands,  there  beinfc  the  uncertainty  of  the 
seasons,  there  being  the  uncertainly  of 
foreign  supplies,  you  superadd,  by  your 
legi^Btive  wisdom,  the  aitiBcia!  uncer- 
tainty whether  a  few  weeks  hence  the 
duty  will  be  20s.  or  la.  You  thereby 
double  the  amount  of  speculation — you 
double  the  hazard  to  which  the  people  of 
this  country  are  exposed — you  double  the 
gambling  in  this  article  of  necessary  sus- 
tenance for  bnman  life.  Then,  Sir,  is  it 
wise  to  continue  such  a  law— it  is  wise  for 
a  Ministry,  who  profeu  free  trade,  for  a 
Prime  Minister  who  makes  it  his  boast 
that  he  has  done  more  for  free  trade  than 
any  other  Minister  for  a  very  long  period 
of  years  —  it  is  wise  for  him  to  real 
upon  a  law  which  he  must  own  to  be  so 
defective  with  respect,  not  only  to  all  the 
principles  of  political  economy,  but  all 
the  other  principles  on  which  commercial 
transactions  are  usually  based  7— and  then, 
to  add  to  this  uncertainty,  we  have  Gen. 
tiemen  continually  avowing  that  they  do 
not  think  the  law  will  be  permanent.  We 
had  only  the  other  day  a  gentleman  (Mr. 
Sotheron,  North  Wiltshire),  who  has  been 
always  a  constant  supporter,  not  only  of 
the  presi:nt  Ministry  generally,  but  espe- 


cially of  their  policy  as  to  the  Coro  Law 
and  the  sliding  scale,  avowing  publicly 
that  be  did  not  think  this  law  would  last, 
and  that  two  years  would  probably  see  iba 
end  of  iL  Why,  when  people  hear  that 
language  used  by  a  supporter  of  the  Go- 
veroment,  not  one  of  those  ultra-pio- 
teclionists  opposed  to  the  right  hon.  Ba- 
ronet, who  might  in  a  moment  of  discon- 
tent say,  that  be  did  not  believe  the  Mi- 
nister would  support  the  Corn  Laws,  bat 
one  of  their  steady  supporters,  what  can 
the  farmers  think  but  that  it  ii  a  settled 
point  thst  this  law  shall  be  abandoned  ? 
Well,  then,  I  say,  if  it  is  to  be  abandoned, 
do  not  leave  the  country  id  this  miserable 
nncertaioty.  Begin  your  next  Session 
sooi),  begin  it  early,  and  begin  it  with  a 
reconsideration  of  the  Corn  Laws.  The 
farmers  themselves  must  feel,  even  if  they 
desire  tohavealarge  protectionagaiDstthe 
admission  of  foreign  corn,  and  to  have 
high  prices  kept  up,  that  it  is  anything 
hut  desirable  lo  have  to  treat  with  their 
landlords  on  the  supposition  that  there  ia 
to  be  such  a  law,  and  then  to  6ad  two 
years  Bflerwards  .that  there  is  do  longer 
any  such  system,  and  that  the  whole  it 
swept  away.  However  much  your  pto- 
ceedings  may  suit  the  political  interests 
of  parlies,  it  can  never  suit  the  interctia 
of  the  farmers.  They  cannot  but  wish  to 
have  something  certain ;  and  I  am  quite 
satiiGed  the  roost  enlightened  of  them 
would,  much  rather  even  see  any  evila  that 
might  fall  on  the  country,  by  the  sudden 
adoption  of  the  measure  proposed  by  my 
hon.  Friend  behind  me,  the  Member  for 
Wolverhampton,  than  be  kept  in  this 
state  of  uncertainty,  having  doctrines 
preached  to  them  that  go  to  the  destruc- 
tion of  the  present  system  of  Corn  Laws, 
and  yet  have  the  Corn  Law  kept  up,  aa 
an  apparent  protection,  without  any  secu- 
rity thst  it  may  last  another  year.  I  con- 
tend, therefore,  that  while  you  have  done 
much  to  make  an  approach  to  a  system 
of  free  trade,  still  on  the  great  articles  of 
consumption,  timber, sugar,  sod, above  ail, 
corn,  you  are  keeping  up  restrictions  con- 
trary to  every  sound  principle,  and  which 
it  is  impossible,  if  you  believe  your  own 
theories,  that  you  can  mean  to  uphold. 
At  this  very  moment,  with  respect  lo  corn, 
the  stock  for  the  supply  of  the  country  is 
unusually  small:  I  shall  move,  iherefore, 
for  an  accouDt  of  the  quantity  that  is  now 
in  bond— it  is  unusually  small  in  conse- 
quence of  your  own  law.     And  lei  it  not 
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b«  rorgotten,  when  Gentlemen  refer,  ki  I 
have  seen  them  lomelimes  do,  with  gieat 
Mtiiraction,  to  the  failare  of  speruUtioni 
in  the  foreign  corn  trade,  that  the  coqk- 
quencea  of  a  failnre  in  thoie  apeculitiona 
■re  very  often  itijurioua  not  onlj  to  thoie 
immediately  engaged  in  them,  but  to  the 
whole  country,  mannfaclaren,  commercial 
men,  and  agriculturiita;  that  the  indli- 
poaition  to  get  together  a  lupply,  and  lay 
up  a  store  of  corn  on  which  the  country 
ean  rely  in  caie  of  a  ludden  failure  of  the 
harvest,  is  a  natiooal  misforlunei  that  a 
law  that  tends  to  make  the  trade  gambling 
and  uncertain,  is  a  loss  lo  the  agricultural 
interest  as  well  as  to  all  others,  and  that 
no  lav  based  upon  such  principles  can  be 
for  the  present  or  permanent  advantage  of 
the  country.  Sir,  there  is  another  subject 
upon  which  I  wish  to  touch,  ai  connected 
with  the  present  Session,  although  no 
practical  measures  bava  been  introduced 
with  regard  to  it ;  because  it  fulfils  two 
conditions  which  I  have  showed  to  be  ap- 
plicable to  oiher  subjecrs— (hat  the  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  have  taken  a  very  different 
lone  froni  that  which  they  formerly  took, 
■ad  thereCore  great  progress  has  been 
made  in  liberality,  while,  at  tbe  same 
lime,  much  remains  to  be  done.  I  confess 
that  when  1  held  office  there  were  two 
Biibjects  thai  gave  me  peculiar  solicitude, 
and  upon  which  1  was  aaxious  lo  carry 
some  measures  that  might  be  of  permanent 
advantage  to  tbe  country.  One  subject 
was  that  of  Ireland,  upon  which,  imme> 
diately  after  the  Reform  Act  passed,  1 
looked  as  one  on  which  legislation  might 
now  take  a  better  course,  and  provide  for 
the  liappiuess  of  the  people  of  that  coun- 
try. The  other  was  the  subject  of  educa- 
tion in  England.  I  will  not  allude  lo  any 
particular  county,  seeing  an  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  who  waa  very  much  discomposed 
by  a  quotation  which  1  made  from  the 
Gaol  Reports  with  respect  to  his  own 
county  :  but  I  will  allude  generally  to  Ihe 
fact  which  appears  by  all  the  Gaol  Re- 
ports, that  there  is  a  great  proportion  of 
the  humbler  classes  of  the  people  of  this 
country  to  whom,  in  early  youth,  no  in- 
struction is  imparted  in  the  simplest  rudi- 
ments oF  religion  :  that  the  name  of  God, 
tbe  name  of  Jesus  Christ  even,  are  un- 
known to  them  from  their  youth  ;  that  no 
instru[:lion  is  afforded  lo  them  by  which 
they  may  guide  their  path  through  life,  or 
may  look  lo  happiness  hereafter ;  that  the 
firvt  information  they  receive  upoti  these 
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anbjects  is  when  they  are  sent  to  ft  gaol  to 
satisfy  the  justice  of  the  laws  which  they 
have  infringed,  and  when  ihey  meet  for 
the  Grsi  lime,  in  the  person  oF  the  chaplain 
of  the  prison,  with  a  religions  instructor, 
who  opens  their  minds  lo  the  divine  truths 
of  the  Christian  Revelation,  and  who 
poititB  out  lo  tbem  the  religious  and  moral 
duties  which  they  ought  to  have  performed, 
but  of  which  they  have  never  been  aware. 
I  have  always  considered  this,  so  long  a> 
it  has  been  brought  before  me,  as  a  most 
melancholy  fact,  which,  professing  as  we 
do  that  ours  is  a  Christian  country,  is 
disgraceful  to  ourselves,  its  legislators. 
On  looking  at  all  the  later  Returns,  I  find 
but  a  conSrmation  of  that  which  I  ob- 
served many  years  ago.  I  was  once  struck 
by  the  case  of  a  boy  who  was  imprisoned 
for  ensnaring  a  hare ;  the  chaplain  had 
examined  him  to  know  what  his  religious 
instruction  was ;  he  had  received  none 
whatever;  he  had  never  heard  the  name 
of  Almighty  God,  and  had  never  gone  to 
a  church,  having  been  employed  during 
Sundays  hy  the  farmer  for  whom  he 
worked,  along  with  Iheother  farm  servants, 
in  cleaning  the  horses  in  the  stsble.  [ 
find,  looking  at  some  of  the  later  Reporla 
made  by  order  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite,  ihat  a  cleigyman  in  one  of 
the  western  counties  stsied,  it  was  their 
custom  that  boys  employed  by  farmera 
were  not  sent  to  school,  but  were  kept  in 
the  stables  on  Sundays;  and,  therefore, 
were  neither  taught  to  read  the  Bible  nor 
had  any  opportunity  of  attending  the  in- 
structions of  a  clergyman,  and  the  per- 
formance of  divine  service.  It  appeared 
to  me,  Sir,  lhat  we  ought  to  make  some 
further  effort  for  the  reduction  of  this 
amount  of  lamentable  ignorance,  and  for 
the  improvement  of  those  unhappy  sub- 
jects of  our  laws,  before  they  become  the 
inmates  of  a  prison.  It  appeared  to  Ihe 
late  Government  that  we  could  do  nothing 
more  useful  than  to  establish  a  Committee 
of  Privy  Council,  which  should  superin. 
tead  generally  the  distribution  of  grants 
of  the  public  money  intended  to  promote 
education,  and  which  should  likewise  have 
the  contiol  of  a  normal  school  that  waa 
then  proposed  to  he  founded.  Great  ob- 
jections were  popularly  stated  to  this 
norma)  school,  chiefly,  1  believe,  because 
the  Roman  Catholic  children  were  lo  be 
allowed  to  read  the  Bible  in  their  own 
version,  and  thai  part  of  ihK  scheme  was 
abandoned  in  the  hope  lhat  the  remainder 
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might  be  KtcceHCalljF  carried  into  effect. 
But  I  never  knew  more  fierce  infectiTei, 
more  virulent  attack*,  than  were  directed 
a^init  the  Gorernmeot  of  ihat  day,  for 
the  attempt  which  they  thus  humbly  made 
(o  diminlih  the  existing  appalling  amount 
of  ignorance.  When  we  aaid  there  were 
numben  of  the  humbler  claues  who  were 
deplorably  ignorant,  who  had  no  know- 
led  georreltgion,  we  wera  told  of  the  dangen 
of  Popery,  of  Socinianiim,  of  latiludins- 
lianiim.  The  country  wat  excited  to  op- 
potition.  ["  Hear!"]  Several  of  the 
Gentlemen  opposite  who  call  "  hear," 
as  I  have  slid,  indulged  in  mor< 
language  than  if  we  had  been  attempting 
to  destroy  the  Constitution,  or  subvert  ihi 
religion  of  the  country,  The  rtitht  hon 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Treaiury, 
ipoke,  as  usual,  with  more  tnoderalioo  am' 
temper  on  the  aubject  than  his  follower! 
bat  stilt  he  stated  very  strongly  his  ob 
jectioni  to  the  measarewe  proposed.  H 
said— 

"Sir,  I  object  to  the  plan  of  the  noble  Lord 
on  tKrea  diilinct  grounds.  First,  that  if  it 
were  the  feEling  that  such  ■  Board  of  Educa- 
tioo  should  be  appointed — and  the  reven 
the  ease^l  ihould  not  he  sppoinled  in 
manner  proposed  by  a  single  vole  of 
HoDie.  My  next  objection  is,  that  any  such 
Board  of  Sducalion  should  be  so  coulitated 
BSlo  be  exclusively  composed  of  Her  Majesty 'i 
Uinisiers.  Thirdly,  I  object,  in  reference 
especially  to  the  children  of  metnbers  of  the 
Established  Church,  that  there  should  be  ar 
entire  exclusion  of  the  ecclesiastics  I  anlhori< 
lie*  who  are  properly  pisced  in  charge  of  Ihi 
religious  education  of  iha  community." 

Sir,  I  am  bappy  to  aay  that  the  righ' 
hoo.  Gentleman  and  hi*  Colleagues  havi 
BOW  got  over  thoie  ubjectiotis.  I  am  happy 
to  aay,  that  in  this  case,  as  in  many  other*, 
they  haveailopted  our  measure] ;  and  they 
hare  appointed  a  Committee  of  the  Council 
on  Education,  consisting  of  Her  Majesty' 
Ministers,  holding  ofiGce  at  the  pleasure  c 
the  Crown.  I  am  glad,  likewise,  to  sec. 
that  not  only  is  the  education  grant  in- 
creased this  year,  but  the  right  bon  Gen- 
tleman has  lately  said  it  u  to  be  still  fur- 
ther increaaed  ;  and  alio  that  thia  Board 
will  have  greater  power  of  interference, 
and  larger  authority,  than  it  at  prcnent 
poBsesqes,  or  than  we  formerly  projioied 
give  it.  1  rejoice  at  this  symptom  of  ii 
proved  views — J  rejoice  that  the  objections 
which  were  then  felt,  and  so  unjustly  ex- 
pressed Cowards  us,  have  yielded  lu  sounder 
theories,  and  that  ihey  areooly  waiting 


opportunity  to  carry  them  out  into  larger 
effect.  For  my  own  part,  ]  hare  no  want 
of  confidence  in  tbe  noble  Lord  the  Presi- 
dent of  tbe  Council,  or  those  who  act  as 
Colleagues  in  this  benevolent  and  aie- 
ful  task;  but  I  think,  likewise,  there  is 
nore  to  be  done)  and  other  meaaurea  whicb 
he  Houae  may  adopL  After  the  Bo«rd 
lia*  acted  for  aome  years  without  any  in- 
terference with  schools  throughout  the 
intry— which,  by  the  way,  we  never 
proposed  in  the  slightest  d^ree  by  the 
former  tcbeme,  you  may  give  the  Board 
means  of  uniting  with  a  control  over  suroa 
granted  from  the  public  funds,  aome  con- 
trol over  suma  raised  by  charitable  endow- 
ments, so  as  to  make  those  endowments, 
'hich  are  at  present  inefficient,  effective 
for  the  purpose  for  which  they  were  de- 
'sed>  I  think,  likewise,  you  may  do  that 
hicb  was  then  proposed,  and  was  a.  great 
object  of  jealousy — I  never  could  tell  why 
< — give  gratuities,  or  retiring  allowances, 
to  deaerving  schoolmasters,  and  perhaps 
some  other  mark  of  honour.  They  are 
members  of  tbe  community  on  whom  much 
depends — no  trade  or  profession  is  more 
important  or  arduous;  and  yet  you  can 
hardly  get  any  man  of  superior  under- 
standing to  stay  in  it  tun  years ;  because 
it  is,  in  fact,  one  of  tbe  least  honoured  and 
regarded  by  the  community.  I  trust, 
therefore,  that  tbe  right  hon.  Gentleman 
will  not  be  contented  with  what  he  has 
hitherto  done.  I  think  this  grant  of  the 
present  year  is  insufficient ;  and  1  hope 
that  it  will  be  much  increased  in  the  next. 
I  certainly  shall  not  raise  to  it  any  of  that 
opposition  by  wLicli  we  were  formerly 
met.  However  entire  may  be  my  want 
of  political  confidence  in  those  who  sit 
opposite,  I  do  nut  think  no  badly  of  them  as 
to  suppose  thdt  they  would  apply  any  of  the 
funds  intended  for  educstiun  in  any  way  to 
promote  party  or  political  purpo<>es.  I  be- 
lieve they  will  apply  them  carefully  and 
conscientiously,  to  promote  the  welfare  of 
the  community.  Leaving  this  subject,  to 
which  I  have  deemed  it  necessary  to  ad- 
vtrt,  I  must  request  that  the  Government, 
asking  this  House,  as  they  do,  to  follow 
implicitly  their  dictates — asking  their  ma- 
jority to  vote  fur  every  measure  they  bring 
forward,  and  if  by  chance  an  adverse  vote 
is  givea  with  respect  to  a  part  of  any  mea 
sure,  Htking  them  to  iiibmit  to  that  which, 
to  the  ft'elings  iif  this  House,  munt  be  ex- 
tremely repugnant,  and  rescind  tbe  vote, 
if  it  docs  not  suit  the  convenience  of 
Ministers— asking    for   this   obedience,     I 
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muit  demand  of  them,  wlien  they  meet  u* 
at  the  commencement  of  flnother  Senion, 
to  propound  some  principles  on  nhich  tbej 
mean  fimlr  to  stand.  Mv  hon.  Friend, 
who  was  far  more  favourable  than  I  wai 
to  tbeir  measure  of  academical  education, 
nid,  "  If  you  think  fit  to  adopt  new  prin- 
ciples, I  shall  be  glad  to  see  jrou  sincere 
convert*  to  those  which  we  have  always 
profesaed,  and  which  you  formerly  opposed ; 
hut  you  muKt  be  consistent  and  sincere, 
and  propose  good  measures  accordingly." 
But  this  has  not  been  the  case.  The  very 
reverse,  indeed,  has  been  the  case.  We 
heard  the  other  day  from  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Treasury  a  protest  against  tbe 
principles  of  the  Roman  Catholic  prelates, 
when  thef  said  that  a  professor  of  anatomy 
might  instil  heretical  opinions  into  the 
minds  of  his  pupils,  and  lead  them  away 
from  the  Roman  Catholic  Church,  But  a 
few  days  afterwards,  we  beard  from  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  for 
the  Home  Department,  who  had  pointed 
out  himself  the  danger  and  impolicy  of 
having  tests  in  Ireland,  and  tbe  necessity 
of  abolishing  such  invidious  distinctions, 
and  of  upholding  tbe  most  liberal  princi- 
ples—we heard  from  that  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman a  few  days  afterwai^s  a  tone  en- 
tirely changed,  and  he  argued  in  this 
House   that  it   was  necessary  strictly  to 
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maintain  tests  in  tbe  Universities  of  hast- 
Und ;  and  those,  too,  not  any  general 
tests  as  to  a  belief  in  tbe  vital  doctrineti  of 
Cfaristiantty,  or  the  truth  of  revelation,  but 
a  test  diacriminating  the  Presbyterian  and 
the  Episcopalian,  and  even  between  one 
set  of  Presbyterians  and  another.  It  is 
difficult  for  the  House,  however  willing  to 
give  their  confidence  to  a  Unvemment,  to 
acquiesce  in  such  a  course  ;  and  by  dimin- 
ished majorities  the  House  of  Commons 
has  showed  that  it  is  somewhat  ashamed — 
that  it  is  aware  it  is  hardly  to  its  credit  to 
vote  for  one  aet  of  principles  to-day,  and 
for  another 
the  Ministe 

Parliament  munt  bo  always  in  accordi 
with  their  own  opinions,  is  it  too  much  tc 
ask  of  them  in  return,  before  another  Ses- 
sion shall  begin,  to  settleamong  tbemselvei 
in  their  Cabinet  what  shall  be  tbe  princi- 
ples of  tbe  Session  ? — whether  tbe  volun- 
tary principle,  or  the  principle  of  an  Es- 
tebliahment  —  whether   education  withoul 


people  of  thii  country  will  view  with  re- 
spect the  decisions  of  their  Representatives. 
The  people  of  this  country,  whatever  may 
be  their  respective  occupations — one  man 
seemingly  absorbed  in  merchandise,  ano- 
ther in  farming,  another  in  aome  profettioD , 
every  one  engaged  in  tome  one  or  other 
pursuit — bave  yet  each  man  some  cettnin 
set  of  opinions  which  he  entertains,  and 
which  he  would  regret  to  see  departed 
from.  You  will  find  that  every  man  in 
this  country  is  more  shocked  at  a  total  want 
of  principle,  than  at  the  maintenance  of 
principles  opposed  to  his  own  opinion.  In 
that  case,  even  if  be  differs  from  the  prin- 
ciple adopted  by  a  majority  of  this  House, 
he  bows  (o  its  decisions  with  respect.  But 
if  there  be  continual  wavering  and  change, 
no  fixed  and  settled  principle  governing 
the  conclusions  of  this  House,  he  can  en- 
tertain nothing  but  contempt  and  dialike 
for  the  decisions  of  those  whom  he  sees  are 
led  in  one  coijrse  to  day,  and  in  another, 
and  perhaps  a  directly  opposite  course  some 
short  time  afterwards.  I  therefore  put  in 
my  prayer  that  next  Session  we  may  see 
some  principles  laid  down  which  may  be 
understood  to  he  tbe  principles  of  the  Go- 
vernment.  In  this  I  am  asking  what 
would  be  very  convenient,  undoubtedly, 
for  tbe  minority  who  are  in  opposition  in 
this  House;  but  I  am  also  asking  that 
which  would  be  no  leas  for  the  advantage 
of  the  majority,  whose  position  at  present 
must  be  exceedingly  puxzling.  If  any 
Gentleman  were  asked  by  his  friend,  for 
example,  in  relation  to  the  Irish  academical 
measure,  if  he  were  a  supporter  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  he  might  answer, 
"  I  am :  I  am  against  religious  tests  in 
Universities;  1  think  them  useless;  and  I 
conrider  tbe  Roman  Catholic  bishops  a 
bigoted  set  of  men  for  requiring  the  intro- 
duction of  them  in  the  Colleges  Bill. 
Therefore,  [  support  the  Government  on 


ihia  question."  But  the  friend  of  this 
a  few  days  afler.  Then,  if  |  Gentleman  would  probably  be  greatly  sur- 
raueh— if  the  votes  of'  prised  to  see  his  name  next  week  in  the 
list  of  a  majority  voting  for  the  directly 
opposite  principle.  Before  1  sit  down,  I 
wish  to  allude  to  a  report  which  is  current 
respecting  a  proceeding  which  I  believe 
would  be,  an  far  as  I  know,  without  pre- 
cedent in  this  country.  Her  Majesty,  it 
is  said,  is  about  to  leave  these  shores  for 
foreign  parts  as  soon  as  tbe  prorogation  of 


religious   tests,  or    education    confined  io    Parliament  takes  place.     We  formerly  had 
•■  form   of  Christianity?     Unless  tbey    Sovereigns   who  possessed   dominions    in 
■  ardly   expect,    hnw-    Germany,  and  who  were  accustomed  fre- 
majority,    that    the  quently  to  leave  this  country  ;  but  in  such 
3  B2 
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CMM  a  Council  of  Regency  wu  always 
appointed.  When  George  IV.  viiited  his 
dominion  in  Hanover,  Lordi  Justices  were 
appointed  during  bii  abKuce.  Now,  Her 
Majeat^,  it  is  reported,  ii  about  to  leave 
this  couQtrj  for  three  or  four  weeks,  and 
it  appears  that  no  authoritj  of  this  desciip- 
liun  is  to  be  appointed,  that  the  precedents 
to  which  I  have  alluded  are  not  to  be  fol- 
lowed. It  appears  to  me,  that  in  this  case, 
it  would  be  tbe  constitutional  course  that 
tome  depository  of  the  power  of  Majesty 
should  be  appointed  j  and  I  do  hope  that  it 
is  not  the  intention  of  the  Govemnient  to 
depart  from  the  course  invariably  followed 
on  former  similar  occaitions.  I  cannot  al- 
lude lo  this  part  of  the  subject  without 
making  one  more  reference  to  the  situa- 
tion of  Ireland.  Her  Mojeaty  having 
twice  visited  Scotland,  it  would  have  been 
most  grateful  to  Her  to  be  able  to  visit  Her 
subjects  in  Ireland,  who,  I  believe,  are  as 
loyal  and  atTectionate  as  any  part  of  Her 
people.  But  when  an  address  was  pre- 
aenied  upon  this  subject,  the  answer  which 
Her  Majesty  was  advised  to  make  was 
atudiously  ambiguous ;  and,  as  1  understood 
it — though  in  that  I  may  not  be  correct  in 
my  interpretation — implied  a  doubt  on  tbe 
part  of  the  Minislers,  whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty would  receive  a  welcome  in  that  part 
of  Her  dominions.  It  would  be  painful  lo 
think,  as  King  William  IV.  was  prevented 
visiting  the  city,  by  those  who  were  then 
his  advisers,  that  Her  Majesty  should  be 
hindered  from  visiting  Her  subjects  in 
Ireland  also  by  the  advice  of  the  Ministers 
of  tbe  Crown,  from  a  doubt  as  to  Her 
reception.  I  trust  it  is  not  on  that  account 
that  the  vi«t  to  Ireland  has  been  post- 
poned. I  trust  Her  Majesty  might  rely— 
I  think  She  might  safely  rely— upon  re- 
ceiving a  cordial  welcome,  if  She  visited 
Her  subjects  in  Ireland.  Slill  it  is  impos- 
sible not  to  draw  some  inference  from  the 
very  ambiguous  expressions  put  into  the 
mouth  of  Her  Majesty,  in  answer  to  the 
Address  of  the  Mayor  and  Corporation  of 
Dublin.  I  am  sure  if  Ministers  perform 
their  duty — if  they  conduct  tbe  govern- 
ment of  Ireland  in  the  manner  it  ought  to 
be  conducted,  with  a  view  to  the  welfare 
of  (he  people — there  can  be  no  doubt  of 
the  Sovereign  meeting  with  the  warmest 
welcome  from  the  people  of  Ireland.  At 
all  events,  whatever  may  be  thought  of 
the  advisers  of  tbe  Crown,  I  feel  OEsured, 
that,  personally.  Her  Majesty  might|expect, 
and  would  receive,  tbe  most  aBectiunate 
reception.     ^Vilb  these  observations  1  shall 


conclude.  I  have  occupied  the  time  of  the 
House  longer  than  I  ought ;  but  I  have  a 
precedent  for  the  course  I  have  taken,  in 
speeches  made  in  a  very  different  spirit 
from  that  in  which  I  have  had  the  honour 
of  addressing  you — speeches  intended  acJelr 
to  show  tbe  delay  that  had  taken  place,  and 
the  imperfections  in  measures  that  had 
been  introduced  by  the  Government  of 
that  day.  It  was  much  easier  to  maks 
such  a  speech  at  that  time,  as  there  wie 
then  an  unscrupulous  opposition  to  the 
measures  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
this  House,  and  a  majority  adverse  to  the 
Government  in  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. But  now,  with  a  large  and  con- 
fiding majority  here,  and  a  large  and  con- 
fiding majority  in  another  House,  it  is, 
notwithstanding,  impossible  for  the  Mini»> 
ters  of  tbe  Crown  lo  say  that  they  have 
brou^t  all  their  measures  to  perfection, 
that  they  have  not  altered  some,  and  have 
not  abajidoned  otherk  I  do  not  impute 
this  as  matter  of  blame  to  the  Government. 
Some  of  these  meosurea,  it  is  true,  might 
have  been  better  considered  prior  to  their 
introduction  into  Parliament;  but  I  feel 
that  the  business  of  the  House,  oomhioed 
with  tbe  duties  of  executive  government, 
are  so  heavy,  so  harassing,  so  continuous, 
that  there  can  be  no  wonder  some  measures 
are  brought  forward  !n  a  state  in  which 
tbey  are  not  found  fit  to  receive  tbe  sanc- 
tion of  tbe  two  Houses  of  Parliament. 
With  respect  to  the  attendance  of  Members 
of  this  House  upon  tbe  business  of  the 
country,  neither  tbe  Ministers  of  the 
Crown,  nor  Her  Majesty,  nor  the  people  at 
large,  have  reason  to  complain.  There 
has  been  a  most  assiduous  aitenlion  on  the 
part  of  the  Members  of  this  House  to  the 
public  business,  and  a  most  assiduous  at- 
tention also  to  the  busineas  of  Commitleea 
in  the  investigation  of  railway  questions, 
not  affording  the  excitement  and  interest 
of  political  debates  ;  but  in  regard  to  which 
this  House  imposed  upon  itself  a  rule,  be- 
cause tliey  thought  it  their  duty  towards 
tbe  public  Whatever,  then,  may  be  aaid 
of  our  political  conduct,  or  of  tbe  trust  we 
ought  lo  repose  in  tbe  Ministers  of  tbe 
Crown,  I  must  say  that  so  far  as  regards 
assiduous  and  laborious  attention,  both  to 
public  and  private  busineu,  the  House  of 
Commons  has  exceeded  —  and  you.  Sir, 
must  know  that  fact  as  well  as  any  one 
here — any  Parliament  of  preceding  years. 
The  noble  Lord  concluded  by  moving  for— 
*'  A  Return  of  the  quantity  of  wheat  in  bond 
on  the  lit  day  of  July  every  year  since  IB38 ; 
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and  alio  for  a  Un  of  ibe  Public  Bill*  which 
have  pused  a  Secoud  Heading,  ilislinguiahiDg 
Ihoae  which  ha*a  (iocs  become  iaf>,duiiag ''  ~ 
prewnt  Seuion." 

Sir  /.  Graham  laid ;  The  noble  Lord 
has  concluded  a  speech  marked  by  his  ac- 
ciMtomed  ability,  and  by  loroe  degree  of 
bitterness.  Certainly,  aii  to  the  ainlity,  I 
cannot  hope  to  compete  with  him ;  vith 
respect  to  the  bittemeH — [Mr.  Skeil  here 
made  some  remark.]  I  kaovr  not  why  the 
right  boD.  Gentleman  intenapts  me  Ehtu 
early  in  my  addrcH  [Mr.  Sheil:  I  beg 
your  pardon]  ;  1  never  interrupt  the  right 
hoD.  Gentleman  when  he  is  speaking.  1 
was  about  to  say,  that  not  feeling  any  of 
that  bitterness  the  noble  Lord  bas  express- 
ed, I  have  no  wish  to  return  it.  The  noble 
Lord  has  concluded  with  a  most  harmlera 
Motion,  to  which  I  can  have  no  objection. 
The  House  may  think  it  was  hanlly  my 
duty  to  rise  after  the  noble  Lord  oq  the 
present  occation;  but  be  bas  dealt  gene- 
nlly  with  domestic  questions  in  which  I 
have  officially  taken  a  large  part,  and  from 
rame  of  the  topics  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
has  adverted,  I  think  it  my  duty  to  offer 
some  observations  to  the  House.  In  the 
first  place,  I  would  observe,  that  I  think 
it  quite  consistent  with  tbe  position  held 
by  the  leader  of  a  great  party,  at  the  close 
of  a  Session  like  this,  marked  by  the  con- 
sideration of  such  important  subjects,  that 
he  sliDuId  pass  under  review  the  measures 
of  the  Session ;  and  I  have  no  complaint 
to  make  of  his  dciag  no,  nor  against  tbe 
object  of  his  Motion.  Sir,  the  noble  Lord 
has  nskcd  two  important  questions — he 
ansiously  inquires  in  what  wa}'  the  Min- 
isters of  the  Crown  have  performed  their 
duties?  and  what  is  the  general  position  of 
this  country?  He  has  said,  that  several 
measures  of  importance  have  been  delayed 
during  the  present  Session,  and  he  has  also 
adverted  to  measures  which  have  been  in- 
troduced and  abandoned.  The  noble  Lord 
has  observed,  that  the  abandonment  of 
measures  introduced  is  a  mark  of  incompe- 
tence on  the  part  of  the  Minister  who  so 
introduces  and  so  abandons  them.  That 
observation  does  not  apply  to  my  Col- 
leagues; it  applies  only  to  tnc,  and  is 
made  in  reference  to  the  Physic  and  Sur- 
gery Bill.  Now,  I  should  certainly  have 
diought,  of  all  the  measures  that  could  be 
introduced  into  this  House,  which  might 
be  considered  impossible  to  be  drawn  into 
the  vortex  of  political  conflict,  this  was 
the  measure.  I  see  behind  tbe  noble  Lord 
the  hoD.  Menber  for  Kendal  (Mr.  Wat- 


burton)  and  the  hon.  Member  for  Lambeth 
— they  will  any,  that  it  is  not  possible  to 
undertakea  task  of  more  desperate  difficulty 
than  to  legislate  on  this  particular  sub- 
ject, lliey  wiU  not  agree  with  the  noble 
Lord,  that  the  abandonment  of  a  measuFe 
on  that  peculiar  subject  is  a  proof  of  in- 
competency to  deal  with  great  questiuna.  I 
must  say,  I  cannot  conceive  I  failed  in  my 
duty ;  because,  receiving  representations 
from  parties  having  conflicting  interests  in 
a  question  personally  aflecting  their  position 
in  society,  and  tbeir  interests  in  other  re- 
spects, I  modified  that  Bill,  or  yielded  a 
priority  to  measures  that  appeared  of  more 
pressing  urgency.  1  may  state  also  my 
conviction,  that  if  time  had  permitted,  I 
by  no  means  despaired  of  the  success  of  tbe 
measure.  Tbe  noble  Lord  proceeded  to 
advert  to  various  questions,  following  the 
course  of  the  Queen's  Speech — first,  as  to 
foreign  policy ;  next,  as  to  questions  of  a 
domestic  nature.  With  regard  to  tbe  first 
branch  of  those  questions— our  foreign  re- 
lations— I  am  happy  to  be  able  to  concur 
with  everything  that  has  fallen  from  the 
noble  Lord.  He  has  congratulated  the 
House  and  tbe  country,  that  whereas  at 
the  close  of  last  Sessian,  there  was  a  mis- 
understanding between  France  and  Eng- 
land— now,  happily  for  the  peace  of  Eu- 
rope and  the  world,  and  for  the  interests  of 
this  country  and  Fiance,  a  good  under.> 
standing  prevails  between  these  two  great 
nations.  1  cordially  agree  with  the  nobia 
Lord  in  his  regret  at  the  loss  sustained 
by  the  departure  of  the  able,  accom.! 
plished,  and  amiable  Minister  of  the 
United  States  (Mr.  Everett).  But  that 
country,  I  am  happy  to  state,  will 
be  well  repre)«nted  still  by  the  highly 
esteemed  Minister  who  has  just  arrived; 
and  1  am  convinced,  that  in  the  negotia- 
tions pending  between  the  two  countries, 
there  will  be  every  disposition  to  main- 
tain relations  of  amity.  The  noble  Lord 
then  proceeded  to  other  topics :  the  first 
subject  he  referred  to  was  the  administra- 
tion of  the  afiairs  of  Ireland.  The  noble 
Lord  alluded  to  renunciations  of  former 
opinions,  and  adverted  to  a  hasty  expres- 
sion used  by  me  some  years  ago  in  iho 
heat  of  debate,  of  which,  on  more  than  one 
occasion,  I  have  offered  an  explanation  to 
tbe  House,  which  1  thought  bad  been 
satisfactory.  I  feel  a  deep  sense  of  re- 
sponsibility with  regard  to  that  country  ; 
and  if  the  noble  Lord  believes  for  a  mo- 
ment that  my  official  conduct  could  be 
swayed  by  the  feelings  or  opinions  cxhib* 
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ited  in  that  batty  esprewion,  he  does  me 
crest  injuitice,  the  extent  of  which  I  hope 
13  demonstrated  by  my  public  conduct.  But 
tlie  noble  Lord  bIk  uid  much  from  which 
I  cannot  ditient.  I  think  with  bim  that 
tbe  rule  of  the  Goretnment  of  Ireland 
ought  to  be  equality  of  civil  privileftei,  and 
impartial  laws  fairly  administered.  Tbe 
noble  Lord  ceniurei  the  Government  for 
not  having  brought  forward  in  the  pre- 
vent Sestion  some  amend  meat  of  the 
Municipal  Act,  and  of  the  elective  fran- 
chise (^  that  country,  and  that  we  have 
prefeired  other  questions  to  tbeae.  Let 
tbe  House  remember  that,  at  the  close  of 
last  Session,  Lord  Monteagle,  a  former 
Colleague  of  the  noble  Lend,  pressed  in 
tbe  strongest  manDer — and  1  may  add  in 
the  ablest  manner— the  connderalion  of 
the  queation  of  the  increased  endowment  of 
Ibe  Collie  of  Majnooth  on  the  Go?em- 
ment.  Tbe  bon.  Member  for  Waterford, 
alio,  in  season  and  out  of  season — both 
when  he  was  a  Member  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  when  be  was  opposed  to  it, 
never  failed  to  urge  on  tbe  attention  of 
the  Legislature,  the  extension  uf  collegiate 
education  in  Ireland,  as  a  matter  of  pri- 
mary importance.  Her  M^esty's  Govern- 
ment have  exercised  their  discretion  as  to 
the  topics  they  should  bring  forward  ;  and 
seeing,  with  respect  to  the  elective  fran- 
chise, that  in  another  Session  there  would 
be  time  enough  to  consider  it  before  It  would 
probably  be  called  into  operation,  we  thought 
we  were  discharging  our  duty  by  giving  a 
preference  to  the  two  questions  wc  brought 
under  the  notice  of  tbe  Legislature,  and 
which  we  have  succeeded  in  bringing  to  a 
successful  termination — the  endowment  of 
Maynootb,  and  the  establishment  of  larger 
means  of  academical  education  in  Ireland. 
With  respect  to  the  Municipal  Act,  let 
me  call  to  tbe  attention  of  the  noble  Lord 
that  at  the  time  an  alteration  in  the  mu- 
nicipal franchise  in  Ireland  was  introduced 
by  the  late  Goremment,  we  stated  that 
equality  and  identity  of  the  franchise  in 
Ireland  and  in  England,  it  was  impossible 
to  establish ;  but  equality  without  identity 
with  the  franchise  in  England  is  possible. 
The  Earl  of  St.  Germans  was  the  organ 
through  whom  we  ourselves  present^  a 
Bill  on  the  subject  of  municipal  corporations 
in  Ireland  that  did  establish  complete 
equality  of  the  franchise  with  that  of  Eng- 
land. From  that  measure  we  have  not 
receded  ;  to  that  we  hare  adhered,  and  are 
prepared  to  adhere.  So  also  with  respect 
to  tke  elective  frandiiie.    We  have  argued 
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that  question,  and  hare  shown  to  tbe  House, 
that  with  respect  to  the  franchise  in  dtiea 
and  towns  in  Ireland,  equality  does  exist 
with  the  elective  franchise  in  England; 
and  that,  if  anything,  the  money  value  is 
favourable  to  Ireland,  and  that  in  Ireland 
tbe  sum  which  is  tbe  measure  of  the  fran- 
chise is  lower,  as  contrasted  with  the  sum 
in  England.  In  counties  great  difficulty 
has  existed.  Doubts  have  been  raised 
and  entertained  by  courts  of  law  with 
respect  to  the  legal  interpretation  of  what 
constitutes  tbe  franchise.  We  have  slated 
our  willingness  to  remove  those  doubts, 
and  to  estabUtb  an  improved  elective  fran- 
chise ia  Ireland,  which  shall  enlarge  the 
baui  of  the  constituency.  We  by  no  means 
recede  from  that  assurance ;  and  as  with  re- 
spect to  the  municipal  franchise,  so  also  with 
respect  to  the  county  fraocbise,  there  is  no 
indisposition  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  introduce  measures  which  shall  estaUiah 
in  Ireland  perfect  equality  as  contrasted 
with  the  franchise  in  England.  The  noble 
Lord  next  proceeded  to  advert  to  the  Land- 
lord and  Tenant  Commission.  He  did  not 
blame  the  issuing  of  that  Commission;  but 
be  censured  tbe  Government  fur  nut  giving 
effect  to  the  recommendations  uf  the  Com- 
mission, if  they  thought  those  recommen- 
dations satisfactory.  I  beg  the  House  to 
remember  that  the  Report  of  that  Com- 
mission was  not  presented  to  the  Govern- 
ment until  after  the  commencement  of  the 
present  Session  of  Parliament.  I  know  not 
whether  hon.  Members  have  seen  the  evi- 
dence collected  by  the  Commission ;  for, 
until  a  recent  period,  the  whole  has  not 
been  printed.  It  is  most  voluminous,  but 
moat  worthy  of  attenLive  consideration. 
Several  measures  were  recommended  bv 
■he  Commission  ;  and  the  noble  Lord  has 
commented  on  tbe  Bill  which  was  intro- 
duced into  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
by  A  noble  Member  of  the  Government. 
The  machinery  by  whif^h  it  was  sought  to 
give  effect  to  the  object  in  view,  is  a  matter 
certainly  open  to  comment  and  difference 
of  opinion;  but  with  respect  to  the  object 
of  the  Bill  itself,  I  do  not  think  that  in 
this  House  any  objection  can  be  enter- 
tained to  it  It  is  admitted,  that  in  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland,  different  customs  pre- 
vail with  respect  to  outlay  on  the  port  of 
tbe  tenant.  There  are  certain  imprave- 
meots,  and  certain  necessary  outlays,  which 
in  Great  Britain  are  generally— I  might 
say  univeisally — borne  by  tbe  landlord ; 
but  which  in  Ireland  are  universally  borne 
by  tbe  tenant.    A  great  baidihip,  tbm- 
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fore,  exists  whenever  a  tenant  in  Ireland 
is  suddenly  ejected,  he  having  no  claim 
for  cnroi^enutiim  on  account  of  this  out- 
lay. It  did  ap[«ar  to  the  Government,  ai 
it  had  appeared  to  the  Cominiiiiion,  that 
fome  security  ahguld  be  viven  lo  the  tenant 
in  cases  of  ejectment,  for  obtaining  com- 
pensation on  acrount  of  outlays  beneStinf; 
the  landlord;  but  which  compeuntion  is 
now,  neither  by  custom  nor  by  law,  secured 
to  the  tenant.  It  was,  therefore,  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  in  question,  under  certain 
safeguards  and  restrictions,  to  secure  to  the 
tenant  that  u>hi[.h  he  is  most  justly  enti- 
tled to.  The  mode  in  which  it  was  sought 
to  effect  that  object  might  be  open  to 
comment  and  stricture  ;  but  the  question 
as  to  the  mode  of  effecting  the  object  is 
one  comparatively  of  detail,  and  not  of 
principle.  To  (he  prindplc  of  the  Bill 
introduced  into  the  House  of  Lords,  I 
must  decidedly  adhere  ;  and  should  a  simi- 
lar Bill  be  discussed  in  this  House,  its 
principle  is  one  which  I  feel  cfinGdent 
can  be  advocated  and  defended  with  com- 
plete success.  The  noble  Lord  then  ad- 
verted to  the  Maynuoth  Bill,  and  to  the 
Irish  Colleges  Bill ;  and,  considering  that, 
in  the  generat  principle  of  those  measures, 
the  noble  Lord  entirely  concurred,  1  was 
surprised,  that  after  the  ample  discussioo 
which  ibey  underwent,  the  noble  Ijord  should 
have  thought  it  expedient,  on  the  present 
occasion,  to  revive  topics  of  disagreement 
which  have  been  urged  with  the  most  bitter 
hostility  against  botn  those  measures.  The 
noble  Lord  spoke  of  the  inconsistency  of 
the  Government  in  proposing  that  in  the 
new  Gillegea  in  Ireland  (r^ard  being  had 
to  the  peculiar  circumstances  of  that  coun- 
try) no  [est  should  be  imposed  on  the  teach- 
ers or  students,  while  in  Siatland,  in  refer- 
ence to  ancient  Universities  which  bad 
existed  for  more  than  a  century  in  a  par- 
ticular form,  and  in  conformity  with  a 
solemn  national  compact,  the  Government 
had  felt  it  (heir  duty  to  uphold  existing  tests. 
I  will  not  now  stop  (o  reconcile  that  incon- 
sistency ;  but  I  must  say  that,  with  re- 
spect to  political  decisions,  various  and 
conflicting  circumstances  naturally  and 
justly  lead  to  opposite  political  conclu- 
sions. The  noble  Lord  then  adverted  to 
funner  differences  which  existed  in  this 
House  in  respect  to  what  is  termed  the 
Appropriation  Clause.  I  am  really  sur- 
prised tbat  he  should  bring  that  topic  for- 
ward ;  because  I  thought  that  he  himself, 
and  the  Government  to  which  he  belonged, 
after  trying  foi  fotuor  five  yean  tovoforce 
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that  principle,  had  deliberately  abandoned 
it.  The  noble  Lord  now  charges  us  with 
bringing  before  the  House,  and  throwing 
into  discussion  uselessly,  the  great  alterna- 
tives with  respect  to  which,  be  ttja,  the 
decision  of  the  Legialature  must  sooner  or 
later  be  given — namely,  the  question  how 
you  shall  arrive  at  religious  equality  in 
Ireland — wliether  by  endowing  the  Roroan 
Catholic  religion,  and  tainng  that  religion 
to  the  level  of  the  Protestant,  or  by  abo- 
lishing the  Protestant  Establishment.  With 
respect  to  the  last  alternative,  I  need  not 
say  that  insuperable  objections  to  it  would 
be  found  both  in  the  feelings  of  the  people 
of  England,  and  also  in  the  feelings  of  theii 
Representatives,  as  testified  by  their  votes 
in  this  House.  Fur  myself,  I  cannot  con- 
ceive any  drcumstances,  at  any  time,  that 
would  induce  me  lo  advocate  or  consent  to 
such  a  propoNtion.  The  abolition  of  the 
Protestant  EsUblished  Church  in  Ireland 
would  be  such  a  shock  to  the  rights  of 
property  in  that  country,  and  such  a  vio- 
lation of  the  most  solemn  agtcement— it 
would  be  BO  adverse  to  the  feelings,  and  to 
the  sense  of  right  of  the  people  of  this 
country— that  it  would  be  a  measure 
fraught  with  the  utmost  danger,  and  im- 
nossible  to  be  earned,  without  open  violence. 
With  respect  to  the  other  alternative,  it 
is  not  for  me  to  argae  that  question  now. 
I  have  repeatedly  asserted,  that  to  the 
endowment  of  the  Roman  Catholic  clergy 
I  personally havenoinsuperahleobjections; 
but  I  again  repeat  tbat  to  any  such  pro- 
posal emanating  from  the  Government  at 
the  present  time,  and  under  present  cir- 
cumatancea,  I  see  the  greatest  possible 
resistance  would  be  offered.  No  mea- 
sure pn^Mned  by  the  Government  in- 
volves the  assertion  of  any  such  prin- 
ciple, which  is  left  perfectly  open  to 
the  future  consideration  of  Parliament. 
I  certainly  em  aware  that  the  tendency  of 
events  in  this  country  is  neceasarily  to 
raise  these  important  questions.  I  believe 
the  solution  of  them  with  all  their  diffi- 
culties will  be  found  almost  impoaaiUe.  I 
know  net  what  may  be  in  the  womb  of 
time;  but  1  am  quite  certain  that  it  is 
not  the  duty  nf  the  Government,  having 
regard  to  the  peace  of  thia  ^[reat  Empire, 
to  predpitate  the  discussion  m  these  ques- 
tions, or  to  urge  them  forward.  The  noble 
Lord  says  that  the  polity  pursued  with  re- 
spect to  Ireland  has  satisfied  no  party.  I 
should  regret  the  tact,  if  I  admitted  the 
truth  of  the  assertion.  The  policy  has 
been  one  of  strict  justice  i  yet,  aa  it  has 
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been  meted  out  with  an  impartial  and  firm 
hand,  amidtt  the  conflict  of  the  most 
angry  paaiioiu  and  feeling*  in  Ireland,  this 
circumstance  certainljr  does  expose  the 
Bietnitive  Government  to  the  risk  of 
satisfying,  as  the  noUe  Laid  stated,  no 
party.  Tt  may  not  he  possible  to  exhibit 
strict  impaitiality  in  suppressing  the  vio- 
ence  of  two  conflicting  partiei,  without  in- 
curring, to  a  certain  extent,  the  rewntiuent 
and  sngra  of  both ;  but  it  is  the  firm  de- 
termination of  the  Government,  chained 
with  the  administration  of  the  affuirs  of 
Ireland,  steadily  and  firmly  to  persevere 
in  a  course  of  even  and  impartial  justice, 
and  (to  endeavour  to  lecure  to  all  perfect 
equality  of  civil  rights.  The  noble  Lord, 
turning  from  Ireland,  discussed  tbe  ques- 
tion ofeducation  in  thiscountry.  1  think, 
next  to  Ihe  question  of  Ireland,  in  iinport- 
aoce,  is  tbe  question  of  the  state  ofeduca- 
tion in  this  country.  The  noble  Lord 
has  done  justice  to  the  Government  with 
reference  to  their  effort*  to  extend  the 
benefits  of  education.  Though  our  eSbrts 
may  not  have  been  successful  to  the  extent 
which  might  be  desirable,  yet,  since  we 
have  been  lespoosible  for  tbe  governmeot, 
we  have  tuccnded  in  doing  mucli.  On  a 
former  occasion,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
pointed  out  the  great  increase  in  schooli 
which  had  been  founded  both  in  connexion 
with  the  National  Society  and  the  Brittih 
and  Foreign  Society  throughout  the  coun- 
try. ^Ve  bare  also  extended  the  means  of 
eduiation  for  masters,  and  have  planted 
excellent  schools  on  the  best  models  in 
various  manufacturing  districts,  through 
the  operation  of  the  clause  passed  in 
the  Factories  Bill.  That  clause  worked 
in  a  molt  satisfactory  manner.  The 
quality  of  the  education  was  improved  ; 
and  the  efiect  of  tbe  general  provisions  of 
the  Factories  Act  wan  to  secure  to  a  great 
body  of  children  in  the  manufacturing  dis- 
tricts, generally  under  twelve  years  of 
age,  education  under  masters  competent  to 
teach  them,  for  at  least  three  days  in  the 
week,  and  fur  three  hours  during  each  of 
such  days.  I  am  happy  to  aay  that,  con- 
currently with  the  operation  of  these  mea- 
sures, the  progress  in  the  decrease  of  crime 
is  most  encouraging.  The  noble  Lord  says, 
that  legislatively  we  have  done  nothing 
with  TcsiKct  to  the  health  and  comfort  of 
the  working  classes.  It  b  my  opinion, 
which  1  have  often  expressed,  that  their 
health  und  comfort  ure  mainly  promoted 
by  securing  to  them  ilic  firiit  neccsBariea 
of  life.     Aud  lierc  1  come  to  a  portion  of 


the  SeuiOH. 


1488 


the  policy  of  the  Government  which  tbe 
noble  Lord  commented  on  with  justice, 
giving  the  Govemmeut  credit  for  their 
acts  and  good  intentions.  The  noble  Lord 
referred  to  the  great  decrease  made  in  tbe 
present  Session  with  respect  to  the  duties 
levied  on  all  articles  of  raw  material  con- 
nected with  our  manufactures,  and  also  on 
many  article*  connected  with  general  con- 
sumption.  I  beg  also  to  remind  the  noble 
Lord,  in  q)eaking  of  tbe  health  and  com- 
fort of  the  working  classes,  that  a  Commis- 
sion hu  carefully  inquired  into  the  sub- 
ject, audits  Report  has  not  only  been  taken 
into  consideration,  but  has  been  embodied  in 
a  legislative  form.  There  has  been  lud  on 
the  Table  of  the  House,  by  a  noble  L«Hd  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  a  measure 
comprehensive  in  its  nature,  and  intended 
to  secure  the  health  and  comfort  of  the 
wcwking  classes,  bv  local  taxation  on  tbe 
property  of  the  different  localities.  During 
the  recess  the  Government  will  have  time 
to  give  more  eonsideration  to  the  sulgect, 
and  will  be  able  with  better  eflfect  to  call 
tbe  attention  of  the  House  to  it  early  in 
next  Session.  To  come  now  to  the  quea- 
tion  of  finance.  The  noble  Lord  approves 
of  the  imposition  of  the  Income  Tax, 
coupled  as  it  was  with  the  remission  of 
duties  on  various  articles  of  raw  material 
which  enter  largely  into  our  manufactures  ; 
but  then  the  noble  Lord  says,  that  there 
are  other  measures  which  we  ought  to  have 
introduced,  but  which  we  have  omitted  to 
bring  forward.  Now,  I  do  think,  that  con- 
sidering  the  labours  of  this  Session,  it  ought 
ti)  be  boroe  in  mind,  that  if  we  have  been 
unable  to  introduce  measures  respecting 
the  franchise  in  Ireland,  up  to  the  period 
of  the  Easter  recess,  the  Income  Tax  ex- 
piring on  the  5th  of  April,  tbe  time  of  the 
Government  and  of  Parliament  was  mainly 
occupied  in  discussing  the  propriety  of 
reimposing  ifae  Income  Tax,  and  tbe  re- 
misHon  of  various  duties.  The  noble 
Lord  stated  that  generally  he  approved  of 
the  remission  of  duties  and  of  the  Income 
Tax ;  but  then  he  referred  specifically  to 
three  important  articles  with  respect  to 
which  he  differed  from  tbe  measures  which 
have  been  adopted  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  Sir,  I  am  not  at  diis 
period  of  the  Session— almost  its  last  ex- 
piring hours — about  to  revive  all  the  de- 
bates which  have  taken  place  with  resjiect 
to  these  articles;  but  1  miist  be  permitted 
to  Euy  with  reference  to  the  timber  duties/ 
that,  as  compared  with  the  duties  we  found 
imposed  on  timber  upon  our  coming  into 
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office,  it  cannot  be  disputed  that  a  great 
iinprovement  bai  been  made  by  the  present 
altered  rate.  The  duty  on  Colonial  tim- 
ber bat  been  altogether  remitted ;  the  dutj 
on  Baltic  timber  has  been  greatly  reduced, 
and  mucb  to  the  advantage  of  the  con- 
luracr.  The  price  abo  ha«  been  conaidera- 
bly  lowered.  The  cooiequence  lias  been 
an  increased  coiuumplian,  and  we  hare 
deiived  a  large  revenue  from  Baltic  timber, 
owncident  with  great  relief  to  the  eon- 
lumer.  This  i*  the  case  with  reipect  to 
the  alteiHtioD*  in  the  timber  duties.  Then 
at  to  the  subject  of  sugar:  here,  again, 
what  it  the  working  of  the  alteration  with 
respect  to  the  intereau  of  the  consumer? 
You  may  dispute  the  policy  t^ourmeasure, 
and  you  may  say  that  it  was  politically 
erroneous  as  well  a*  morally  defective,  in 
making  a  difference  between  slave-grown 
sugar  and  sugar  the  produce  of  free  labour  i 
but  practically  it  has  been  beneficial.  Ex- 
perience shows,  that  while  the  Revenue 
has  gained,  the  consumer  has  also  bene- 
fited materially  by  the  alteration.  Six 
months'  experience— the  experience  of  the 
last  six  months,  which  are  not,  be  it  re- 
membered, the  six  months  of  tbe  year  in 
which  the  consumption  is  the  largest — 
■hows  thst  an  increase  in  tbe  consump- 
tion has  taken  place  approaching  to 
30,000  tons,  instead  of  20,000  tons, 
which  would  have  been  the  half  of 
the  anticipated  increase  of  40,000  tons  on 
the  consumption  of  the  entire  year,  and  the 
sum  yielded  to  the  Revenue  has  increased 
proportionalily ;  while  the  retail  price  of 
susar  has,  since  our  measure  was  pasted, 
fallen  l^ci  a  pound.  With  respect  to  the 
anticipations  of  the  noble  Lord  of  a  defective 
harvest,  the  noble  Lord  has  been  alarmed 
by  some  mist  that  hung  over  the  Surrey 
hills  ten  days  ago,  which  perhaps  gave  a 
colour  to  the  noble  Lord's  views  on  this 
subject  1  and  I  ascribe  the  Motion  of  the 


noUe  Lord  very  much  to  this  particular 
topic  of  his  speech.     The  noble  Lord 


probably  actuated  in  making  it  very  much 
by  the  particular  apprehensions  he  felt 
with  respect  to  the  harvest :  for  he  inti- 
mated that  the  prospects  of  this  country  ftt 
the  present  moment  were  gloomv,  _  *  i  1 
think  be  said  almost  unparalleled'.  1^^ 
first,  I  must  remark,  that  there  at  '    ' 

present  moment  in  bond  of  foreti 
wheat,  and  wheat  flour,  no  less  than' 
quarters,     lii   the  year   1839,  w^tw  v-.[ 
Doble  Lord  was  responsible  for  i(j    K^n,'^  he 
of  aflkirs,  what  was  the  poa'tj^^    V       '^.^ 
country  in  this  reject?    Wwij  ^vtMll^^ 


the  present  position  of  affairs,  which  the 
noble  Lord  says  is  unexampled  f  Allow  me 
remiad  the  noble  Lord,  that  on  the  6th 
of  August,  1839,  there  were  in  bond  in 
this  country  only  5 1,000  quarters  of  foreign 
whereas  we  have  450,000  iiuartem  in 
now ;  and  that,  further,  on  the  same 
6tb  c^  August,  1839,  there  were  in  the 
Bank  of  England  only  2,460,0001.  in 
specie  ;  whereas,  at  this  momenti  there  are 
16,000,000^.  of  specie  in  the  coffers  of  the 
Bank  of  England.  Did  the  noble  Lord  in 
1839,  at  the  end  of  the  Sesnon,  such  being 
the  position  of  tbe  country,  come  forward 
and  propose  any  alteration  of  the  Com 
Laws  ?  -Did  he  come  forward  to  do  so  at 
the  end  of  the  Session  of  1840?  Did  he 
the  end  of  the  Session  of  1841  ?  As  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  and  ut  a  re- 
sponsible Minister  of  the  Crown,  feoliug 
deeply  the  situation  of  the  country,  with 
only  51,000  quarters  of  foreign  corn  in 
bond,  and  only  2,450,000^.  of  specie  in  the 
coffers  of  the  Bank  of  England,  did  he 
forward  and  propose  a  remedy  by 
I  of  an  alteration  in  the  Corn  Laws  ? 
No :  neither  then,  nor  in  the  immedately 
succeeding  SeNsiong,  did  he  propose  any 
such  thing.  The  noble  Lord,  however, 
has  not  refrained  from  remarlung  upon  the 
delusion,  as  be  called  it,  of  our  professions, 
and  of  our  sliding  scale,  which  he  de- 
scribed as  "  small  by  degrees,  and  beau- 
tifully less;"  but  when  the  uoble  Lord 
derided  our  sliding  scale,  bad  be 
other  scale,  "  small  by  degrees,  and 
beautifully  less,"  in  his  recollection  ?  Was 
there  not  a  proposition  of  an  8^.  fixtd 
duty,  which  fell  down  to  6t-,  and  then  to 
still  getting  "  so  small  by  degrees,"  to 
use  again  the  noble  Lord's  quotation, 
"and  beautifully  less,"  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  great  difficulty  to  persuade  many 
Gentlemen  on  tbis  side  of  tbe  House,  that 
he  meant  to  give  them  any  protection  at  all  ? 
Sir,  I  am  fully  aware,  that  with  the  ra- 
pidly increasing  population  of  this  country, 
tbe  difficulty  of  supplying  it  with  food 
must  necessarily  increase  also;  but  I  am 
happy  to  knoiv  that  the  increase  of  home 
grown  corn,  arising  out  of  the  improve- 
ments that  have  been  made  in  agriculture, 
bos  been  very  great  witbin  the  last  few 
yean;  and  at  we  '^esenl moment,  when 
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weekf,  made  up  to  the  preeeDt  itay,  is 
49s.  I l(i.  a  quarter;  and  the  average  pricu 
of  the  week  is  conniderHbly  less  than  54s. 
a  quarter.  I  agree  with  llie  noble  Lord 
that  a  bad  harvest  is  a  raost  severe  infliction 
of  Providence  on  any  nation ;  but  I  must 
add  that  no  legislation,  however  well  de- 
vised, can  secure  any  country  from  that 
calamity  and  ita  consequences;  and  1  am 
not  one  of  those  who  think  that  it  is  an 
evil  of  the  existing  law,  that  at  a  time 
when  there  are  serious  apprehensions  that 
the  harvest  may  be  deficent,  corn  cannot 
suddenly  he  taken  out  of  bond,  but  must 
be  gradually  brought  to  market  with  a 
duty  decreasing  as  price  increaseK ;  and 
thus,  while  a  supply  is  secured,  there  is 
imposed  on  the  consumer  the  necessity  of 
caution  and  frugality.  That  is  the  opera- 
tion of  the  present  Corn  Law.  But  so  far 
am  I  from  entertaining  the  apprehensions  of 
the  noble  Lord,  that  I  am  still  sanguine  in 
the  hope  that  no  very  great  deficiency  of 
supply  and  increase  of  price  is  to  be  ap- 
prehended. At  all  events,  I  do  not  think 
that  at  this  period  of  the  Session,  the 
House  can  sanction  any  alteration  of  the 
Com  Laws,  which  have  been  discussed  at 
great  length  in  previous  debates,  and  on 
which  the  apinion  of  the  House  may  fairly 
be  said  to  have  been  pronounced,  and  pro- 
nounced by  large  majorities.  Before  I  sit 
down,  I  will  advert  to  only  one  other 
topic,  to  which  I  think  it  my  duty  to  ofier 
a  few  words  in  answer  to  the  noble 
Lord.  He  spoke  of  the  possibility  of  Her 
Majesty's  visit  to  Her  Irish  subjecta; 
and  he  appeared  to  think  that,  from  the 
answer  which  Her  Majesty  was  advised  to 
give  from  the  Throne  to  the  Lord  Mayor  of 
Dublin,  tome  conclusion  might  be  drawn 
that  Her  Majesty's  answer  meant  to  con- 
vey some  doubt  of  the  loyal  reception  which 
awaited  Her  in  Ireland.  Now,  I  think,  that 
in  deducing  this  conclusion,  the  noble  Lord 
is  either  mistaking,  or  has  forgotten,  the 
terms  of  that  answer.  J  am  quite  satisfied 
that  Her  Mwesty  felt  that  whenever  she 
visited  Ireland,  she  would  be  cordially  re- 
ceived. Whatever  may  be  the  state  of 
that  unhappy  country,  and  however  torn 
by  the  conflict  of  angry  passions,  I  am 
quite  satisfied  that  whenever  Her  Majesty 
may  visit  that  portion  of  Her  dominions, 
Her  presence  would  be  the  harlnnger  of 
peace;  and  that  there  would  be  but  one 
cordial  and  ardent  wish  to  greet  her  with 
loyalty  and  devotion. 

Mr.  M.  J.  O'Connetl,  as  an  Irish  Mem- 
ber, wished  to  express  bu  thanks  to  the 
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Act,  the  restrictions,  the  forms  end  con- 
ditiooi  required  Troni  the  tenant  were  >uch 
as  to  ileprive  him  of  all  the  benefit  in- 
tended or  proFesiied  to  be  given  by  the 
measure.  He  thought  it  would  be  worth 
nhile  during  the  receii  for  the  Govern' 
ment  to  prepare  some  really  beneficial  mea- 
sure for  the  tenantry  of  Ireland,  which 
should  not  be  nullified  by  accompanying 
restrictions.  By  doing  m,  they  would  be 
able  to  deal  vith  the  question  of  the  Irish 
franchise,  which  they  never  could  unleai 
tbey  first  settled  that  of  the  nature  of 
tbe  tenure  of  landlords  and  tenants. 
He  hoped  that  next  Session  tbe  Go- 
vernment would  be  able  to  carry  out 
measures  in  the  spirit  of  that  of  one  which 
he  had  before  esprened  his  approval. 
He  did  not  overestimate  it,  but  he  took  it 
a*  an  indication  that  they  would  do  yet 
more.  He  hoped,  indeed,  that  in  the  course 
of  a  few  S^ons  that  House,  whoever 
might  form  tbe  Administration,  would  be 
able  to  congratulate  itself  that  they  had 
made  some  greater  pn^ress  in  the  settleraent 
of  those  questions,  which,  while  they  were 
troublesome  to  the  House,  were  disgraceful 
to  the  Empire  in  the  eyes  of  the  civilized 
world. 

Mr.  Plutaptre  said,  it  was  neither  an 
unusual  nor  objectionable  thing  to  review, 
at  the  dote  of  the  Session,  the  chief  mea- 
sures wbich  had  occupied  tbe  attention  of 
Parliament.  When  the  right  hon.  Baro- 
net, at  the  commencement  of  the  Session, 
introduced  the  Maynooth  Bill,  he  (Mr. 
Plumptre)  expressed  his  objections  to  that 
measure;  and  now  that  it  hsd  passed  into 
a  law,  he  was  of  opinion  that  it  was  no  less 
objectionable.  The  more  he  considered 
that  measure,  tlie  less  was  the  satisfaction 
with  which  he  viewed  it.  He  could  not 
avoid  Bslfing  the  question,  had  it  given 
satisfaction  to  Ireland  ?  Had  it  not  been 
the  means  of  dividing  a  great  party  in  that 
country?  They  should  not  forget,  that  if 
it  had  been  left  to  the  decision  of  the  usual 
supporters  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  it 
woiild  have  been  lost.  Of  the  usual  sup- 
porters of  Ministers,  152  voted  aguinst  the 
measure,  and  150  in  its  favour.  If  it  had 
been  left  to  the  strength  of  the  supporters 
of  Government,  it  could  not  have  been  car- 
ried. The  Statute  Book  was  disgraced  by 
having  such  an  enactment;  and  next  Ses- 
sion be  should — though  not  with  much 
hope  of  success — feel  it  his  duty  to  du 
what  in  him  lay  to  remove  from  the  Sta- 
tute Book  that  which  the  country  con- 
sidered to  be  a  most  obnoxious  Statute. 
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It  would  have  been  much  better  to  have 
left  the  improvement  of  affairs  in  Ireland 
to  the  progress  of  public  opinion.  He  did 
know  whether  hon.  Gentlemen  were 
e  of  what  WHS  going  on  in  Germany ; 
and  what  was  taking  place  there  might 
be  expected  to  occur  in  Ireland.  fThe 
hon.  Member  read  an  extract  from  a  book 
entitled,  "  The  Apostolic  Christian,  or  the 
Catholic  Cliurch  in  Germany,"  which  de- 
tailed tbe  proceedings  of  John  Ronge  with 
reference  to  the  "  Coat  of  Treves,"  and 
also  contained  the  abjuration  of  tbe  doc- 
trines of  tlie  Roman  Catholic  Church  by 
several  citizens  of  Esterfield.^  He  read 
that  extract  because  he  thought,  that  if  in 
Ireland  they  oxbiliited  the  same  boldness 
and  honesty  as  were  shown  in  Germany,  a 
far  happier  state  of  things  would  take  place 
in  that  country  than  any  such  measure  as 
the  Maynooth  Bill  was  calculated  to  pro- 
duce. There  were  other  subjects  which  at 
that  late  hour  he  was  not  disposed  to  detain 
the  House  by  entering  on.  He  bad  beard 
with  satisfaction  the  statemeut  of  tbe  right 
hon.  Baronet  tbe  Secretary ^or  tbe  Home 
Department,  that  there  was  at  tbe  present 
time  a  larger  quantity  of  banded  foreign 
corn  in  this  country  than  in  1837,  and  also 
mote  home-grown  corn  than  at  that  time. 
He  was  sorry  to  say,  that  in  tbe  county  with 
which  he  was  connected,  wheat  was  con- 
siderably blighted.  He  would  not  enter 
upon  aoy  other  topics,  but  conclude  by  ex- 
pres»ng  his  regret  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  have  brought  forward 
some  of  the  measures  which  ther  had 
thougbt  it  necessary  to  pass,  as  it  was 
always  with  great  pain  he  opposed  the 
present  Government. 

Mr.  Moffail  begged  to  call  the  attention 
of  the  House  to  two  points  which  had  been 
overlooked  on  tbe  present  occasion.  The 
first  related  to  the  alteration  which  had 
been  made  in  the  Sugar  Duties.  The  home 
consumption  had  increased,  it  was  stated, 
30  per  cent,  in  consequence  of  the  reduc- 
tion of  tbe  duties;  but  the  official  returns 
made  the  increase  33  per  cent.  So  far  that 
was  favourable  to  the  principle  of  reduc- 
tion. But,  at  the  same  time,  notwith- 
standing the  great  increase  ot  consumption, 
the  revenue  would  be  very  much  dimi- 
nished— a  consequence  wluch  might  be 
avoided  by  opening  our  ports  to  the  mar. 
ketsof  the  world.  ^Vhat  was  the  practical 
result  of  that  alteration  ?  It  improved  the 
value  of  free-labour  sugar,  but  it  improved 
the  value  of  slave* labour  sugar  at  the  same 
time,    llie  arguments  used  against  throw 
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iog  open  the  trade  wiu,  tliercfore,  at  on 
end;  foe  it  appeared  that  the  eflect  had 
been  to  stimulate  the  price  of  slave-grown, 
to  discourage  which  was  the  profetwd  ob- 
ject of  the  opposition  to  a  more  enlarged 
commerciBl  policy.  He  therefore  hoped, 
that  next  Session  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
would  come  forward  and  throw  open  all 
the  markets  of  the  world  to  Britiah  cum- 
meice.  There  now  remained  no  pretext 
for  refusing  to  do  that.  The  other  point 
to  which  he  (Mr.  Moffiitt)  referred,  was 
one  which  had  not  at  all  received  the  at- 
tention of  the  House.  He  alluded  to  our 
trade  with  India  and  China.  Thej  were 
all  awoic  of  the  advantageous  results  ex- 
pected from  the  Treaty  which  Sir  Henrj 
Pottingor  had  effected,  but  they  had  not 
conudeied  how  these  edrantages  were  to  be 
realized.  Our  trade  with  China,  as  com- 
pared with  that  of  the  last  ten  years,  had 
increased  300  per  cent.  How  were  the 
Chinese  to  pay  or  to  meet  this  increase  of 
trade  but  by  the  article  of  lea?  The  Chi- 
nese had  set  us  a  liberal  and  wise  example 
by  throwing  open  their  ports  at  a  small 
rate  of  duty.  They  charged  upon  our  im- 
portations only  10  per  cent,  duty,  while 
we  levied  upon  their  tea  a  duty  of  200  per 
cent.  That  was  a  system  not  calculated 
I  or  extend  our  trade  in  that 
We  have  had  in  this  country  an 
in  importations  to  the  extent  of 
34  per  cent.  But  how  had  consumption 
been  forced?  By  a  large  depreciation  of 
price  at  the  cost  of  the  import  merchant. 
The  consumption  might,  by  a  reduction  ol 
duty,  be  legitimately  increased,  to  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  revenue  and  the  benefit  of 
the  community.  He  trusted  that  these 
subjects  would  receive  the  attention  of 
Her   Majesty's    Government    during    the 

Mr.  VtlUeri  said,  that  he  thought,  from 
the  attention  which  bad  been  given  to  the 
practical  observations  of  the  bon.  Member 
for  I>artmouth,  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kent  might  satisfy  himself  that  be  was 
not,  as  he  had  said,  out  of  place  when 
he  departed  from  his  usu^  aliein  in 
giving  the  Houae  useful  in  formation. 
The  bon.  Member  for  Kent  should  not 
either  think  that  when  he  referred  to  such 
matters  ax  the  subnstence  of  the  people, 
that  he  was  stating  anvthing  foreign  to 
practical  Christianity.  He  apologized  to 
the  House  for  his  allusion  to  the  prospect 
of  the  harvest  offered  in  the  county  of 
Kent.  He  would  excuse  him  if  be  said 
that  to  this  House  and  to  tbe  country,  that 
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quarter. 


I  part  of  bis  speech  would  have  a  far  greater 
;  interest  than  his  reference  to  his  peculiar 
religious  views,  and  that  when  he  would 
give  the  House  information  connected  with 
this  subject,  as  he  learnt  them  in  bis 
county,  he  would  always  command  the 
attendon  of  the  House.  He  had  stated  a 
very  important  fact  to  the  House,  peculi- 
arly so  at  this  moment.  He  told  them  that 
the  wheat  was  very  generally  blighted  in 
Kent— a  fact  worthy  the  notice  of  the  right 
hon.  Secretary  of  State,  who  was  at  a  &ss 
to  discover  how  anybody  could  feel  anxious 
about  the  harvest.  The  right  hon.  Secre- 
tary wondered  where  the  noble  Lord 
had  been  living ;  he  thought  on  the  top  of 
the  Surrey  bills,  where,  enveloped  in  some 
mist,  the  noble  Lord  had  fancied  that  the 
harvest  of  this  year  might  be  deficient. 
Why,  be  mighi  ask  in  return,  where  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  been  living,  or 
what  he  had  been  reading  of  late?  He 
should  have  thought  that  if  he  had  com- 
municated with  any  person  in  the  street, 
or  had  read  any  of  the  ordinary  organs  of 
information,  he  might  have  explained  tha 
fears  expressed  by  the  noble  Lord,  for  he 
would  venture  to  say,  that  it  was  the  uni- 
venal  topic  of  discussion  at  this  moment  in 
the  country — that  no  tiro  people  met  with- 
out exchanging  their  apprehensions  on  the 
subject;  and  that  peculiarnneasineas  was 
felt  in  consequence  of  the  weather  for  the 
last  few  days.  And  why  should  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  surprised  when  he  re- 
peated tu-night  what  he  said  before,  that 
one  of  the  greatest  curses  that  could  befall 
the  people,  would  he  a  bad  harvest  1  By 
which  he  meant  that  an  insufficient  supply 
of  food  in  the  present  state  of  the  country, 
was  one  of  the  severest  inflictions  of 
Heaven.  With  those  opinions  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  which  probably  differed 
from  those  of  some  of  his  friends,  why 
should  he  not  think  it  worthy  of  thought, 
and  why  had  he  not  met  the  grounds  on 
which  the  noble  Lord  rested  his  fears,  by 
some  assurance  that  they  were  baseless? 
"  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has  no  fear 
on  this  subject,  he  must  have  exclusive 
information.  Why  does  he  not  communi- 
cate it — why  does  he  not  tell  us  that  a  bad 
harvest,  with  which  we  have  been  visited 
so  frequently,  will  not  recur  ?  It  ia  all  Im- 
portant  to  the  country,  on  account  of  that 
policy  which  places  this  country  in  the  cri- 
tical position  of  depending  upon  the  hazards 
and  accidents  of  a  season  in  this  small  por- 
tion of  the  globe  ;  and  as  this  is  the  condi- 
tion which  at  this  time  of  the  year  we 
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that  had  been  carried  tikis  Setnon  had  been 
postponed,  and  the  community  provided 
with  somethine  like  security  for  a  coiutant 
adequate  supply  of  food,  that  more  would 
have  been  none  for  the  future  happineu 
and  prosperity  of  the  country  ;  and  he 
would  go  further  and  ta.y,  that  if  the 
evil  of  a  bad  harvest  were  to  occur 
a^in,  that  nothing  that  had  been  done 
of  a  beneGclal  kind  during  the  Session, 
would  be  felt  or  appreciated;  and  he 
would  apply  that  particularly  to  those 
great  public  works  which  they  had  been  so 
ansiduoiiily  engaged  about  this  Session. 
And  why  had  they  been  engaged  in  them  ? 
Why  did  they  bear  of  so  many?  Simply 
because  the  people  were  proaperous,  because 
there  was  a  large  available  surplus  of  ca- 
pital, because  the  annual  income  of  the 
country  was  larger  this  year  than  it  had 
been  for  years  past.  "  But  all  these  works 
being  accomplished  depend  upon  the  con- 
tinuance of  prosperity ;  and  if  anything 


are  alw^i  placed  in,  and  as  it  is  wholly 
unnecessary,  it  does  becnrae  intimately 
connected  with  any  review  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  a  Sesdon  to  learn  if  anything  has 
been  dona  to  relieve  the  country  from  so 
precarious  a  dependence.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  and  the  Govemmeat  seem  to 
be  perfectly  alive  to  the  evils  now  which 
follow  from  deamess  and  icarrity ;  they  are 
consequentlr  alive  to  the  blessings  which 
attend  the  failure  of  the  Com  Law.  We 
ere  fresh  from  the  experience  of  that  law 
having  failed  in  its  purpose  in  raising  price 
by  limiting  quantity ;  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  has  been  clear  and  complete  in 
his  acknowledgment  of  the  great  blessing 
which  has  attended  that  failure.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  declared  to  this  House 
that  since  food  has  been  cbeap  and  abun- 
dant, he  bad  to  congratulate  the  country 
upon  everything  which  he  would  most  de- 
sire to  see — the  people  were  contented,  the 
country  prosperous,  and  a  great  diminu- 
tion of  all  those  ills,  moral  and  social. 
Incident  to  a  densely  peopled  country, 
which  extend  so  fearfully  when  the  usual 
disturbance  occurs  which  attends  dearness 
and  scarcity.  He  admits  that  this  has  fol- 
lowed upon  a  good  harvest.  Is  it  unrea- 
sonable to  aik  if  he  expects  that  we  shall  al- 
ways be  hlesaed  with  a  good  harvest,  and  if 
not,ifhehaatakeaanyprecaution  to  prevent 
ascarcity  of  supply,  tbe  result  ofa  bad  one?" 
They  were  about  Uien  to  separate  with  a' 
]>Drfect  knowledge  of  the  cau-ii;  of  p;ut  suf- 
fering and  present  prosperity — with  a  be- 
lief that  the  cause  of  prosperity  was  acci- 
dental, and  with  as  perfect  a  conviction,  he 
believed,  that  such  prosperity  need  not  de- 
pend upon  accident;  that  their  impolitic 
meddling  with  the  trade  was  the  occasion 
of  all  the  doubt  and  danger  that  existed  at 
this  tim&  He  had  often  complained  at 
that  season  of  the  year  of  the  House  sepa- 
rating without  doing  anything  to  place 
the  trade  in  food  upon  a  solid  steady  foot- 
ing {  but  never  did  he  think  it  so  entirely 
reasonable  to  do  so  as  he  did  this  year. 
Never  was  the  experience  so  complete — 
never  was  the  opportunity  so  good,  of 
changing  the  law — never  were  the  princi- 
ples on  which  that  law  was  reiited  more 
thoroughly  discredited — never  had  mea- 
sures Iwsed  on  the  opposite  principles  been 
so  completely  successful.  Circumstances 
and  opinion  bad  alike  called  for  the  change  ; 
and  it  was  fair  matter  of  observation  and 
reproach,  at  the  end  of  the  Session,  that 
nothing  had  been  done  towanls  it.  He  did 
not  hesitate  to  sqt,  that  if  all  the 


should  occur  to  disturb  our  credit,  i 
turb  our  economical  arrangements  in  this 
country,  which  invariably  follows  when 
the  harvest  is  had,  then,  I  say,  nothing  but 
loss,  and  ruin,  and  suffering  will  attend 
those  who  have  embarked  in  them  j  and  it 
is  well  worthy  the  notice  of  those  who  have 
contributed  to  those  schemes,  that  there  is 
no  instance  where  the  price  of  food  has 
risen,  arising  from  deficient  supply,  that 
aucb  undertakings  have  nut  been  among  the 
first  to  feel  it  and  to  suffer  from  it.  To  these 
works  to  which  we  have  been  giving  our 
sanction,  we  have  been  showing  our  faith 
and  respect  for  the  principle  of  competi- 
tion. There  is  not  a  line  of  railway  that 
has  been  proposed,  that  might  not  be  op- 
posed on  the  same  grounds  that  the  pro- 
prietors of  this  country  oppose  competition 
in  the  market  with  their  produce;  and 
yet  so  little  faith  have  we  in  monopoly 
when  it  does  not  proiit  some  favoured 
interest,  that  let  hut  any  rival  line  show 
that  the  public  can  be  served  cheeper  and 
better  by  a  competition,  end  legislative 
sanction  is  instantly  given  to  it."  The  pro. 
prietors  of  the  country  asked  of  that  House 
to  make  them  an  exception  to  ibis  princi- 
ple ;  end  they  on  that  ride  asked  why  they 
should  be  excepted  ?  How  were  they  dif- 
ferent from  all  other  men  ?  How  had  they 
shown  tbat  they  ought  to  be  trusted  f  Had 
they  not  frequently  left  the  public  defi- 
cient— had  they  proved  that  they  had  taken 
the  best  means  that  they  should  be  pro- 
perly supplied?  Had  they  proved  that 
those  under  them  were  happy  and  con- 
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tented?  or  had  thejr  recommnided  theii  ncnr,  that  there  will  tben  be  no  mode  of 
syiteDi  by  SDj  one  circumstance  ?  Thejr  I  accounting  for  the  illi  it  hrings  with  it  b^ 
any  of  those  idle  faUacies  which  haTe  ap- 
peaied  the  people  before.  The  people  have 
been  taught  by  experience  how  falae  and 
hollow  are  ntl  the  things  put  forth  to  di- 


irere,  howerer,  to  be  excepted.     He  then 

asked  of  the  Minister,  with  hii  views  of  the 

evils  of  deficient  lupplff  what  itepa  he  had 

taken  to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  that 

calamity?     They  took  .the  lupply  of  food   vert  their  mindg  from   the  real  cause  of 

.....  ^e  .k.  «...._■ .:„«.  ..<■ I  ,j,gjj  misery  before.     It  will  be  impoaaible 

to  teil  the  people  that  it  was  over-produc- 
lion  that  deprived  them  of  employtneat,  or 
too  much  machinery,  or  an  over  issue  of 
money,  or  the  cupidity  of  manufactarera, 
or  the  iaahility  of  exporting  to  foreign 
countries  They  have  seen  that  with  the 
increase  of  all  tliene  things — more  in»- 
chinery  than  ever,  more  production  than 
ever,  more  money  than  ever,  more  manu- 
factures and  more  wealth  accumulated, 
more  hostile  tarifia  than  ever — yet  they 
have  had  better  wages,  mare  employment, 
and  are  generally  in  b  better  conditioo 
than  before  ;  and  that  there  is  no  way  of 
accounting  fur  the  improvement  but 
by  the  restoration  of  our  internal  commerce 
and  our  usual  consumption,  and  all  the 
arrangements  for  production  consequent 
upon  the  abundant  harvests  that  we  have 
had  for  two  seasons  past."  He  aaid,  then, 
that  when  a  period  of  distreaa  recurred, 
from  deficient  food,  that  the  cauaea  of  this 
mischief  would  be  obvious  to  the  humblest 
man,  and  that,  therefore,  the  retponsiluUty 
would  be  fixed  much  more  diadnetly  upon 
a  few  than  it  had  been  before.  A  poor 
consolation  to  those  who  suffered  ;  but  it 
ought  to  be  surely  a  matter  of  serious  con- 
sideration for  the  political  majorities  of  the 
two  Houses  of  LegiKlature,  that  to  them 
the  public  would  justly  turn  as  the  authors 
of  their  calamity,  in  persisting  in  a  course 
of  which  they  had  been  so  frequently  fore- 
warned and  counselled  against.  He  knew 
no  persons  who  would  have  to  share  that 
reaponsihility  with  them  tnit  theelectors  of 
those  great  towns  who,  holding  the  fran- 
chise in  trust  for  the  non-electors,  had 
preferred  obeying  the  orders  or  pandering  to 
the  objects  of  the  rich,  rather  than  extend- 
ing justice  and  protection  to  the  poor  and 
ibe  powerless;  and  they  would  and  must  be, 
upon  any  occasion  of  confusion,  Justly  and 
indignantly  reproached  for  their  breach  of 
trust  in  returning  Members  to  that  Honse 
who,  to  serve  the  interests  of  a  favout«d 
class,  impeded  the  commerce  and  restricted 
the  supply  of  the  people's  food. 

Mr.  Milner  Gtbton  would  venture  to 
doubt  whether  any  oppreaxion  which  it  fell 
to  the  lut  of  the  Irish  to  sufier,  whether 
any  infraction  of  the  civil  rights  of  any 
portion  of  the  Empire,  was  greater  than 


out  of  the  natural  operati 
What  did  they  substitute  ?  "  The  Govern- 
ment support  their  party  in  this  exclusive 
privilege  of  supplying  the  people  with  food. 
Have  thej  taken  any  security  that  ihey 
will  do  it  adequately  }  Can  tley  give  the 
country  any  assurance  that  what  has  hap- 
pened before  will  not  recur?  Do  they 
know  that  everything  which  skilful  hus- 
bandry can  accomplish  has  been  done;  that 
they  are  by  common  consent  dealing  with 
their  properties  in  the  manner  most  likely 
to  produce  an  abundant  supply  of  food  1 
And  if  they  do  not,  how  can  they  justify 
the  itystem  ?  The  public  are  well  supplied 
with  evecy  thing  in  which  the  law  does  not 
interfere.  The  case  which  we  make  is, 
that  the  same  wouhl  happen  with  regard  to 
food  if  commerce  was  allowed  to  he  free. 
The  case  of  the  advocates  of  perfect  free 
trade  was,  that  the  merchants,  manufac- 
turen,  the  capitalists  of  this  country, 
would  prove  at  the  bar  of  the  House  that 
they  could,  by  their  united  energies,  supply 
this  community  with  food  as  cheaply  and 
plentifnlly  as  it  was  possible  to  be  done. 
You  trust  them  in  everything  else,  you 
mistrust  them  when  you  don't  succeed  in 
any  system  you  substitute,  and  when  it  is 
a1l-importantthere  should  be  success.*'  He 
said  that  their  course  was  more  dangerous 
now  were  it  pursued,  than  it  had  been  be- 
fure,  and  one  which  could  not  with  safety 
be  persevered  in.  In  former  times.  Go- 
vernments had  defended  vigorously  this 
system  of  protection.  They  deemed  it 
essential,  they  fostered  every  prejudice  con- 
nected with  it,  confirmed  every  fallacy,  and 
encouraged  the  ignorance  by  which  it  was 
maintained,  and  they  were  consistent  in 
their  measures  accordingly ;  but  the  present 
Ministry  had  done  just  the  contrary — they 
had  left  nothingundonetci  prove  the  hollow- 
ness  of  their  own  principles  of  protection  ; 
they  had  introduced  competition  in  every- 
thing else,  and  had  declaivd  themselves  fa- 
vourable to  the  application  of  tliat  princi- 
ple iu  everything  but  food;  they  bad,  in 
short,  stripped  the  principle  of  protection 
of  all  its  pretences  of  even  indirect  good, 
and  had  left  ii  in  full  force  where  it  was  most 
severely  tried,  and  where  Its  failure  wasmost 
fatal  to  the  people.  "  Let  it  al&o  be  remem  ■ 
bered  that  when  the  diwsCers  of  a  bad  harvest 
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the  opprMnon  practised  upon  this  country 
hy  thme  who  supported  the  Com  Law 
monopoly.  The  queitlon  of  the  Corn  haws 
was  not  second  in  importance  to  any  ques- 
tion of  civit  liberty  ftnd  equality  in  Ireland. 
It  stood  before  them  ai  a  question  in  which 
the  civil  rights  of  the  people  of  this  coun- 
try were  concerned,  anil  waa  a  question 
very  seriously  involving  their  happiness 
and  proaperity.  Bills  on  phync  and  aiir- 
gety.  Bills  for  education  and  religion, 
were  important  in  themselves,  but  the  food 
of  the  people  whs  the  first  and  must  urgent 
mibjeet  for  their  considcretion.  If  they 
opened  to  the  people  of  this  country  the 
markets  of  the  world,  they  would  educate 
theroselves,  and  all  the  blessingK  'which 
were  anticipatet)  from  education  would 
follow ;  but  if  they  thought  that  ihey 
eould  elevnte  the  moral  condition  of  the 
people,  while  their  physical  condition 
waa  depressed,  they  laboured  under  a 
great  error.  As  to  tlic  coming  harvest, 
the  anticipations  regarding  it  gave  rise  to 
reflections  which  bore  not  on  the  present 
moment  so  particularly  as  on  the  whole 
policy  of  the  system  of  the  Corn  Laws.  A 
foreign  corn  trade  was  a  legitimate  pursuit, 
and  the  Government  had  no  right  to  throw 
any  obaiacle  or  hindrance  in  its  way.  The 
present  Com  Laws  were  roost  especially 
pernicious,  because  they  were  most  calcu- 
lated to  prevent  their  having  large  atoclci 
nf  com  held  by  capitalists,  which  would 
be  their  resource  in  the  event  of  a  bad 
harvest.  Under  a  free  trade  in  com,  they 
would  hare  large  stocks  of  com  held  hy 
merchants,  who  would  receive  com  as  a 
regular  commercial  return  ;  and  the  coun- 
try would  thus  iiavea  paUiativeand  remedy 
for  a  deficient  harvest.  As  lo  the  article 
of  indigo,  they  had  in  hand  what  was  equal 
to  u  year's  consumption,  if  there  should  be 
a  sufficient  supply;  hut  what  was  their 
stoct  of  com  ?  They  had  six  days'  con- 
sumption in  bond.  This  was  the  siate  of 
things;  and,  fur  the  purpose  of  making 
com -growing  more  proBtablc  to  a  certain 
class  in  this  country,  they  persevered  in 
what  be  must  call  a  shabby  and  mean  sys- 
tem. It  was  a  humiliating  thing  to  find 
the  leading  gentry  in  this  country  support^ 
ing  a  printjiple  by  which  the  people  of  this 
country  were  precluded  from  buying  their 
food  at  any  shop  but  their  own,  and  tellii 
them   that  tliia  (ystem  was  grounded 


preventing  the  manufacturer  and  the  mer- 
chant fro,u  competing  with  the  agrical- 
turist ;  ihey  were  nothing  but  a  monopoly, 
of  an  oppressive,  a  mean,  unjust,  and  a 
shabby  character.  He  was  neither  for 
fixed  duties  nor  sliding  scales,  and  he  hoped 
that  no  time  would  be  lost  in  abolishing 
lirely  the  duty  on  corn.  The  Corn 
ws  could  not  be  maintained  on  the 
ground  that  they  were  necessary  for  State 
policy.  The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded 
by  cautioning  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
against  telling  the  farmers  that  they  had 
pledges  from  Ministers  that  the  Corn  Laws 
would  be  maintained.  The  Government 
were  perfectly  free  to  repeal  the  Corn  Law 
xt  Session  if  ihey  should  choose  to  do 

Mr.  Darby  said,  that  if  the  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen beg^  of  them  not  to  go  down  to 
the  country  and  say  that  the  Govemment 
had  pledged  themselves  to  maintain  the 
Corn  Laws,  he  would,  in  return,  request 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  not  to  say  that  Go- 
vernment did  intend  to  alter  the  Com 
Laws.  The  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Wolverhampton  said,  he  hoped  the  Min- 
isters would  declare  their  thoughts  on  this 
subject.  He  should  have  thought  that  the 
lion.  Gentleman  did  not  want  to  be  enlight- 
ened on  it.  The  hon.  Gentlenwn  dealt  a 
great  deal  in  prophecy,  but  he  had  never 
known  one  of  his  prophecies  to  turn  out 
true.  The  hon.  Gentleman  frequently 
declared  in  1841,  that  trade  would  never 
:  consequence  of  the  Cora  Laws ; 
whereas  now  he  told  them  that  capital  was 
■ever  so  abundant,  that  production  was 
never  so  great,  and  that  steam  engines  were 
never  so  busy.  Yet  all  this  was  done 
in  the  face  of  the  Com  Law.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  talked  of  the  quantity  of  com 
in  b-md,  and  made  the  starvation  of  the 
country  depend  on  it;  but  be  would  ask 
the  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  had  ascertained 
the  quantity  in  the  country — did  he  know 
the  quantity  of  free  stock  and  the  quantity 
of  home-grown  com  in  the  country  at  the 
present  moment?  The  hon.  Gentleman 
knew  nothing  of  the  subject,  and  he  only 
hoped  he  would  not  nlnrm  the  country  by 
his  speech.  He  also  had  ihe  pleasure  of 
telling  the  hnn.  Gentleman  that  the  glass 
was  fur  some  days  rising.  He  hod,  he 
regretted  to  say,  seen  a  sort  of  fiendish 
delight  on  the  part  of  some  at  the  bad 
reasons  of  State  policy.  The  Corn  Ijiwh  weather,  if  they  were  to  have  bad  wea- 
werc  maintained  fur  the  purpose  of  swelling  I  ther,  they  must  meet  it  with  becoming 
the  emoluments  of  those  who  held  land,  at  j  resignation  ;  but  he  could  only  pity  those 
the  evpense  of  tho«e  who  did  not,  and  for    who  rejoiced  in  it  ns  a  meann  of  carrying  out 
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their  viewt  with  reipect  to  the  Com  Lawg, 
Hii  opinion  wu  that,  with  bad  hanenta, 
ibii  country  would  be  ten  Iiidm  worae 
without  the  Com  Law  than  with  it.  Were 
it  not  for  the  Com  Law,  luch  a  breadth  uf 
wheat  would  not  be  sown  in  the  countrj 
at  wai  aown  lait  year.  He  believed  that 
merchant!  had  been  purchasing  bome- 
nown  com  under  the  operation  of  thoie 
laws.  In  apite  of  the  rain  and  the  bad 
weather,  com  was  not  so  dear  as  the  hon> 
Gentleman  would  have  wished.  If  the 
views  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  hod  been 
carried  out,  the  prospects  of  the  coun- 
try would  be  ten  times  worse  than  at  pre- 

Mr.  Skeil  said,  that  he  was  sure  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Wolverhampton  most 
sincerely  prayed  that  all  the  arguments 
which  he  could  adduce  in  support  of  bis 
views,  with  respect  to  the  Corn  Laws, 
might  not  derive  fearful  corroboration 
from  the  calamities  which  would  be  in- 
flicted upon  the  country  by  a  bad  harvest. 
The  right  hon.  Baronet  at  the  head  of  the 
Government  had  been  seconded  in  all  his 
effiirtsby  a  cycle  of  good  harvests.  He 
agreed  with  hon.  Geotlemeo  who  asserted 
that  the  Com  Laws  were  matters  of  para- 
mount importance.  Ireland,  although  the 
land  of  difficulty,  should  not  entirely  en 
grots  the  attention  of  the  House.  Hii 
noble  Friend  commenced  with  Ireland,  and 
terminated  with  Ireland.  That  was  not 
unnatural,  because  Ireland  was  a  subject 
which  pressed  upon  every  public  man,  an 
exclusive  subject  of  consideration  not  un- 
frequently  in  tlie  Cabinet ;  and  he  was 
sure  that  there  was  no  subject  which  en- 
gaged the  solicitude  of  the  right  bon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  more  than  Ireland,  which 
did  not  now,  however,  present  as  pleasing 
a  prospect  as  he  could  desire  to  have  of- 
fered to  his  contemplation.  He  was  not 
at  that  late  hour  of  the  night  going  into 
all  the  topics  which  had  bran  adverted  to 
by  his  noble  Friend.  But  ihere  was  a 
measure  of  the  Govemment  to  which  he 
felt  It  his  duty  to  advert,  and  it  did  the 
greatest  credit  to  the  Government  that 
they  passed  it,  and  he  trusted  that  they 
would  make  it  a  model  measure.  It  was  a 
measure  which  Her  Majesty's  Government 
might  take  as  a  pattern  by  which  their  fu- 
ture legislation  in  respect  to  Ireland  should 
be  regulated.  It  was  a  measure  valuable 
in  itself,  and  more  so  in  view  of  the  results 
to  which  it  was  likely  to  lead.  With  re- 
spect to  their  roeaiure  for  academic  instruc- 
tion, he  did  not  set  the  wme  value  upon  it 
OS  he  did   upon  the  Maynoolh  Bill.     It 


would  turn  out  not  to  be  so  aatiifactory  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  The  Government 
should  have  consulted  the  Catholic  bishop*, 
before  they  determined  upon  it;  and  bo 
would  take  that  occauon  to  tell  them,  that 
as  long  as  they  allowed  Trinity  CoU^e  ta 
remain  in  the  enjoyment  of  a  pro^rit; 
connected  with  Protestant  ascendancy,  ao 
lung  would  the  Irish  people  be  discontented 
with  any  system  of  education  which  the 
Govemment  might  devise,  aod  so  long 
would  a  suspicion  of  the  intentions  of  the 
Government  be  entertained  by  the  Catho- 
lics of  Ireland.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
Academic  Bill  had  been  conceived  by  the 
Govemment  from  the  very  best  motives, 
and  with  the  very  best  objects  in  view  ; 
but  he  did  not  think  that  their  intentions 
in  this  respect  had  been  as  prosperous  in 
their  execution  as  they  were  beneficial  in 
their  original  design.  They  were  oppoxd, 
as  to  that  measure  by  the  Catholic  de^y 
of  Ireland,  aod  he  was  much  afraid  that 
their  opposition  would  continue.  He  would 
now  say  a  few  words  only  upon  the  R^;ia- 
tration  Bill,  not  so  much  for  tbe  purpoaeof 
retrospective  condemnation,  as  for  the  pur- 
pose of  suggesting  the  course  which,  in  his 
opinion,  the  Govemment  should  in  future 
adopt  The  registry  in  Ireland  bad  almoat 
disappeared.  It  was  becoming  "  fine  by 
degrees,  and  beautifully  less."  In  the 
county  of  Tipperary,  with  its  large  popu- 
lation, the  registry  had  fallen  down  to  the 
small  number  of  4,000.  In  WaUrford, 
with  a  population  of  150,000,  the  registry 
did  not  exceed  500.  And  how  had  tlus 
state  of  things  been  brought  about?  Whvt 
because  the  Govemment  nad  kept  the  peo- 
ple in  suspense  ou  the  subject  ever  since 
they  had  come  into  office.  Men  were 
careless  or  indlfiereut  on  account  of  this 
very  suspense  about  tbe  re^stiy,  because 
no  man  was  sure  that,  af^er  having  placed 
hiroielf  upon  it,  his  vole  would  remain 
upon  the  registry.  1  hese  were  great  evils, 
end  if  the  right  Lon.  Baronet  told  his 
friends  before  he  came  into  office,  to  "  re- 
gister, register,  register,"  be  must  say  that 
he  should  ^ve  them — his  political  antago- 
nists— the  opportunity  of  applying  also  that 
great  instrument,  of  the  effects  of  which 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  had,  so  ^  as 
he  himself  was  concerned,  so  favourable  an 
experience.  It  was  intimated  that  the  ob- 
ject of  the  Bill  in  contemplation  would  he 
to  put  the  two  countries  upon  a  footing  of 
equality.  Did  that  mean  that  the  Govern 
ment  bad  it  in  contemplation  to  restore 
the  40j.  franchise  in  fee  !  They  contem 
plated  formerly  a  51.  franchise ;  that  was  a 
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part  of  their  fomier  project.  Sucb  a  fran- 
chiie  did  not  exist  here.  He  did  not  want 
a  restoration  of  the  40r,  freehold  for  life  in 
Ireland,  for  that'  was  impracticable.  What 
li«  wiahed  to  see  established  was  a  40^- 
freehold  in  fee.  If  they  were  ready  to  give 
the  Irish  a  franchise,  embracing  Hi.  in  fee, 
why  not,  on  the  same  principle,  gire  them 
one  embracing  a  40^.  freehold  in  fee? 
Suppose  a  man  had  land  north  4Qi.  for 
evert  and  built  a  bouse  upon  that  land, 
vhy  should  not  that  man  have  a  vote  i  By 
giving  such  a  franchise  to  Ireland,  all  the 
difficulliea  which  arose  from  the  40j.  free- 
hold, as  it  formerly  existed,  would  be  set 
at  rexL  The  Chandus  Clause  was  to  be 
deprecated.  If  thej  gave  the  tenant  at 
will  a  vote,  the  tenant  would,  in  times  of 
tranquillity,  be  the  mete  slave  and  tool  of 
the  landlord  ;  and  in  times  of  insurrection 
and  disturbance,  be  would  be  found  a 
fitting  instrument  for  increasing  con- 
fusion and  perpetrating  strife.  They  had 
it  in  their  power  to  induce  the  landlords 
to  make  leases,  by  depriving  the  land' 
lords  who  did  not  of  a  variety  of  ad. 
vantages  which  he  now  enjoyed  in  the 
enforcement  of  rent.  He  believed  that 
there  was  at  one  time  an  intention, 
on  the  part  of  the  Commissioners,  who 
investigated  into  the  relations  subsisting 
between  landlords  and  tenants  in  Ireland. 
to  recommend  that  the  landlords  he  com. 
pelled  to  make  leases.  This  they  after. 
wards  abandoned,  thinking  that  it  would 
be  too  great  an  infringement  of  the  rights 
of  property.  If  they  took  away  the  power 
of  distress  from  the  landlord — if  they 
quired  him  to  give  one  or  two  years  to  quit 
—if  they  mode  him  liable  to  account  with 
hi*  tenant,  when  improvements  had  been 
made  upon  his  property,  they  would  there- 
by embarrass  tenancy  at  will  to  such  an 
extent,  that  they  would  hold  out  the 
ilrongest  inducements  to  the  landlord  to 
grant  lease*.  Almost  all  the  evils  of  Ii 
land  arose  from  the  one  source  of  insecurity 
of  tenure.  He  thought  that  to  destroy 
tbia  source  by  having  lease*  granted  for 
thirty-one  years,  would  remedy  half  the 
evils  to  which  the  country  was  now 
ject.  If  leases  for  thirty-one  years  were 
adopted,  the  tenant  would  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  capital,  which  he  miglit 
employ  in  improvements,  fur  a  just  and 
reoiouable  time,  at  the  espiraiiim  of  which 
period  there  need  be  no  account  witji  the 
landlord,  much  good  would  result ;  hut  if 
they  adopted  instead,  the  system  recom- 
mended and  proposed  by  Lord  Stanlcyi 
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they  would  do  nothing  hut  introduce  fresh 
elements  of  confusion,  which  would  assu- 
redly add  to  the  calamities  of  Ireland.  Ha 
took  the  liberty  of  making  these  sugges- 
tions, with  a  view  to  the  proper  fasbioniug 
of  the  Bill,  which  the  Government  had  it 
in  contemplation,  as  it  appeared,  to  intio> 
duce  next  Session.  Ireland  had  reason  to 
expect  much  from  the  Government,  for 
they  had  made  announcements  with  re- 
spect to  (he  government  of  Ireland  of  the 
most  important  character.  Indeed  there 
were  acknowledgments,  if  not  promises, 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Treasury,  which  might  be  re- 
garded as  great  political  events.  He  hod 
declared  that  it  was  of  the  utmost  impor- 
tance to  conciliate  Ireland — that  Ireland 
could  not  be  governed  by  force — and  that 
in  Ireland  the  efficacy  of  the  trial  by  jury 
was  not  to  he  relied  upon.  These  declara- 
tions on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet 
he  regarded  as  equivalent  to  measures,  be- 
cause they  were  declarations  which  must 
be  followed  up.  How  were  they  to  be  fol- 
lowed up?  He  thought  that  it  was  agreat 
misfortune  to  the  present  Government,  and 
one  of  the  chief  sources,  perhaps,  of  their 
difficulties,  that  eight  millions  of  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  entirely  beyond  the  pale 
of  the  patronage  of  the  Crown.  The  pat- 
ronage of  the  Church,  and  the  patronage 
of  the  State,  did  not  exercise  any  great 
influence  over  the  great  mass  of  the  people 
of  Ireland— 600,0001.  of  the  public  pro- 
perty circulated  amongst  the  Protestant 
ecclesisstics  of  the  country.  The  patron- 
age of  the  State  was  monopolized  by  the 
tame  class  as  monopolized  the  patronage 
of  the  Church.  That  was  not  the  coie 
under  the  predecessors  in  office  of  Her 
Majesty's  present  advisers.  The  patronage 
of  the  State  was  then  distributed  between 
Catholics  and  Protestants.  Under  the 
former  Government  they  had  a  Catholic 
Chief  Baron,  a  Catholic  Master  of  the 
Rolls,  a  Catholic  Attorney  and  Solicitor 
General,  a  Catholic  Vice  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade — they  had  Catholic  Lords 
of  the  Treasury — and  several  of  the  great 
offices  in  Ireland  were  filled  by  Catholics. 
In  addition  to  this,  the  minor  patronage  of 
the  Crown  in  Ireland  was  widely  diffused 
between  the  adherents  of  the  two  creeds, 
and  produced  a  signally  beneficial  operation 
upon  the  country.  Bui  what  was  the  case 
now — what  was  the  course  pursued  by  the 
present  Government  ?  Ho  did  not  find 
that  asingle  individual,  with  the  exception 
of  his  learned  Friend  Mr.  Sergeant  Howley, 
30 


IfiOT    RttvwueflhiSeiHm.      {COMMONS} 


Tobacco  Trade. 


1£0S 


•  man  of  the  higheit  merit,  with  tliii  es- 
eeptloD,  be  did  not  find  that  a  nagle  Ro- 
iDBa  Catholic  had  ia  Ireland  been  promoted 
to  a  ntuation  of  importance.  An  office  at 
the  dicpoial  of  Oorernment,  connected  with 
the  Board  of  Bequeitt,  had  been  eiven  to  a 
Catholic,  it  WM  true;  bnt  that  could  icarcelf 
be  adduced  a*  an  exception  to  hii  charge. 
He  DOW  called  upon  the  Government  to 
fulHl  the  engagement*  into  which  Ihey  en- 
tered when  they  came  into  office— thoae 
engigementi  which  they  eolemnly  con- 
tracted when  ther  laid  that  between  the 
Frotettant  and  Cntholic  an  equality  should 
be  maintained.  Indeed,  he  oelieved  that 
lie  was  not  mtirepreieDting  the  lioguege 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  oppoiite,  when 
he  reminded  the  House  (hat  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  (aid,  that  if  a  Catholic  and  a  Pro- 
testant were  candidates  for  the  same  office 
in  Ireland,  he  would  prefer  the  Catholic 
How  had  that  decltiTation  been  carried  out  ? 
It  was  to  but  a  very  small  body  of  the  Iri^h 
people  that  their  patronage  extended.  He 
defied  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  contend 
that  hi*  declaration  bad  been  carried  out; 
for  the  whole  practice  of  the  present  Go- 
Temment  with  regard  to  State  paironoge 
in  Ireland  had  been  in  direct  opposition  to 
it.  Reference  had  been  made  to  the  ec- 
clesiastical institutions  of  the  country. 
He  lamented  the  decision  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Home  Secretary 
had  come  with  respect  to  the  Elstablished 
Church  in  Ireland.  Any  man  who  looked 
at  Ireland  at  the  present  moment,  and  saw 
the  agitation,  which  had  not  yet  subsided 
—the  monsier  meeiingi,  which  were  but 
the  symptoms  of  the  distemper,  had  cei  »ed 
it  was  true,  hut  the  distemper  itself  was  as 
virulent  and  active  as  ever— roust  most 
deeply  lament  the  declaration  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  He  said  nothing,  how- 
ever, on  the  important  point  of  the  conci- 
liation of  the  Catholic  clergy.  He  (Mr. 
Shell)  thought  that  there  were  means, 
which  might  be  readily  adopted,  by  which 
the  Slate  might  expend  money  fnr  the 
purposes  of  the  Church,  and  yet  preserve 
the  independence  of  the  clergy.  He  snw 
no  difficulty  in  the  Government  granting 
money  for  the  purpose  of  building  churchc:<, 
for  purchasing  glebes,  and  erecting  glebe 
bouses,  nor  did  he  see  any  in  giving  proper 
dignity  and  rank  to  the  Catholic  clergy. 
It  was  deeply  to  be  deplored  that  tl;e  (iu~ 
Ternmenti  when  engaged  with  the  May- 
nooth  measure,  did  not  malie  it  larger 
than  it  wei.  They  would  not  then  have 
found  that  they  would  haye  had  nny  more 


diffieultici  to  encounter  in  carrying  the 
measure — which  be  would  not,  on  the 
whole,  call  a  small  one,  but  which,  he  con. 
tended,  might  and  should  have  been  made 
much  larger — than  they  experienced  with 
it  in  its  present  shape,  lie  right  hon. 
Baronet  was  conscious  of  all  the  difficnltiei 
with  which  he  was  beset ;  be  ought  also  to 
be  aware  of  the  many  and  great  advantages 
with  which  he  was  surrounded.  In  addi> 
tion  to  the  power  which  he  could  command 
'  upon  other  points,  he  possessed  great  power 
upon  Irish  questions,  from  the  assistance 
<  and  suatainment  which  he  received  from 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  that  (the  OpiMnition) 
aide  of  the  House.  He  must  also  be  aware 
of  the  circumstances  which  conspired  to 
make  him  almost,  as  to  these  questions, 
omnipotent.  Let  him  rememlier  how  the 
Catholic  question  was  carried.  It  «ras 
carried  by  the  impracticability  of  farming 
what  was  then  called  a  Protestant  Cabinet. 
In  this  respect  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
was  now  in  a  similar  situation  to  that  in 
which  the  Government  was  placed  in  1839. 
If  he  hod  determined  to  bring  forward  « 
larger  measure  of  conciliation,  and  his 
party  had  abandoned  him  in  so  doing,  and 
ho  and  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Secre- 
tary for  the  Home  Department  had  resigned 
office  together  upon  the  subject,  he  (Mr. 
Shell)  believed  that  it  would  have  been 
found  impoitibJe  to  form  a  Government  on 
the  principle  opposed  to  that  upon  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  retired. 
That  was  their  great  source  of  strength,  and 
they  should  have  boldly  and  manfully  acted 
upon  it.  Not  long  ago  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  there  was  no  sacrifice 
which  he  was  not  prepared  to  make  for 
Ireland,  with  a  view  to  confec  peace  and 
iranquillity  upon  that  distracted  country. 
He  (Mr.  Shell)  wanted  no  sacrifice  of  prin- 
ciple on  the  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man— he  would  exact  no  self-immolation 
froro  him.  All  that  he  wanted  at  the  right 
hon.  Baronet's  hands  was  justice  to  Ire~ 
land,  in  its  broad  and  legitimate  sense,  and 
that  he  should,  in  measuring  out  that  jus- 
tice tu  her,  introduce  measures  to  Pariia- 
ment  of  which  the  failure  would  not  be 
discreditable,  and  of  which  the  success 
would  lie  attended  with  the  moit  beneficial 
results. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Tobacco  TasDB. J  Mr.  ^Aenrfun  called 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  the  petition  of 
Richard  and  James  Keynes,  grocers  at 
Shaftesbury,  which  had  been  printed,  and 

-   -   -  o "  ^ 


1509 


H«r  Majetty't 


(Ana.  7} 


Fin't  to  Oermmy. 


1510 


tdTerti«e<l,  ibccitcuraRtancesof  wliiclithe; 
ConiplBined.  It  appenred  that  thete  per- 
■ong,  in  proseculing  their  regular  trade, 
leceived  a  ca^k  of  tobacco  which  wai  regu- 
larlj  invoiced  to  them,  and  which  had  not 
been  in  their  poBaeauon  halfau  hour  before 
it  was  leised  by  the  Esciie  Officen,  upon 
the  plea  that  the  tobacco  wai  adulterated. 
The  Kepon  of  the  Committee  on  the  to- 
bacco trade,  had  ihown  the  extreme  diffi- 
cult; that  existed  on  the  part  of  the  moit 
acientitic  and  expert  chemists  to  detect 
adultetatiuD  in  tobacco;  he  thought,  there- 
fore, that  this  was  a  hard  case,  and  he 
would  move  for  a  Select  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  subject. 

Mr.  Cardwtll  obierved  that  the  person 
from  whom  the  petitioners  had  receiTed 
the  tobacco  had  been  recently  proceeded 
against  by  the  Excise,  and  incurred  heavy 
penalties.  The  suspicions  of  the  Excise 
Were,  consequently,  excited,  and  they  made 
the  seiflure.  They  continued  to  be  of  opi- 
nion that  the  tobacco  was  adulterated. 
Not,  however,  suspecting  any  fraud  on  the 
pen  of  the  petitioner,  they  gave  notice  that 
it  wa«  not  their  intention  to  proceed  for 
penaltiex,  but  that  they  could  not  allow  it 
to  be  sold  IS  genuine  tobacco,  and  (here- 
fore  should  proceed  for  its  condeionatinn. 
The  petitionen  had,  therefore,  everything 
that  was  necessary  for  the  vindication  of 
their  character.  As  to  the  analysis,  the 
difficulty  of  proof  rested  with  the  Excise. 
The  officers  of  revenue  had  done  precisely 
that  which  was  their  duty — they  had  pre- 
vented adulterated  tobacco  being  inno- 
cently sold  as  genuine  tobacco,  and  the 
petitioners  had  received  every  reparation 
which  their  character  could  require  in 
being  eJionerated  from  the  penalties. 

Mr.  Hume  thought  the  proceedings  in 
this  case,  as  in  all  connected  with  tobacco, 
were  most  disgraceful,  and  such  as  could 
not  take  place  in  any  other  country.  Per- 
sons whose  famiiieii  had  been  in  the  busi- 
ness for  centuries  were  preparing  to  leave 
it,  because  an  honest  man  found  it  utterly 
impossible  to  carry  it  on  with  any  profit. 
The  only  remedy  to  be  applied  was  a  large 
reduction  of  the  duty. 

Motion  withdrawn. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  one  o'clock, 
till  Ftiday. 
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Hbr  Majesty's  Visit  to  Gbrmawt.] 
Lord  Campbell;  I  rise  to  put  a  question 
ol  great  constitutional  importance,  of 
which  1  have  given  notice,  lo  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woulsaek, 
connected  with  Her  M»je*iy's  approaching 
visit  lo  GerniBity.  No  one  io  Her  Ma- 
Jesly'a  dominions  would  wish  to  interpose 
any  impediment  in  the  way  of  that  visit. 
There  is  no  longer  anj  foundation  for  the 
jealousy  which  induced  Parliament  to 
provide,  by  the  Act  of  Settlement,  that 
the  Sovereign  should  not  leave  the  king- 
dom wtihoui  the  consent  of  both  Houses  : 
we  have  upon  the  Throne  a  Queen  born 
and  bred  in  England,  and  fortunalely 
without  any  foreign  dominions  which  do 
not  belong  to  the  British  Cro«n  ;  nor  it 
there  now  any  reason  to  dread  themeeiings 
of  Sovereigns,  which  it  was  formerly  laid, 
wilh  too  much  Iruih,  boded  no  good  totheir 
subjects.  Ai  the  present  daysuch  mecttngi 
may  haveastrongiendencyio'  preserve  the 
tranquillity  ofEurope.  It  is  perhaps  to  be 
regretted  that  Oeorge  IlL,  during  a  very 
long  life  and  very  long  reign,  was  never 
out  of  England,  nor  indeed  mors  than 
one  hundred  miles  from  the  place  of  hit 
birth;  if  be  had  visited  the  flourishing 
provinces  on  the  banks  of  the  Rhine,  which 
Her  Majesty  is  sard  to  be  going  to  survey, 
<ind  had  seen  how  harmoniously  and 
happily  men  of  different  religions  there 
live  with  equal  rights  under  the  same 
Government,  he  might  have  been  less 
adverse  to  the  emancipation  ofhis  Roman 
Catholic  subjects.  No  one,  therefore, 
can  feel  regret  that  Her  Maji'siy,  if 
she  so  wills,  should  for  a  short  time  be 
absent  from  Eugiaud.  If  circumstances 
had  permitted,  1  should  have  rejoiced 
could  the  Irish  have  had  the  high  satis- 
faction which  my  countrymen  have  twice 
enjoyed,  of  seeing  their  beloved  Sovereign 
among  them.  I  do  not  presume  to 
offer  any  opinion  as  to  the  expediency 
of  deferring  this  visii,  although  I  cannot 
doubt  that  Her  Majesty  would  now  be 
received  in  Ireland  with  universal  afiection 
and  reverence,  whatever  diversity  of  opin- 
ion (here  may  be  respecting  lbs  conduct 
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But  tbe  sabjeet  of  my 
FcJie  of  the  rojal  tu- 
tborily  during  Her  Majeity'i  ■bieuce.  It 
hu  b«en  declared  by  ParliameDt  to  be 
part  of  the  privilege*  belonging  to  the 
Crown  by  the  Gommon  Law,  that  our 
Sa*ereigDa  may  leave  tbe  realm  at  their 
pleature  ;  bat,  a«  Tar  ai  I  am  aware,  Ibe 
invariable  praclice  hat  been,  that  on  going 
abroad  tliey  have  provided  for  the  eser- 
cIm  of  the  royal  authority  during  their 
absence.  In  the  early  leigni,  tbe  great 
officeri  called  the  "  Grand  Juaticiary " 
acted  as  RegenL  When  that  oBiee  wa* 
aboliahed,  a  Regentor.Loidi  Jaiticei  were 
named  by  tbe  Sovereign  on  each  particular 
DCCBiion.  But  I  come  to  the  timea  lubae- 
quenttolbe  Revolution.  King  Edward 
VI.,  Queen  Mary,  Queen  Elizabeth.  King 
James  L,  King  CharleaI.,King  Charles  II., 
and  King  Jamea  II.,  till  after  bit  expul- 
sion) never  were  absent  from  England  from 
tbe  time  when  thej  mounted  the  Throne. 
But  after  tbe  Revolation,  down  to  the 
reign  of  George  111.,  cases  of  the  absence 
of  the  Sovereign  were  frequent.  King 
William  III., as  is  well  known,  went  abroad 
yearly  to  figbt  hia  campaign!,  and  to  carry 
on  his  negotialiona.  While  hia  Consort 
Queen  Mary  lived  ahe  acted  in  bis  ab- 
aence  as  Regent  ;  for  although  she  wai 
Queen  Regent,  yet  the  Act  of  Parliament 
passed  at  the  Revolution  prevented  her 
lakiog  any  ihare  in  tbe  Governitieni. 
After  her  death  he  yearly  appointed  Lords 
Justices,  the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury, 
and  the  Lord  Chancellor  being  placed  at 
the  bead  of  the  Commiuion,  and  tbe 
Princess  Anne  of  Denmark,  thougb  the 
heiress  to  the  Crowo,  not  being  included 
in  it.  The  Session  of  Parliament  was 
then  brought  to  aconclusion  in  the  spring, 
and  the  King  generally  announced  his 
ioteniiona  to  tbe  following  form:.— 

■'The  circumi lances  of  affajn  making  it 
aeceiiary  for  me  to  be  out  of  the  kingdom 
lot  lome  lime,  I  shall  take  care  to  leave  tlie 
administration  of  the  Government,  during  mj 
absence,  in  the  hands  of  such  persons  as  I 
can  depend  upon," 

The  prospect  of  tbe  fsmily  of  Hanover— 
possessed  of  foreign  dominion* — succeed- 
ing, induced  tbe  introduction  of  the  clause 
into  the  Act  of  Settlement  to  which  I  al- 
luded :— 

"Tliat  no  person  who  shall  bereal^er  come 
to  the  poisession  of  this  Crown,  shall  go  out 
of  the  dominions  of  England,  Scotlind,  or 
Ireland,  without  conteoi  of  ParUameoi." 


Bat  this  wu  immediately  repnled  on  the 
accession  of  George  I.,  the  Slatnte  1 
Geo.  I.  c.  51,  reciting— 

That  it  is  agreeable  to  the  ancient  Con- 
stitution oftheie  kingdoms,  that  tbe  penon  of 
tbe  King  or  Queen  should  freely  eojoj  all  and 
every  the  jast  and  andoobtad  rights,  libertiea^ 
and  privileges  of  the  Crown." 

Among  which  must  be  conudered  the 
power  of  leaving  the  realm  at  pleasure, 
George  I.  exercised  this  right  in  1716,  and 
intimated  bis  intention  of  going  abroad 
in  his  Speech  at  the  dote  of  tbe  Seasioo. 
He  said — 

"  I  design  in  tbe  approaching  recess  to  visit 
m;  dominions  in  German;,  and  I  bare  pro^ 
vided  for  the  peace  and  security  of  the  king- 
dom daring  my  absence  b;  constituting  my 
beloved  son  the  Prince  of  Watei  guardian  of 
the  realm." 

There  afterwards  arose  an  nofortunat* 
misanderatanding  between  the  Prince  of 
Wales  end  the  King,  and  on  subsequent 
occasions  the  Prince  was  not  an  appointed, 
but  the  King  always  nominated  Lords 
Justices.  In  1719,  George  I.  being  about 
again  to  visit  Germany,  a  Commission  wiw 
issued  nnder  tbe  Great  Sea),  by  which 
thirteen  Lords  Justices  were  appointed, 
and  the  King  made  a  declaration  to  the 
following  effect  in  the  Privy  Council  :— 

"May  9,  1T19.— His  Majesty  in  Council 
this  day  declaring  bis  intention  of  going 
out  of  the   kingdom  for  a  sboit  time,  was 

E leased  to  approve  of  the  annexed  drah  of  a 
ommiision  for  the  adminiitration  of  tbe  Go- 
vernmeot  durin;  His  Majesty's  absence.  It  is 
ordered  by  His  Majesty  in  Council  that  one 
of  His  Majesty's  Principal  Secretsrie*  of  State 
do  prepare  a  warrant  for  His  Maiesty's  royal 
signatnre,  in  order  to  the  passing  of  the  said 
Commission  under  the  Great  Seal  of  Great 
Britain." 

Anothei  declarstioD  x  little  varying  frona 
this,  occurs  in  1723:— 

"May  28. — His  Majesty  in  Council  this 
day  declaring  his  intention  of  going  out  of  the 
kingdom  for  a  short  lime,  was  pleased  to  no- 
minate the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  ttc,  to 
be  Lords  Justices  for  the  administration  of  tbe 
Government  during  his  absence  and  Com- 
mission ordered." 

On  the  acceasioo  of  George  II.,  as  long 
as  Queen  Caroline  lived,  on  the  King 
going  abroad,  she  was  left  Regent.  I 
give,  as  an  instance,  the  entry  in  the 
Privy  Council  books.  May  16,  1735:-> 

"His  Majesty  in  Council  »*s  this  day 
pleased  to  dcclara  that  ha  intended  to  visit 
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bit  domioioDt  in  Germany  ;  and  Ibat  ha  had 
■ppoialed  hji  dearetl  Coasort  the  Quaen,  to 
b«  Regeut  duriDg  His  Majeily's  abience." 
A  CommiMion  to  tbmt  effect  accotdingly 
paued  tbe  Great  Seal.  After  the  death 
of  Queen  Carolioe,  a<  orten  t»  the  King 
went  abroad,  he  appointed  Lord*  JusticeR, 
like  George  I.,  and  he  niuallj  announced 
hia  inteaiioD  to  ParliameDt.  So  thin^ 
went  on  till  bis  death;  and  I  believe  I 
may  renture  to  lay,  ihal  he  never  wat 
abieot  for  any  period,  lon^  or  ihort,  with- 
out either  appointing  a  Regent  or  Lordi 
Jutlicet.     In  the  long  reign  of  George 

III.  it  in  well  Icnown  that  the  Sovereign 
never  was  abient  from  England.     George 

IV.  went  abroad  once,  and,  I  believe, 
once  only,  when  the  tame  couna  was 
puraaed.  I  read  tbe  entry  from  the  books 
of  the  Privy  Council:— 

"September  17,  1821.— His  Majesty,  in 
Council,  was  this  day  pleased  to  declare  his 
intention  of  going  out  of  tbe  kingdom  for  a 
short  time,  whereupon  Ibe  annexed  draft  of 
a  blink  Commission,  for  appoiniiog  Guardians 
and  Justices  for  the  administration  of  ibe  Go- 
vernment during  Hii  Majesty's  absence,  was 
read  at  ibe  board  and  appraveil.  And  bis 
Majesty  was  farther  pleaied  to  declare  and 
nominate  the  following  persons  to  be  the  said 
Gaardians  and  Justices,  viz. :— Duke  of  York, 
the  Archbishop  of  Canterbury,  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  and  other  great  Officers  of  State 
appointed." 

Now,  after  these  unifurm  precedents, 
from  the  most  ancient  limes  down  to  the 
present  day,  I  humbly  apprehend  that 
Her  Majesty  ahonid  be  advised  to  ap- 
point Loidi  Justices  to  exercise  (he  Royal 
authority  during  her  absence  from  tbe 
country.  I  am  not  aware  of  any  change 
of  circumstances  that  can  authorize  a 
change  of  practice.  Railroads,  it  is  true, 
have  been  introduced;  but  railroads  can- 
not alter  the  Constitution.  Various  cir- 
cumstances may  arise  in  which  it  may  be 
indispensably  necessary  that  tbe  Royal 
authoriiy  should  be  exercised,  and  when 
there  may  be  no  opportunity  for  the  per- 
looal  exercise  of  that  authority  by  Her 
Majesty  during  her  iibsence.  I  may  re- 
fer to  the  pardon  oF  criminals,  and  other 
matters  with  respect  to  which  great  pub- 
lic inconvenience  may  result  from  the 
want  of  the  exercise  of  the  Royal  author- 
ily.  But  there  is  another  reason  which 
makes  it  expedient,  in  my  opinion,  to  ap- 
point Lords  Justices  during  Her  Majesty's 
absence.  I  am  a  lover  of  limited  mon- 
archy, as  the  form  of  goverunieiit  which 
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gives  the  greatest  influence  to  enlightened 
public  opinion,  and  as  best  calculated  for 
the  prosperity  sod  happiness  of  this  Em. 
pire.  I  should  not  like  to  see  tlie  Royal 
authority  io  abeyance  for  any  period ;  and 
it  seems  to  me  inconsistent  with  the  mon- 
archical principle,  that  the  country  should 
be  left  for  any  period  without  the  means 
of  exercising  the  Royal  authority,  as  oc- 
casion may  require.  Of  course  it  is  the 
prerogative  of  Her  Majesty  to  select  of 
her  free  will  whomsoever  she  may  cboose 
to  represent  her,  and  to  govern  in  her 
name.  Dutifully  and  loyally  expressing 
an  ardent  wish  for  Her  Majesty's  happi- 
ness while  she  is  abroad,  and  for  her  safe 
return  to  her  dominions ;  I  conclude  by 
asking  the  question,  whether  it  is  not  the 
intention  that  Lords  Justices  should  be 
appointed  during  Her  Majesty's  absence  ?  ' 

The  Lord  Chancellor  acknowledged  the 
courtesy  of  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
in  having  given  him  notice  of  his  inten- 
tion to  ask  this  question.  He  had  nor, 
however,  given  him  notice  of  his  intention 
to  discuss  how  far  going  up  the  Rhine 
might  have  modified  the  relifious  and  po- 
litical opinions  of  George  ill.,  and  he 
should  not.  therefore,  enter  upon  that 
question.  He  would  give  a  distinct  and 
short  answer  to  the  question  which  had 
been  put  to  him  by  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend.  It  was  not  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  advise  Her  Majesty  to  issue 
a  Commission  appointing  Lords  Juaiices 
during  Her  absence  while  on  the  short 
tour  She  was  about  to  make.  On  a  former 
occasion,  previous  to  Her  Majesty's  visit 
to  the  King  of  the  French,  the  law  officers 
of  the  Crown  of  that  time,  the  present  Chief 
Oaron  and  the  late  Sir  William  Failed, 
were  consulted  on  this  point,  and  (hey 
were  clearly  of  opinion,  after  considering 
the  subject  with  great  deliberation,  that  it 
was  by  no  means  necessary  in  point  of 
law  that  such  appointment  should  take 
place;  and  he  had  then  entirely  concurred 
with  them  in  opinion.  The  opinion  of  tbe 
present  law  officers  of  (he  Crown  had  also 
been  (aken  on  the  subject,  and  ihey  were 
entirety  of  the  same  opinion  ;  and  he  also, 
on  a  review  of  the  subject,  concurred  wHh 
them  that  in  pointof  law  the  appointment 
(if  Lords  Justices  was  not  necessary.  The 
question,  therefore,  resolved  iiself  into  one 
of  expediency  ;  and  in  the  present  mate  of 
the  country,  and  with  (he  facilities  of 
communication  at  present  existing,  it  was 
considered  equally  unDecetsary  and  iuex- 
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pcdwnt  to  iuae  luch  ■  Commituon  ai  hii 
noble  SDCI  learned  Friend  had  adverted  to. 
Her  Majeiiy,  as  bis  noble  and  learned 
Friend  bad  stated,  had  as  free  a  right  l< 
visit  the  Continent  as  aay  o(  het  snbjecta; 
and  any  act  which  She  tould  do  ai  Sove- 
reign,  would  have  as  much  ralidiiy  anc 
effect  if  done  on  the  Continent  of  Europe 
as  if  done  in  Her  own  dominion*.  It  should 
be  borne  in  mind,  too,  that  Her  Majeity 
would  be  accompanied  by  a  Secretary  or 
State,  and  that  she  could  return  from  thi 
rurilieal  point  to  which  she  was  going  tr 
the  short  period  of  two  days.  It  was 
therefore,  quite  unnecessary  that  a  Com- 
mission should  be  appointed  to  exercite 
the  Royal  authotiiy  during  Her  Majeniy'i 
absence.  Hii  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  referred  to  precedent*  ;  but  they  did 
not  appear  to  have  any  application  to  the 
present  stale  orcircumsrauces.  In  every 
insrance  to  which  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  adverted,  ibe  Sovereign  went 
to  the  Continent  Tor  the  purpose  of  res i. 
dingfor  a  considerable  time. 

Lord  Campbell:  It  is  stated  ia  the 
Commissions  that  the  absence  from  this 
country  was  to  be  for  a  short  time. 

The  Lord  Chancellor:  Yes;  in  all  the 
Commissions  those  words  "  short  time," 
were  iniroiJiiced  ;but  it  was  matti'r  of  fact 
and  matter  of  hislory,  that  on  all  tlie  oc- 
casions to  which  hi)  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  referred,  the  inleniion  of  the 
Sovereign  (and  that  intention  was  carried 
into  eieculton)  was  to  remain  for  lome 
considerable  period  of  time  on  the  Conti- 
nent, or  to  transact  there  some  matter  ol 
business,  either  military  or  civil,  which 
mi^ht  have  extended  lo  a  considerable 
period  of  time.  Let  their  Lordships  take 
into  consideration  the  actual  condition  of 
the  Continent  at  that  time,  and  the  means 
ofcommunication  then  existing.  Most  of 
the  cases  lo  wtiicli  his  noble  and  learned 
Friend  had  referred  were  cases  of  the  So- 
veieign  going  to  Hannver,  a  journey 
which  at  that  lime  might  have  occupied 
eight  or  ten  days,  li  was  therefore  ne- 
cessary, under  these  circumstances,  that, 
as  a  matter  of  convenience,  some  power 
should  liare  been  given  lo  person*  in  this 
country  to  enercise  some  of  the  functions 
of  Royalty  during  iha  absence  of  the  So- 
vereign. H>s  noble  and  learned  Friend 
had  talked  of  ibe  Royal  aulhonty  being 
in  abevanceduring  Her  Majesty's  absence, 
unless'Lords  Justices  thuuld  be  appointed 
by  Commission;  but,  aa  his  noble  and 
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learned  Friend  had  doeblleM  <ZBnhMd 
the  Commissions  to  which  he  had  re- 
ferred, he  must  be  aware  that  tbef 
were  all  subject  to  resirictiona ;  and 
if  he  bad  looked  lo  those  restrictions,  he 
would  have  found  that  they  pared  dowa 
the  authority  in  ao  man*  important  par- 
liculsrs,  that  it  was  in  reality  rendend 
merely  nominal;  so  that  upon  all  impor- 
tant occaaioni,  it  would  be  necetaarj  to 
have  immediate  and  peraonal  commnni- 
cation  with  the  Sovereign.  Considering, 
then,  the  altered  stale  of  circumstances — 
considering  that  the  tour  which  Her  Ma- 
jesty was  about  to  take,  was  circumscribed 
in  its  limits,  and  would  last  but  for  a 
abort  time — considering,  too,  that  Her 
Majesty  was  to  be  accompanied  by  a  Se- 
cretary of  Stale  ;  and  thai  rommunication 
between  Her  Majestj  and  this  country 
would  be  most  easy,  whenever  it  might 
be  necestary,  it  had  been  thought  quits 
unnecessary  to  appoint  such  a  CommisaioD 
ai  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  di- 
rected their  Lordships'  atleniion  to.  It 
was  an  these  grounds,  that  it  had  not 
been  thought  necessary  to  advise  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  go  through  the  form  of  appointing 
a  cumbrous  Commiision,  really  for  no 
practical  purpose. 

Lord  Campbell  said,  that  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  had  entirely  paased  over 
the  precedent  of  George  IV„  in  1821. 

T\\e  Lord  Ckancellor  said,  he  had  not 
passed  it  over.  That  was  a  visit  of  six  or 
reven  weeks,  at  a  time  when  the  commu- 
nication with  Hsnover  occupied  eight  or 
nine  day*,  and  perhaps  ten. 

Lord  Campbell  would  not  longer  argue 
ihe  question;  but  would  only  obaerve, 
that  his  noble  and  learned  Friend  had  not 
cited  one  instance  in  favour  of  the  course 
which  the  Government  proposed  lo  follow, 
and  which  introduced  an  innovation  in 
the  practice  of  ihe  Constitution. 

Subject  dropped. 

House  adjourned. 
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Tndc  (BiuU). 

daoRillnjEaUrgttiinili  South  EhUri  IUUikkDkI 
Eiuniloii)!   BDltai    uit    Lalgb.    Knrim  mud   Ltl(h 


under  these  circutn«lBnce>,  lb* 
ou^e  would  pa>a  th«  Bill. 
Bill  read  a  third  time  and  paued. 


DIck'i  EiUtei    rollMI'i  (or  imlynnii 

vidfB^  (Bt  PlMdicr^)  Eiutii  BovM'EiUU: 

hun  eilM  COU  Sftawl  Ctlully  EiUtn  g  Snirn 

Suite  or  BrUgtwilttt  TruiUn'  EluU   lArditatihop  of 


PiriTiMt  I'ugiKTtD.    From  InhiUtuti  at  aeUcriUf. 
ta  tmuof  tha  neld  Qudnt  BUL 


Waste  Lihds  (Adstbalu).]  Mr.  0. 
W.  Hope  truited  that  he  would  he  per- 
mitted to  Diove  for  leave  to  bring  in  the 
Bill  relative  to  the  Waite  Landi  of  Aus- 
tralia, of  which  he  had  given  notice.  Hi* 
onlf  abject  in  go  doine  was  to  liave  tha 

_^ Bill  printed  for  circulation,  in  the  form  in 

Biniiiii(- '  wliich  it  was  proposed  to  have  it  Bmended 

^    had    it  gonu  into  Committee.     He    wa» 

'ii^^^Do-    noxious,  by  now  bringing  it  in,  to  place  it 

in  its  amended  form  before  the  House  and 

the  public. 

Motion  agreed  to.  Bill  biought  in,  read 
a  first  time,  and  ordered  to  be  piinted. 
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CblTla  DcHvlu.  Coininl 
For-  - 


I  btila  Hope,  Gi 


'><■>''-— JbpWM — Losliin  ud  Yo(k  RaIIwit  (Slitf- 
fleld  Branch). 
Pirmoiii  rRHciTTiD.  BfSlrH.  Dougln,  from  Llin- 
riMli  t"  ■  Chisgi  or  PoUirr  ><><■«>)■  Ndw  Zalund  — 
Bt  Mr.  Hlndlay.  from  AibfCti,  agalnB  ChiriUbla  TiuHi 
BUI — By  Mr.  HloiUey,  from  FKtory  Waikan  ainplayKl 
III  wrml  pitam,  to  Atoui  of  thi  Ten  Houn  SfiUBi  in 


Silk  Weavers.]  Sir  G.  CUrk,  in 
moving  the  Cider  of  the  Day  for  lesum- 
ing  (he  Adjourued  Debate  on  the  Third 
Reading  of  the  Silk  Weavers  Bill,  ob- 
served, that  the  debate  on  this  ques- 
tion had  been  adjourned,  at  it  seemed 
to  be  doubted  whether  sillc  weavers 
came  properly  under  the  Arbitration  Act. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  the;  did, 
as  the  object  of  the  Arbitration  Act 
was  to  exiend  to  the  silk  trade,  the  provi- 
sions of  that  Act.  The  object  of  (his  Bill, 
therefore,  was  to  introduce  some  few 
amendmenis  into  the  silk  trade,  which  had 
been  introduced  into  the  hosiery  trade. 
That  a  bargain  and  contract  between 
master  and  workmen  should  be  redured 
to  writing,  and  a  copy  kept  by  each.  The 
Bill  met  with  ihe  approbation  of  ail  (be 
workmen,  and  many  of  the  principal  mas- 
ters. It  would  prevent  the  liitga(tiin  fot- 
roerly  so  prevalent  beiwt;ea  those  parlies. 


North  AMBRicarr  Boundabt  Lute-] 
Sir  Howard  Douglai,  referriug  to  the 
Papers  recently  laid  before  the  House, 
cKplanatorf  of  (he  proceedings  of  the 
Comraissiiin  under  the  direction  of  Lieu- 
tenant Colonel  Estcourt,  engaged  in  lay- 
ing down  the  Boundary  Line,  as  estab- 
^d  by  the  Treaty  of  U'aiihington,  be- 
tween the  British  Provinces  of  Caoadk 
New  Brunswick,  and  the  United 
States,  would  tdke  that  oppportunity  of 
expressing,  in  strung  terms,  tiie  satisfaction 
with  whii-ii  he  had  read  those  proofs  of  the 
ability,  intelligence,  and  energy,  displayed 
by  Lieutenant  Colonel  Estcourt  and  his 
party,  in  exploring,  cutting  out,  tracing  on 
the  ground,  and  determining,  astronomi- 
cally, the  several  portions  and  statinns  of 
a  frontier,  extending  over  no  less  than 
526  miles,  in  great  part  through  the 
virgin  tangled  forest;  by  which  uncom- 
mon exertions,  and  extraordinary  acti- 
vity, that  important  service  had  been  so 
far  effectually  executed,  aa  to  show  that  it 
would  speedily  be  brought  to  completion; 
and  thus  evince  the  real  eronomyof  htvtnff 
provided  that  iotelligent,  scientific,  ana 
excellent  officer,  with  a  staff,  and  meant 
of  execution,  sufficient  to  enable  him  to 
act  with  his  well-known  intelligence  and 


Nf.w  Zealand.]  Mr.  /.  A.  Smilk 
asked  whether  the  right  hon.  Baronet  bad 
any  objection  lo  lay  on  the  Table,  before 
(he  Hiiuse  separated,  the  recent  corre- 
spondence bptwren  the  Colonial  Office  soil 
ilie  New  ZiaUnd  Company?  He  (rusted 
he  might  be  periiiided,  lo  express  the 
grea[  satisfaction  he  fell  that  (he  term  wu 
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■pproBchiDg  to  IhfiM  verj  diiagree&ble 
ditcutiioni  which  had  lately  taken  place 
between  the  SecreUrj  fonlieColonietand 
the  Company.  It  vrai  certainly  true  that 
the  whole  had  uot  been  obiained  which 
the  Company  thought  to  be  tlieir  right, 
and  alto  to  be  eMential  to  the  cood  go- 
remment  of  the  Colony  of  New  Zealand  ; 
but  he  could  not  forget  that,  arier  what 
had  occurred,  a  ceiiain  degree  of  aactifice 
on  both  iidei  wai  iieceiiary,  and  be  did 
bail  with  great  latiifaction  the  tone  and 
temper  exhibited  by  the  Colonial  OfGi 
io  iheie  traniacitODi ;  and  he  thought  that 
that  tone  and  temper  were  more  important 
than  Ihe  remit!  themEeI*e>,  He,  theiefoi 
be^ed  to  thank  the  Gorernment  for  the 
part  they  had  recently  laben  in  thi«  mat' 
(ei.  He  wBi  exceedingly  glad  to  fint 
tliBl,  with  the  power  with  which  the  nobli 
Lord  at  the  head  of  the  Colonial  OEGci 
wai  armed,  he  had  felt  bow  graceful  any 
conceasioQ  muit  be  coming  from  him. 
Before  he  aat  down, he  must  advert  to  one 
point  which  had  purposely  been  left  by 
the  Company  till  the  close  of  these  dis- 
cussion*—a  point  which  was  imponant  to 
the  Company  here,  and  not  without  its 
importance  to  the  prosperity  of  the  Co- 
lony— be  alluded  to  theapplicaiion  which 
had  been  made  by  the  New  Zealand  Com- 
pany for  a  loan  of  money  from  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  security  of  iheir  land. 
He  was  perfectly  aware  tliut  the  applica- 
tion must  be  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment on  public  grounda,  and  he  was 
perfectly  willing  that  it  should  be  so 
considered  :  but,  al  ihe  same  lime,  he 
hoped  the  Government  would  state  that 
the  application  should  receive  considera- 
tion without  delay,  and  would  also  answer 
it  without  any  greater  delay  than  neces- 
sary. He  thought  the  conduct  of  the  New 
Zealand  Company  in  this  matter  was  a 
proof  that  their  more  immediate  interests 
had  been  postponed  to  what  ihey  consi- 
dered as  more  the  inleiesls  of  the  public; 
and  that  would  be  an  aniwer,  he  hoped, 
and  (he  best  answer,  to  the  taunt  that  had 
been  thrown  out,  as  lo  a  cross  having 
IbIccq  placa  between  the  Government 
and  the  Company.  He  bt^eged  to  add, 
(hat  the  success  of  this  application 
was  indispensable,  to  enable  the  Com- 
pany to  resume  its  opeiations  as  a  co- 
lonizing body;  and  indispensable,  in  his 
opinion,  lo  the  harmonious  working  of 
the  arrangement  which   had  jujt  taken 


Sir  R.  Peel:  1  do  not  think  it  nece>> 
sary  for  me  to  assure  the  Houae,  that  tW 
recent  harmonious  understanding  betweiB 
the  Colouial  Office  and  the  New  Zealnd 
Company,  must  have  been  to  me  ■  aab- 
Jeci  of  great  salisfaction;  but  1  am  boaod 
to  state,  and  [  do  thus  publicly  stale,  that 
whatever  credit  is  due  for  theae  iiDpro*ed 
relations,  ranst   be'  given    to    nj    noble 
Friend.     1  said  some  time  ago,  that  what- 
ever might  be  the  differencea  between  my 
noble  Friend  and  the  New  Zealand  Com- 
pany, it  would  be  found  ihat  mj  noble 
Friend  was  not  influenced  by  tfaein.     I 
am  certain  that  my  noble  Friend's  pa^ 
conduct  in  this  matter,  waa  guided  by 
public  considerations;  and  [  am  ceriain 
thai  his  future  conduct  will  he  guided  by 
public    considerations   also.     The    corte. 
spondence  that  formerly  took  plac%   be- 
tween him  and  the  New  Zealand    Com- 
pany, would  noi,  I  waa  sure,  have   the 
slightest  influence  on  his  mind,  or  prevent 
him  from  dispassionately  taking  into  view 
the  whole  circumstances  of  the  case ;  and 
in  all  that  I  formerly  aaid  on  this  aubjeci, 
I  spoke   with  the  entire  coocurteoce  of 
my  noble  Friend.     For   the   purpoae  of 
conducting  ihe  late  negotialiona,  a  gen- 
tleman was  nominated,  who  has  not  been 
mixed  up  with    these  transactions;    and 
was,  therefore,  enabled  to  take  a  more 
dispassionate  view  of  the  whole  case — I 
allude   10  that  most  distinguished   public 
oflicer,  Mr.  Ufevre.    He  was  called  on  to 
assist  my  hon.  Friend  near  me,  ihe  Un- 
der Secretary  for    the  Colonies,  in    ihta 
neentiation  ;  and  be  was  employed  by  m« 
noble  Friend,  in  concert  with   my  hon. 
Friend,  to  conduct  the  arrangement  which 
has  just   been   completed  with  the  New 
Zt-aland  Company.     Wiih  respect  to  ihe 
general  allusion  which  the  hon.  Genlle- 
niun  who  lias  just  sat  down   made  lo  the 
satisfactory  conclusion  of  these  negolia- 
i,  it  confirms  thnt  which  I  stated  from 
the  first,  that  my  noble  Friend  was  acting, 
iu  all  that  he  did,  only  on  public  grounds. 
With  respect  to  the  charge,  that  a  "cross" 
iiad  taken  place  between  the  Government 
and  the  New  Zealand  Company,  I  think 
that  no  man,  who   is  acquainted  with  ihe 
respective    parties,    would    imagine   such 
a  tiling  could  be  possible.     No  secret  un- 
derstanding of  any  kind  has  been  entered 
into,  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  with 
the  New  Zealand  Companv.     If  any  sudi 
proposition  had  been  made  to  my  noble 
Friend,  it  would  have  met  irith  ao  indJ^. 
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unt  nfni&l.  A»  lo  the  applinlion  for  b 
loan,  lliehon.  Genllenian  musl  eicute  me 
in  decline  to  give  bim  any  deHaile  an* 
■wer.  If  he  aaki  me,  if  llie  application 
■hall  receive  the  coaiideraiion  of  tlie  Go- 
vernmeot,  I  have  no  difficult;  in  uturJQg 
bim  that  the  Governmeot  will  give  an 
early  contideration  to  tlie  aubjecl;  but  the 
conaideration  of  a  ibiog  by  the  Gorero- 
meot,  is  generally  understood  to  mean  a 
favourable  conti deration.  Now,  1  cannot 
■ay  anything  of  thai  kind.  The  consider- 
ation tbfti  the  Government  will  give  lo 
the  lubject,  is  not  to  be  underitood  a> 
being  fettered  in  any  way.  Of  course, 
BOthiDg  could  be  done  without  the  con- 
tent of  ParliameDt.  If  the  Government 
eame  to  ibe  conclusion  during  the  recess, 
that  the  loan  ought  to  be  granted,  they 
could  only  give  hq  assurance  subject  lo 
the  consent  of  Paili&raent;  tbey  could 
give  no  conclusive  answer,  unlets  with 
the  concurrence  of  Parliament.  Tbe  hon. 
GenlleraBn  must  excuse  me,  therefore,  if 
I  do  not  answer  that  question.  The  Go- 
vernment cannot  be  underitood  as  being 
fettered  in  any  way;  at  the  same  time, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  must  not  draw  any 
conclusion  unfavourable  to  the  applica- 
tion, from  what  I  have  stated. 
Subject  at  an  end. 

The  DisuissAL  of  Mb.  Watso.y.]  Co- 
lonel Verner  said,  he  should  not  be  dis- 
charging his  duty  to  the  Protestants  of 
Ulster,  if  he  did  not  put  a  question  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet,  to  know  whether  the 
re]K)rt  was  true,  as  stated  in  the  papers, 
that  Mr.  Watson  had  been  deprived  of  the 
commigaion  of  the  peace  and  the  situation 
of  a  deputy  lieutenant  of  the  county  of 
Antrim,  in  consequence  of  taking  pert  in 
an  Orange  procession  on  the  12ta  of  July 
last/ 


painful  duty  to  remove  Mr,  Watson  from 
the  commission  of  the  peace  and  the  de- 
puty lieutenancy.  That  report  was  correct, 
lu  1837  (he  thought  it  was)  the  House  of 
Commons  resolved  to  present  an  Address  to 
King  William  IV.,  praying  him  to  adopt 
all  the  necBuarf  measures  for  the  purpose  of 
discouraging  Orange  sociciies.  That  Ad- 
dress was  presenteato  the  Sovereiga,  and  a 
solemn  promise  was  made  by  the  Sovereign 
that  every  measure  in  his  power  for  the 
purpose  of  discouraging  Orange  societies 
■hould  be  dopted.    That  was  the  obUga- 
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tion  that  hod  been  contracted  by  the 
Grown.  He  (Sir  R.  Peel]  understood  that 
this  gentleman,  who  was  of  the  highest  re- 
spectability, not  only  had  interfered  in  an 
Orange  proccEsion,  but  had  (being  a  ma- 
gistrate and  deputy  lieutenant)  signed,  as 
chairman  of  a  meeting,  resolutions  whidi 
stated  that  the  time  was  come  when  Orange 
institutions  ought  to  be  reorganized.  On 
this,  bearing  iu  mind  the  sentiments  ex- 
preised  in  the  Address  of  the  House  in 
1837,  and  bearing  in  mind  tbe  reply  of  the 
Sovereign,  that  the  whole  power  of  the 
Government  should  be  employed  for  the 
purpose  of  discoursging  Orange  societies. 
Her  Majesty's  Govemmeat  had  found  it 
to  be  their  painful  duty,  in  fulfilling  the 
aisurances  that  had  been  given  from  the 
Throne,  to  acquaint  Mr.  Waison  that  he 
could  no  longer  continue  in  the  commia- 
sioQ. 

Colonel  Femcr  said,  that  as  tbe  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  was  not  satis- 
factory, be  should  move  an  Address  to  the 
Queen,  on  the  subject  of  the  removal  of 
Mr.  Watson  next  Session. 

Stsu-J  Viscount  Palmerston :  I  gave 
notice  ot  my  intention  merely  to  make 
some  obserrations  upon  the  aSkirs  of  Syria, 
believing  that  there  would  be  some  Motion 
before  the  House  to  which  my  observations 
might  be  appended ;  hut  as  I  now  find 
that  there  is  no  Motion  before  the  House, 
it  is  necessary  for  me  to  make  u  specific 
Mntion,  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  tbe 
right  hoo.  Gentleman  to  make  such 
statements  as  he  may  deem  proper ; 
and,  therefore,  with  ifae  permission  of 
the  House,  although  1  have  not  given 
notice  of  my  intention  to  do  so,  I 
shall  move  that  an  humble  Address  be 
presented  to  Her  Majesty  fur  copies  or 
extracts  of  correspondence  relative  to  the 
affairs  of  Syria,  in  continuation  of  those 
already  presented  to  the  House.  It  is  not 
my  intention  lo  occupy  fur  any  length 
of  time  the  attention  of  the  House  ;  hut,  it 
is  my  wish,  before  Parliament  separates,  to 
draw  the  attention  of  the  House  and  uf  the 
Government  to  two  points  which  are  em- 
braced in  the  Papera  that  have  been  laid 
before  us.  The  House  is  aware  that  when, 
in  1840  and  1841,  the  Allies  thought  it 
necessary  to  take  steps  to  restore  Syria  to 
the  direct  authority  of  the  Sultan,  that 
part  of  Syria  which  is  commonly  called 
"  The  Mountain,"  which,  in  fact,  consists 
of  tbe  highlands  of  Lebanon,  was  governed 
by  the  late  Emir  Bescbir  Sfaebak.   He  was 
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tben  eoltrted  in  the  iotemrta  of  Mebemet  I  was  induced  to  accept  tbe  appoEotment  «f 
All.     He  was  summoned  to  return  to  the    Emir  Bechir.    In  accepting  it  h«  certainlir 

_ii 1 r  u;. c ;_ I  j.       ■ i : • > : .   :_    


allegtance  of  bii  proper  Sovereign  ;  anil  de- 
lays occurring  in  liia  compliance  with  that 
lummoDS.BSptrcific  time  was  named,  within 
which  he  was  to  return  to  bis  allegiance, 
or  to  be  deposed,  and  bare  a  luccessor 
appointed  in  bis  room.  The  late  Emir 
Beacbir  dtd  not  comply  with  that  lum- 
Dions  made  to  him  in  the  name  and  autho- 
rity of  his  Sovereign,  He  was  deposed — 
ana  deposed  by  British  officers,  acting 
under  authority  given  to  them  by  the  Sut- 
tao;  and  in  his  stead  was  appoinled  a 
relative  of  his,  the  late  Emir  Beschir  el 
Kassim,  who  was  then  holding  no  pub> 
lie  aituation,  but  living  Ht  the  head  of 
his  clan  and  familr-  The  Emir  Beschir 
et  Kassim  continued  to  exerciEo  the  aulho- 
nty  belonging  to  his  appointment  for,  I 
think,  something  rather  more  than  a 
twelvemonth ;  but  in  the  beginning  o(  1842, 
or  at  the  end  of  1841,  in  consequence  of 
the  civil  war  that  broke  out  between  the 
Dmses  and  the  Maronites,  the  Emir 
Beschir  el  Kassim  was  besieged  in  bis  te- 
sideoce  at  Deir-el- Kamar.  He  wai  called 
down  by  the  Governor  of  Side n,  A'as  found 
to  be  incompetent  from  age  and  infirmities 
to  carry  on  the  difficult  government  of 
the  Lebanon,  was  deposed,  and  was  aftei^ 
wards  sent  to  Asis  Minor.  On  his 
passage  frooi  Deir-el-Kimar  to  Beymut, 
in  obedience  to  the  orders  of  the  Turkish 
Governor,  he  was  plundered  by  the  Druses 
of  all  the  property  he  had  intended  to  carry 
with  him,  and  hia  own  house,  with  all  that 
was  in  it,  was  afterwards  burnt  by  tbe 
Druses.  The  Emir  Beschir  el  Kassim 
claims  from  the  Turkish  Government  pay- 
ment of  his  salary  fur  the  period  during 
which  he  administered  tbe  affairs  of  the 
Lebanon.  He  claimed  also  cumpensation 
for  losses  by  the  plunder  to  which  he  was 
exposed  in  his  journey  down  to  the  coast, 
and  for  lands  of  which  he  had  been  deprived 
when  the  disturbances  took  place.  These 
claims  were  admitted  to  be,  to  acertaio  ex- 
tent, founded  on  fair  and  just  grounds.  In 
the  firman  given  to  him,  it  was  declared 
that  a  grant  should  be  made  to  the  amount 
to  which  he  is  entitled-  Although  his 
claim  is  thus  admitted,  yet  he  has  not 
been  able  to  obtain  any  payment  whatever. 
Now,  I  consider  that  ihe  British  Govern- 
tnent  is  bound  in  honour  to  see  that  claim 
discharged,  at  least  such  part  of  it  as  can 
be  properly  substantiated.  It  was  by  offi- 
cers of  tbe  British  Government,  acting 
under  the  authority  of  the  Suilao,  that  be 


rendered  an  important  service ;  in  c 

!|uence  of  taking  that  appointmeat  he  taf- 
ered  greatly ;  and,  therefore,  care  ought 
to  be  taken  that  he  should  receive  just 
compensation.  If  he  had  remained  a  pri- 
vate individual,  in  no  commanding  office, 
he  might,  to  all  probability,  hare  retained 
poseessioD  of  the  property  of  whidi  fa*  was 
master  at  the  time,  i  must  ny,  that  oa 
the  perusal  of  the  last  set  of  Paper*  which 
have  been  laid  before  Parliament  on  this 
subject,  it  does  not  appear  to  me  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  showa 
the  energy  which  they  ought  to  have  dis- 
played in  obtaining  fur  this  individual 
the  compensation  to  which  he  has  just 
claims-  After  a  long  corretpoadeoce,  ao 
instruction  has  been  given  to  our  Amba»> 
sadur  at  Constantinople  by  no  means  suffi- 
cient, considering  the  just  influence  that 
in  this  matter  we  are  entitled  to  exercise. 
The  instruction  1  refer  to  is  dated  Januarf 
29,  1845  :— 

"  With  rererence  to  my  despatch  of  the  30lb 
July  last,  I  transmit  to  your  Excellency  here- 
wilh  a  copy  of  Ihe  letter  wbicli  he  has  ad- 
dressed to  iiii  Charles  Napier,  complaining 
iliat  the  firroan  for  his  indemnificaiion,  a  traos- 
lation  of  which  was  contained  inynnrdeipaicb 
of  the    31st  December,  1EI13,  has  not   been 


effect.     I  bat 


Excellency,  should  the  slatemenis  contained 
in  the  Emir  Beschir's  letters  prove  to  be  cor- 
rect, to  take  such  measures  as  to  yon  may 
seem  most  likely  lo  induce  the  Pone  to  cairy 
out  the  terms  of  the  tiiman  in  question." 
In  a  matter  in  which  the  honour  and  good 
faith  of  the  British  Government  are  en- 
gaged, it  is  not  enough  to  tcli  our  Ambas- 
sador that  which  he  is  bid  to  do  here; 
the  British  Government  should  have  sent 
Sir  Stratford  Canning  a  decided  note 


to    be    presented    : 
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upon  the  Porte  to  do  that  which  ther 
were  justly  entitled  to  expect  the  Porte 
would  do.  That,  then,  is  the  first  point. 
It  doe*  not  appear  to  me  that  the  Britirii 
Oovemment  have  taken  with  Sufficient 
energy  measures  to  fulfil  those  engagements 
which  it  and  the  Porte  are  bound  to  fulfil. 
More  efficient  instructions  ought  to  have 
been  sent,  or  an  urgent  note  might  have 
been  sent  to  the  Ambassador ;  and  not 
these  vague  and  loose  instructions  which 
the  British  Government  have  been  content 
with  giving.  The  larger  sulrject  is  the 
unfortunate  condition  in  which  Hyiia  has 
of  late  been  placed.  J  am  quite  aware  that 
this  is  a  matter  attended  with  considerable 
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diSeuIlT-  T'  >■  ^7  i"*  ikmtii  a  limple 
■d^Hir.  On  the  one  hind,  the  GuTernrocnt 
of  EngUod,  and  the  Government*  of  Aus- 
tria, Russia,  and  Pruuia,  nlio  were  pa^iies 
with  Enf^land  to  the  operation*  in  1840 
and  1841,  entered  into  ceruin  engflge- 
ntenta  with  the  people  of  Sjrria,  which 
it  ii  ei&entiel  to  their  honour  to  see 
fulfilled  i  and,  on  the  other  hand,  it  miiHt 
bo  admitted  that  the  fulfilment  of  theie 
engagemenli  iDvoIves  a  departure  from  the 
ordinary  rulei  which  guide  OovemmentK 
in  their  relations  with  other  Power* ;  be- 
came there  it  not  anj  thing  more  at  vb- 
riMnce  with  international  obligations,  than 
that  one  Power  ihould  interfere  with  an- 
other in  regard  to  the  manner  in  which 
that  Power  treats  ita  own  Rubjects.  It  is 
only  in  consequence  of  special  circum- 
stancea  connected  with  the  operations  in 
Sfria,  that  we  hare  a  right,  or  are  ob- 
liged, to  sddreai  ourselres  to  the  Sultan 
with  regard  to  the  affairs  of  S;na.  We 
did  contract  engagements  there  which  we 
are  bound  to  fulfil.  The  object  ot'  the  Four 
Powers  and  of  the  Sultan,  in  1840, 
induce  the  people  of  Syria  to  take  up  arms 
against  the  usurped  auihoritj  of  Mehemet 
AU;  to  declare  in  favour  of  their  legitimate 
Sovereign,  the  Sultan ;  and  to  return 
that  direct  allegiance  to  him  which  v 
due  to  him  as  their  supreme  monarch. 
To  effect  this  object,  the  Allied  Powers 
had  recourse  to  two  methods.  Pint,  the 
Syrians  were  supplied  with  arms  ;  and  then 
inducements  were  held  out  to  them  to  em- 

?\oy  thote  arms  in  the  aervice  of  the  Sultan, 
'hete   inducements    consisted    in   certain 
promises  made  bj  the  Sultan,  and  guaran- 
teed by  the  Allied  Powers.     The  Sultan's 
Eromises  were  not  made  through  the  Turks, 
ut  through  British  naval  and  diplomatic 
officers,  specially  authorised    and  empow. 
ered  by  the  Porte  to  make  these  promises . 
which  were,  that  if  they  returned  to  theii 
lawful  allegiance,  and  assisted  in  expel, 
ling    the    army   of  Mehemet    Ali,    they 
should  be   relieved    from  the  oppressii 
they  had  for  several  years  suffered,  a 
their  libtTties  and   privileges  should 
restored  to  them.     Now,  as  (hat  has  not 
been  done,  on  that  ground   the    Britii 
GoTemmeot  is  entitled    to  take   furthi 
steps,  and,  in  my  opinion,  is  bound  to  take 
those  steps.   The  position  of  Syria  is  a  very 
peculiar  one.     It  is  not  a  mere  province — 
it  is  not  inhabited  by  one  race  alone,  nor 
by    people  of  one   religion    alone.     The 
people  in  the  central  part  of  Syria,  com- 
monly called  the  Mountftin,  the  highlands 
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of  Lebanon,  ronsist  of  two  difierent  races, 
professing  different  religions.  First,  there 
the  Meroniie^,  who  are  a  sort  of  Chr>4- 
is;  and,  on  the  other  hand,  tbe^e  Br« 
the  Druses,  a  soie  of  Mohsmmedens ;  not 
that  they  actually  belong  to  the  MussuU 
man  faith,  but  having  a  faith  pei'uliir  to 
themselves,  are  yet  considered  by  the  Turks 
nearly  allied  to  the  Mussulman  belief. 
These  two  races  are  not  separated  by 
any  distinct  geographical  distribution.  Ii 
is  not  that  in  one  part  of  the  Lebanon 
Meronites  are  to  be  found,  and  that  the 
Druses  are  inhabitants  of  another.  They 
ere  not  parted  from  each  other  as  the  peo- 
ple of  Westmo'eland  are  parted  from  the 
people  of  Cumberland;  ntir  is  there  any 
well-defined  local  distinction  in  situation 
between  them.  The  two  races  are  inter- 
miied,  though  in  one  part  the  Maronires 
predominate,  and  in  another  part  the 
Dioiea.  There  are  portions  wherein  the 
Maronites  may  be  found  as  the  proprie- 
tors of  the  soil,  and  the  Druses  as  the  serfii 
or  peasants ;  and  there  are  others  in  which 
the  Maronites  stand  to  the  Druses  in  the 
position  in  which  peasants  stood  to  their 
lords  under  the  feudal  system.  In  fact, 
the  whole  of  Syria  is  orgaaiaed  on  the 
system  of  a  feudal  constitution.  That  sys- 
tem existed  when  the  Emir  Beschir  was  in 
authority,  and  the  whole  country  was  go- 
verned by  an  officer  bearing  that  title. 
This  crested  difficulty ;  for  if  one  man  go- 
verns the  whole  province,  and  if  he  be,  as 
for  a  long  time  happened,  not  a  Turk  but 
a  native  chief,  either  Maronite  or  Druse, 
he  must  exercise  authority  over  men  of 
the  other  creed,  as  well  as  over  those 
of  his  own  race,  and  thus  govern  at 
once  two  ftopulations,  who  are,  moreover, 
animated  with  the  greatest  posiible  anti- 
pathy the  one  tu  the  other.  When,  there- 
fore, the  late  Emir  Beschir  el  Kassiro  was 
removed  from  office,  a  question  arose  as  to 
how  the  Lebanon  was  to  be  governed. 
The  Emir  Beschir  el  Ksssim  belonged  to 
the  family  of  Schehab,  a  Maronite  family, 
that  for  s  great  number  of  years  were 
princes  of  ihe  Lebanon.  He  was  an  old 
man,  between  seventy  and  eighty  years  of 
age — he  was  infirm,  he  had  a  paralytic  af> 
fection,  he  was  deficient  in  energy  and  ttt- 
lent — and  he  had  to  perform  a  difficult  task. 
It  was  evidently  impossible,  under  him,  to 
preserve  the  peace  of  the  Lebanon.  Where 
men  divided  in  interest,  or  strongly  op- 
posed in  feeling,  are  separated  by  position, 
or  prevented  by  circumstances  from  coming 
in  constant  contact   with  each  othet^  it 
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ii  ft  matter  of  IcM  difficaltf  to  prevent 
thoM  feudi  which  are  naturally  incident 
to  their  social  conditian  and  religious  dif- 
ference! from  anuming  the  character  of 
religioui  war;  but  when  such  men  are 
iDtennixed,  ai  they  are  in  the  Lebanon, 
occupring  the  same  Tillage,  dwellingon  the 
■ame  laod,  conitantly  meeting  in  the  nme 
(own,  it  evidentlr  requirei  a  Tigorout 
band,  a  powerful  head,  a  utrong,  deter- 
mined will,  together  with  a  tound  judg- 
ment, to  repreM  that  tendency  to  diaorder 
which  must  eziit  in  such  a  state  of  society. 
When  the  late  Emir  Betchir  was  removed, 
ifaere  appeared  to  he  no  member  of  his  fa- 
mily in  all  respects  fit  for  the  government 
of  the  Lebanon.  There  was  hut  one  perton 
who  could  be  thought  of — that  was  the 
Emir  Haidar,  a  man  who  possessed  more 
education  than  is  genarall)'  to  be  met  with 
in  persons  of  that  part  of  the  country — 
for  he  was  a  native  of  the  mountain  dis- 
tricta— hut  at  the  same  time  he  was  not 
thought  altogether  fit  for  the  very  respon- 
aibte  situation  of  governor.  Then  the  dif- 
ferences which  had  arisen  between  the 
Druses  and  the  Maronites,  and  the  bloody 
conflicts  that  had  taken  place  between 
those  two  racec,  rendered  it  necessary  for 
the  Sultan  and  the  Five  Great  Ponert,  who 
were  in  communication  with  him  on  the 
subject,  to  endeavour  to  make  some  arrange- 
ment that  should  provide  for  the  better 
government  of  that  part  of  Syria,  without 
exponng  either  the  Druses  un  the  one 
hand,  or  the  Maronites  on  the  other,  to 
the  inconvenience  of  being  subject  to 
the  dominion  of  a  governor  belooging  to 
the  rival  race.  After  much  communication 
between  them,  and  after  full  consideration 
by,  the  parties,  a  plan  was  proposed  in  the 
year  1842,  which,  I  think,  was  well  calcu- 
lated, had  it  been  carried  Into  effect,  to  attain 
the  oineet  in  view.  It  was  proposed  that, 
instead  of  one  governor,  two  governors 
should  be  appointed ;  that  there  should  be 
a  Druse  governor  for  the  Druses,  and  a 
Maronite  governor  for  the  Maronites ;  it 
was  proposed  that  those  two  governors 
should  be,  of  course,  subordinate  to  the 
Turkish  Government,  but  that  each  re* 
gpectively  should  be  the  governor  of  that 
part  of  the  population  lo  which  he  by 
birth  and  religion  belonged.  This  plan 
was  sufficiently  aimple  as  far  as  it  went, 
but  it  did  not  entirely  remove  the  diffi- 
culty which  arose  from  the  mixed  location 
of  the  population ;  and  it  became  a  matter 
of  consideration  and  of  some  difficulty  tu 
decide  what  should  be  don«  at  to  those  ril- 
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by  Druses  and  Maronitei  jointly, 
arrangement,  however,  wa*  propoaed  whit^ 
appeaJied  pretty  well  calculated  to  over- 
come even  that  difficulty ;  and  it  wm 
further  suggeated,  as  a  part  of  the  plan, 
to  guard  against  opprettian  and  injoa- 
tice,  that  permission  should  be  given  to 
the  people,  whether  Druses  or  Mam. 
nites,  in  those  mixed  districts,  to  retire 
within  that  part  of  the  province  which 
was  administered  by  a  governor  of  their 
own  race.  That  is  to  say,  that  in  a 
mixed  village  in  which  the  majority  wen 
Maronites  and  the  minoriiy  were  Dmsea, 
the  Druses  would  be  permitted  to  retire  to 
the  adjoining  district  where  the  govern- 
ment wu  under  the  control  of  a  Druae 
governor.  And  in  the  same  way,  in  thoae 
villiiges  where  the  Maronitea  formed  the 
minority  of  the  population,  they  mi^t 
retire  and  place  tbemselves  under  the  direct 
rule  of  a  Maronite  chief.  And  it  was 
proposed  further,  that  as  this  emigiation 
would  necessarily  be  attended  with  tome 
sacrifices  and  losses  to  the  people  who 
might  avail  themselves  of  the  permis- 
sion, compensation  should  be  made  by 
the  Porte  for  the  value  of  their  pnqierty, 
which  upon  being  sold  might  not  realise 
its  proper  amount.  In  favour  of  this  plan 
the  Five  Powers  appeared  to  have  been 
unanimous;  and  when  the  Five  Powers 
are  unanimous  in  a  matter  of  this  kind, 
it  is  to  be  presumed  that  they  are  right ; 
and  it  was  natural  to  expect  that  their 
policy,  if  carried  out,  would  be  auceess. 
ful,  I  say,  it  may  be  presumed  they  ace 
right,  because  when  Five  Powers,  having 
such  various  and  conflicting  Intetesls  as 
England,  France,  Austria,  Russia,  and 
PruBKia,  agree  to  recommend  any  plan  to 
the  Sultan,  il  is  evident  it  must  be  founded 
on  a  cleat  understanding  of  the  interests 
of  the  Sultan  ;  for  no  four  of  the  Five 
Powers  would  ever  concur  in  a  plan 
adapted  to  promote  the  interests  of  any 
one  of  the  five,  whichsoever  that  one 
might  be.  This  plan  then,  I  say,  was 
founded  on  a  right  understanding  of  the 
Interests  of  the  Sultan,  and  it  was  a  plan 
which  seemed  to  be  easy  of  execution.  It  is 
clear,  moreover,  from  the  correspondence 
we  have  before  us,  that  it  would  have  ac- 
complished its  purpose.  It  is  evident  from 
the  Papets  on  the  Table,  that  if  it  had  been 
earnestly  and  sincerely  taken  up  by  (be 
Porte — if  means  had  been  taken  to  give  the 
proper  compensation  to  those  who  might 
desire  to  emigrate  into  a  neighbouring  dis- 
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trict— if  the  two  goremon  had  been  ap- 
pointed, ind  bid  receired  frnm  the  Turkish 
authoritie*  on  the  coaac  that  lupport  in 
nonej  for  their  eipeniet,  and  in  a  amall 
number  of  troopi  to  maintain  their  autho- 
rity, which  the  Porte  ought  to  ha»e  given, 
that  amngement  would  have  been  carried 
into  efiect,  and  by  that  means  the  peace  of 
Sjritt  would  have  been  maintained,  and 
the  inhabiianti  of  that  part  of  the  Turkiih 
Empire  would  hare  poaaessed  greater  com' 
forts,  advantigea,  and  happiness,  than  the 
iahaUtants  of  any  other  part  of  the  domi- 
nioni  of  (he  Porte  at  thu  moment  enjoy. 
But  although  this  plan — a  plan  promising 
io  many  and  such  great  advantagei— was 
proposed  in  the  j-ear  IS4S,  it  does  not  ap- 
pear that  up  to  the  present  time  it  has 
been  carried  out ;  but  instead  of  it,  we  find 
that  constant  delays  have  been  interposed 
hy  the  Tutkish  authorities,  and  Tarious 
pretences  bare  been  assigned  for  not  car- 
rying that  arrangement  into  execution. 
Two  very  high  Turkish  officers  were  sent 
to  Beyrout ;  but  instead  of  appointing  a 
Maronite  governor  and  a  Druse  governor, 
■nd  giving  them  the  money  necessary  for 
their  expenses,  and  furnishing  them  with 
troops— a  small  number  would  have  been 
sufficient — to  support  their  authority,  these 
Turkish  officers  sent,  time  after  time,  to  the 
inhabitants  of  the  different  districts  to  a«k 
them  whether  the  proposed  arrangement 
was  agreeable  to  them ;  and  various  objec- 
tions being  made  by  interested  parties,  they 
referred  the  matter  back  to  Constantinople, 
and  then  every  possible  delay  was  inter- 
posed, every  conceivable  difficulty  was 
started,  aod  instead  of  showing  an  anxiety 
to  carry  out  the  arrangement,  the  autho- 
rities aeem  to  have  interposed  every  ob- 
atacle  which  it  was  in  their  power  to 
faring  against  it;  and  the  result  wasj 
that  intrigues  of  all  kinds  had  full  scope. 
The  members  of  the  family  of  Schehab, 
to  which  the  Emir  Betchir  belonged, 
were  not  so  convinced  at  the  Porte  and 
the  Five  Great  Powers  were,  that  the 
continuance  of  their  sway  would  not 
be  advantageous  to  Syria ;  at  all  events, 
they  were  convinced  that  it  would  be  ad- 
vantageous to  themselves;  and  no  wonder, 
for  the  Emir  Beschir  had  been  guilty  of 
every  tind  of  corruption.  There  is  no 
act  of  cruelty,  oppression,  esLortion,  and 
rapine  that  he  was  nut — 1  believe  justly — 
accused  of.  It  appears  that  he  caused  on 
one  nccaiion  some  individuals,  members  of 
his  own  family,  to  be  seiied  and  strapped 
down  to  a  board,  and  tbnr  eyes  to  be  put 


out  with  hot  ironi;  and  when  one  of  them 
in  hit  agony  screamed  louder  than  was  alto- 
gether consistent  with  the  Emir's  repose, 
he  directed  his  tongue  to  be  slit  in  order 
to  silence  him.  It  was  quite  intelligiUe, 
therefore,  that  the  Schehab  family  should 
not  approve  of  this  arrangement  which 
had  been  agreed  to  by  tfae  Allies  and 
the  Porte,  and  that  they  should  exert  all 
the  means  their  remaining  wealth  and  in- 
fluence in  Syria  gave  them,  for  the  purpose 
of  bringing  about  their  restoratbn  to 
power.  It  is  also  easily  to  be  understood 
that  in  a  feudal  country  a  great  number  of 
the  chiefs  who  had  profited  under  the  do- 
minion of  that  family  should  still  retain  a 
desire  to  have  them  restored  to  power. 
The  power  of  the  Emir  had  been  profitable 
to  those  chiefs,  and  it  was  to  be  expected 
that  a  great  outcry  would  be  raised  amongst 
the  Maronites,  with  the  view,  if  possible, 
to  defeat  the  arrangement  of  1842,  and  lo 
restore  to  Syria  the  old  system  of  govern- 
ment as  carried  on  by  the  Emir  Beschir. 
The  Maronite  clergy,  too,  had  a  rimilar 
interest ;  for  their  influence  waa  likely  to 
be  greater  while  the  whole  country  was 
under  the  rule  of  an  Emir  Betchir,  than 
when  the  Druses  had  a  chief  of  their  own 
race  and  their  own  religion,  and  whea 
the  country  was  divided  into  two  govern- 
ments. All  these  parties,  then,  bad  a  di- 
rect interest  in  defeating  the  arrange- 
ment of  1842.  That  arrangement  being 
calculated  to  secure  the  well-being  of  Syria, 
and  to  render  the  people  contented  and 
happy,  tended  to  render  them  obedient 
and  loyal  subjects,  and  to  make  them  well- 
afiected  towards  the  Porte,  and  therefora 
it  was  conducive  to  the  interests  of  the 
Turkish  Government.  It  is  not,  however, 
to  be  expected  that  a  Government  like  thai 
of  Turkey  should  always  act  in  accord- 
ance with  its  own  real  interest.  The  im- 
portant officers  of  the  Turkish  Government 
have  personal  interests  of  their  own,  se- 
parate from  those  of  the  State ;  and  they 
felt  that  if  neither  of  these  two  plans  was 
to  be  adopted — if  neither  the  Emir  Beschir 
was  to  be  restored,  nor  tlie  two  lucal  go- 
vernors were  appointed,  but  if,  on  the 
other  hand,  a  Turkish  pacha  were  to  be 
appointed  to  govern  the  whole  of  the  dis- 
trict of  the  Lebanon,  that  goveminent 
might  become  a  source  of  praliL  to  some  of 
the  officers  of  the  Porte;  and  they  took  pains 
therefore,  lo  represent  it  as  likely  to  be  mora 
advantageous  to  the  Porte  itself,  in  point 
of  revenue,  than  either  of  the  other  two 
courses.    This  was  the  caleulatioD  vf  coc> 
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My  the  Brituh  Gorenramt,  bars  sot 
■hown  that  eiieigj  they  were  entitled  to 
duplay— knd  ought  to  have  dispUjcd — and 
which,  if  they  hail  displayed,  would,  I 
thinlc,  hare  been  attended  with  niceeK. 
In  sayiog  this,  however,  I  exempt  fnm 
blame  one  officer  of  tbe  Briti»h  Gorcrn- 
ment.  There  ii  one  officer  of  that  Go- 
Teminent  who  hat  thown  great  actiritj, 
energy,  and  good  tenae,  and  hai  taiien  a 
juit  view  of  the  state  of  tbingi  in  ibe 
couDlrr  where  he  i«  placed.  I  mean  Co- 
lonel Roae,  the  Briiiih  Consul  General 
in  Syria.  I  read  with  mnch  aatiifaction 
the  despatchet  of  that  officer  contained  in 
the  vnlume  on  the  Table.  I  read  them 
with  much  satUraction.aal  should  nstnrally 
do  any  proof  of  the  seal  and  judgment  ot 
a  Rriiiih  officer  in  the  perfomiaiicc  of  bis 
public  duties ;  but  the  more  so  in  this  caw, 
because  Her  Majesty  was  graciously  pleased 
to  appoint  Colonel  Rose  during  the  period 
when  I  held  the  seals  of  the  Foreign 
Office.  I  think  the  conduct  of  that  officer 
throughout  the  whole  afikir  i>  deaerriog 
of  the  greatest  praix.  On  several  occa- 
sions Coli>nel  Rase  wa«  the  meaoa  of  pre- 
venting collision  between  the  two  cootend- 
in^  parties.  The  advice  be  gave  to  tbe 
Turkish  autboritie*  has  frequently  pre* 
vented  their  doing  very  mischievous  ibings, 
and  taking  stepa  that  would  necessarily 
have  been  attended  with  the  moat  serious 
LVRsequences  ;  and,  in  nne  instance,  by  his 
own  penunal  exertions  —  attended  with 
great  risk  to  himself — he  had  the  good 
fortune  and  the  happnets  to  save  the 
lives  of  between  700  and  800  Mar»- 
niles,  whose  dwellings  had  been  burnt 
by  tbe  Druses,  and  who,  if  U  bad  not 
been  for  bis  personal  exertions,  would 
have  been  victims  of  the  cruelties  of  their 
enemies.  But  Colonel  Roite,  though  dis- 
playing great  abiiity  and  judgment  him- 
self, has  not,  I  think,  been  well  supported 
by  such  definite  instructions  from  his  &>• 
vemment  03  in  his  difficult  position  be  waa 
eniiiled  to  expect.  It  is  true  there  are  in 
the  Papers  on  the  Table  several  denpatchea 
approving  of  bii  conduct ;  but  I  see  hardly 
iny  instructions  to  guide  him.  He  seems, 
ndeed,  10  have  been  left  wholly  to  his  own 
judgment  and  resources.  No  doubt  tbe 
Government  had  entire  confidence  in  that 
judgment ;  hut  Colonel  Rose  was  en- 
titled, in  the  peculiar  circumstances  in 
which  be  was  placed,  to  receive  not  only 
ipprobation  fur  what  he  had  done,  but 
4ime  more  especial  and  definite  instructions 
as  to  the  coune  which,  in  future,  be  was 


rnpf  and  intetested  men — of  ignorant  laen 
wholly  blind  w  indifferent  to  the  real  in- 
terests of  iheir  country  and  their  Sove- 
reign: but  it  was  the  calculation  of  the 
Turkish  officers ;  and  therefore,  in  addition 
to  the  open  resistance  oppoaed  to  the  in- 
tended arrangement  by  the  Schefash  fsmily, 
and  the  Maronite  clergy,  came  this  under 
current  of  Turkish  corruption  and  prejudice, 
and  these  together  comlnned  to  create 
endleas  difficulties,  delays,  and  obstacles  to 
the  arrangement  propped  in  1842  by  tbe 
Five  Powers,  and  concurred  in  by  tbe 
Pwte.  Well,  Sir,  unfortunately  this  re- 
sistance has  prevailed— at  the  same  time,  I 
an  bound  to  admit  that  the  Turks  do  not 
appear  to  have  done  in  these  later  times, 
br  tha  purpose  of  defeating  tbe  ar- 
rangement, that  which  I  fear  it  is  proved 
tbey  did  in  1841— aetually  inierft^re  to 
set  one  of  these  races  in  hostility  against 
tbe  other.  In  1841,  they  instigated 
the  Druses  to  attack  the  Maronites,  with 
the  view  of  weakening  and  disarming  both 
parties — but  especially  with  the  view  of 
reducing  the  power  of  the  Maronites — in- 
lending,  no  doubt,  when  that  object  should 
have  been  accomplished,  to  turn  upon  the 
Druses,  and  disarm  tfaem  in  their  turn. 
That,  however,  does  not  appear  to  have 
been  the  practice  of  the  Turkish  t&een  of 
laie.  On  this  occasion  they  havemerely  em- 
ployed their  influence  as  far  as  tbey  could 
without  glaring  indecency  exert  it,  to  pre- 
vent the  completion  of  that  arrangement 
which  the  Porle  promised  the  Allies  to 
carry  into  effect.  But,  lately,  the  other 
influences  I  have  spoken  of  appear  to  have 
produced  an  unfortunate  effect.  The  Ma- 
ronites, by  the  interest  of  tbe  Schehabs 
and  their  friends,  have  obtained  from  some 
quarter  or  other  large  sums  of  money,  and 
a  fresh  siipply  of  arms  and  ammunition  ; 
poasibly  from  the  two  Emirs  Beschir, 
though  tbey  had  been  disarmed  in  their 
previous  contest  with  the  Druses.  The 
Druses  were  armed  also;  a  conflict  of 
the  most  serious  character  took  place, 
and  for  a  time  the  whole  of  the  couoEry 
was  a  prey  to  all  the  horrors  of  civil  war. 
This  state  of  things  appears  to  have  been 
brought  lo  an  end  for  the  moment,  and  a 
Convention  hat  been  concluded  between 
tbe  Druses  and  the  Maronites  under  the 
mediation  of  tbe  Turkish  authorities ;  but 
still  no  effectual  step  has  yet  been  taken  to 
lay  the  foundation  of  any  solid  or  perma- 
nent plan  for  securing  the  future  peace  of 
that  unfortunate  district.  But  what  I  con- 
tend-ii,  that  ibeAllied  Powen,  and  especi- 
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expected  hj  bis  Goverament  to  punue.  receired  at  the  Foreign  Office  from  that 
Nuw,  I  do  not  tee  in  anjr  of  theie  Papera, .  officer,  dated  the  17th  of  May,  1845 — 
pronfi  that  the  Biiiish  GoTernmeot  has  !  an  admiroble  despatch — giving  the  clear- 
■howa  that  energy,  acting  in  conjunction  I  eit    and    most   perfectly   developed    view 
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T  of  the  Turkish  chi 
seceMaiy  to  display  in  order  to  put  an  end 
to  this  difficulty.  Everybody  who  is  at 
all  acquainted  with  the  faabits  of  Turkish 
diploma  lists,  or  has  any  knowledge  of  the 
dilatory  character  of  the  Turkish  authori- 
ties in  transacting  affairs,  must  be  aware 
that  hintf,  inuendoei,  suggestions,  and 
■idc-wind  propositions  won't  da.  With 
■uch  a  people,  if  you  wish  to  aucceed, 
you  must  come  at  once  to  the  point, 
end  tell  them  nhat  they  are  to  do;  and 
if  you  tell  them  also  how  they  are  to  do 
it,  and  when  they  are  to  do  it,  they  ate 
still  more  likely  to  do  it  than  if  you  leave 
the  time  and  the  mode  to  their  own  discre- 
tion. I  saj  that  the  Allies  were  entitled  to 
use  different  language  to  the  Turki&h  Go- 
vernment, in  this  case,  from  that  which 
they  did  use ;  they  were  entitled  to  press 
the  matter  as  strongly  as  possible  on  the 
Turkish  Government,  and  to  tell  them  that 
they  were  trifling  with  the  Allies,  and 
were  not  sincerely  acting  upon  their  own 
promises  and  professiona,  and  that  some- 
thing more  distinct  and  effectual  was  ex- 
pected from  the  Porte  in  cariylng  out  the 
arrangements  into  which  it  had  entered, 
than  anything  that  had  yet  been  done. 
Judging  from  former  experience,  I  am  jus- 
tified in  believing  that  if  the  Allies  bad 
adopted  that  course,  many  of  the  unfor- 
tunate events  that  have  lately  happened  in 
Syria  would  have  been  prevented ;  and  I 
say  further,  that  unless  some  more  ener- 
getic course  be  taken  than  has  yet  been 
had  recourse  to,  Syria  will  continue  to  be 
a  prey  to  those  calamities  with  which 
it  has  of  late  been  afflicted.  I  know  there 
are  some  parties  who  think  it  is  well  to 
show,  by  the  failure  of  all  attempts  to  re- 
gulate the  affairs  of  Syria,  that  the  Turk- 
ish Government  is  not  fitted  to  govern  that 
country,  and  that  it  ought  either  to  be  given 
back  to  the  rule  of  Muhemet  Ali,  or  to  be 
■eparated  front  the  dominions  of  the  Porte, 
and  farmed  into  an  independent  Slate.  I 
am  not  for  either  nf  those  courses.  Neither 
of  them  would,  in  my  opinion,  conduce  to 
the  well-being  of  the  Syrians  themselves, 
or  to  the  interests  of  the  Turkish  Empire. 
As  an  instance  of  what  I  have  said  as  to 
the  character  of  the  instructions  sent  to 
Colonel  Rose,  I  And  that,  on  the  dth  of 
Juno  in  the  present  year,  a  despatch  was 
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states  these  causes  to  be,  first, 
misconduct  of  the  Turkuh  Government — 
secondly,  the  intrigues  of  the  Schehab 
family—thirdly,  the  difficulties  arising  out 
of  the  mixed  location  of  the  population— 
and,  fourthly,  the  intrigues  of  the  Maronite 
clergy.  But  he  does  not  in  this  despatch 
state  these  things  for  the  6rBt  time.  These 
causes  had  been  fully  explained  to  the  Go- 
vernment in  previous  despatches;  but  in  this 
communication  Colonel  Hose  sums  up  the 
whole  at  one  view,  and  he  gives  shortly,  but 
in  the  most  clear  and  distinct  manner,  his 
reasons  for  charging  to  these  four  causes  all 
the  calamities  that  have  befallen  Syria. 
This  despatch  was  received  by  the  Govern- 
ment on  the  Sch  of  June;  and  what  was 
the  nature  of  the  despatch  which  was 
written  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  on  the  follow- 
ing day,  to  Sir  Stratford  Canning?  On 
the  6th  of  June,  Lord  Aberdeen  writes  to 
Sir  S.  Canning  to  the  following  effect;— 

"  The  present  stale  of  affairs  in  Syria  has 
occasioned  mach  coocera  to  Her  Msjesty's 
Govern  mem" — 

It  was  scarcely  necessary  to  tell  bim  thaW— 
"  Bui  (hey  have  been  glad  to  perceive  by 
the  Uieit  advices  from  Colonel  Rose  that  mea- 
sures were  in  progress  for  arresting  (be  course 
ofihe  hoitililiei  which  had  btokea  out  betweco 
the  Druses  and  ihe  Marooites." 
This  could  not  help  much  either  Sir  S. 
Canning  or  Col.  Rose.  But  we  expect  some 
particular  result — the  Government  having 
felt  so  much  concern,  and  having  had  ex- 
plained to  them  by  Colonel  Rose  the  causes 
that  bad  produced  the  state  of  affairs  in 
Syria,  it  was  natural  to  expect  that  the 
Government  would  have  instructed  their 
Ambassador  what  to  do,  either  in  connex- 
ion »viih  the  Four  other  Great  Powers,  or 
with  the  Turkish  Government,  to  prevent 
the  recurrence  of  similar  calamities.  But 
what  is  the  conclusion  to  which  the  British 
Secretary  of  State  arrives  i 

"  Until  the  remit  of  those  measures  is 
known,  and  a  clearer  insight  obtained  into  the 
various  circumstances  which  have  led  lo  and 
attended  these  distressing  transaclions.  Her 
Majeaiy's  Government  are  unable  (o  arrive  at 
any  certain  conclusion  as  (o  Ihe  course  which 
It  may  be  proper  lo  follow,  wilh  the  view  of 
obviating,  if  possible,a  renewal  of  civll  War  in 
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Greatlf  Buit  Sir  S.  Canning  h»e  been 
asiiflled  hy  Ms  denpatch — a  despBtch  fol- 
lowing a  deUitcd  account  of  all  that  had 
puKd  in  the  Lebanon;  and  a  full  es- 
pUnation  of  the  causes  that  had  pro- 
duced iu  When  Her  Majesty's  GoTern- 
ment  are  informed  of  all  the  eausea  [hat 
have  led  to  certain  erenti,  nhich  events 
are  alto  made  known  to  them,  one  wouid 
think  that  they  should  be  capable  of  sug- 
gesting efficient  remedies  to  prevent  the 
recurrence  of  simitar  disasters,  and  more 
especiallj  when  it  is  recollected  that  these 
things  were  hy  no  means  new  to  them. 
This  despatch,  received  on  the  5tb  of  June, 
sums  up  the  whole  of  the  causes,  but  they 
had  been  fully  explained  lo  the  Government 
in  the  previous  corretpondence.  I  say,  then, 
that  the  Govemmeiit  hare  shown  through- 
out these  traniactions  an  indifference,  a 
torpidit7>  and  a  want  of  that  lively  sense 
of  the  difficulties  they  had  to  deal  with, 
and  of  the  duties  they  had  to  perform,  which 
warrant  us  in  throwing  upon  them  a  purt 
of  the  responsibility  which  attaches  on  ac- 
count of  those  calamities  which  have  occa- 
sioned them  so  much  concern.  This  subject 
is  one  of  great  importance ;  it  belongs  not 
only  to  an  English  interest,  but  to  a  great 
European  interest.  It  interests  all  Europe 
that  the  integrity  of  the  Turkish  Empire 
should  be  maintained.  I  will  not  under- 
take to  discuss  whether  the  magnificent 
countries  now  under  the  Turkish  do- 
minion might  or  might  not  be  better  go- 
verned by  a  more  civilized  Power.  If  you 
could  put  Constantinople  and  the  Turkish 
Empire  under  the  away  of  an  enlightened 
Sovereign,  acquainted  with  all  the  wants 
and  requirements  nf  civilized  life,  no 
doubt  that  important  part  of  the  world 
would  be  in  a  difierent  condition  from  that ' 
in  which  it  now  is.  But  we  must  deal 
with  things  as  they  are,  and  the  question 
we  have  to  consider  is,  whether  it  is  not  con- 
ducive to  the  interests  of  Europe,  and  not 
only  conducive  to  its  interests,  but  essen- 
tial to  its  safety,  that  we  should  do  our 
best  to  maintain  the  existing  state  of  things, 
rather  than  pull  down  the  present  fabric, 
in  order  to  set  up  something  else  in  its 
stead  ?  We  are  told  that  the  TurkLsb 
Empire  is  a  dead  body,  that  it  is  a  rotten 
tree — every  kind  of  metaphor  is  used 
for  the  purpose  of  showing  that  the 
Turkish  Empire  is  falling  into  decay,  and 
that   the  Great  Powers  of  Europe  must 

froceed  to  divide  the  spoil  even  before  the 
reath  is  out  of  the  body.  But  the  an- 
swer to  thu  is,  it  will  lut  OUT  time  if 


you  will  only  let  it  alone.  If  the  stiouget 
Powers  of  Europe  will  only  concur  to 
assist  the  Turkish  Government  in  improv- 
ing its  system  of  administration,  and  in 
maintaining  its  territorial  integrity,  I  atn 
sure  that,  as  long  as  any  man  now  living 
is  likely  to  exist,  the  great  danger  to  the 
peace  of  Europe,  which  must  result  from 
the  falling  to  pieces  of  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire, may  be  successfully  averted.  If  Tur- 
key were  likely  to  become  what  she  was  in 
past  times — a  great  military  and  aggres- 
sive power,  formidable  to  neighbouring  na- 
tions— I  could  understand  the  policy  of 
reducing  its  strength ;  but  that  is  impos- 
sible ;  and  those  Powers  who  have  intereits 
in  connexion  with  Turkey  should  deem  it 
more  to  their  advantage  to  have  a  quiet 
neighbour,  which  Turkey  will  always  be, 
rather  than  to  have  an  active  and  dangerous 
one.  Those  whu  say  that  the  Turks  m 
going  backward  in  civilisation,  are  in  error. 
Compare  the  state  of  Turkey  now  with 
what  it  was  half  a  century  ago,  and  you 
will  find,  that  in  all  that  constitutes 
political  and  social  civilization,  Turkey 
is  making,  not  rapid  perhaps,  but  d^ 
cided  progress,  in  imitation  of  the  Powers 
of  Europe.  Security  to  life  and  property 
is  greater  now  than  it  ever  was  at  any 
previous  period  in  Turkey.  The  rule 
of  the  Turkish  officers  is  now  free  fima 
the  arbitrary  infliction  of  the  peiulty 
of  death,  which  not  many  years  ago  was 
common.  Schools  are  established:  the 
army  is  organised  upon  the  Eurtqjean 
model ;  instruction  is  given  to  the  officers  of 
the  navy,  and  the  hatti  scheriffaf  Gul- 
han^,  recently  issued,  gives  guarantees  to 
the  life  and  property  even  of  the  Raya  sub- 
jects. In  fact,  few  countries  have  made 
so  much  progress  in  civilisation  within  « 
given  time  as  the  Turkish  Empire.     Then, 
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the  course  which  it  has  entered  upon.  It 
is  necessary  that  the  Five  Powers  should  in 
all  respects  be  agreed  ;  and  I  am  glad  to  see, 
from  those  Papers,  that  in  these  affairs  of 
Syria  they  are  agreed.  The  Treaty  of  the 
Dardanelles,  signed  July  1S41,  between 
England,  Prance,  Austria,  Russia,  and 
Prussia,  was,  in  effect,  a  record  of  the  de- 
termination of  those  Powers  to  abandon  all 
selfish  views,  and  to  unite  together  for  the 
common  purpose  of  preserving  the  Turkish 
Empire  as  it  stands,  and  of  assisting  in  se- 
curing the  dominions  of  the  Sultan.  None 
of  the  Five  Powers  have  any  true  interest 
in  pursuing  sny  other  cgiuie.    It  rai^  be 
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looked  upnn  as  «  moml  certaintjr,  that  if 
any  one  of  the  Five  Great  Powers  of  Eu- 
rope were  to  pursue  a  leparate  coune  with 
regard  to  anj  part  of  the  Turkish  domi- 
nions, under  the  expectation  of  gaining 
aome  selfish  advantage  therehj — in  the  first 
place,  the  advantage  would  be  a*  nothing, 
if  gained;  and  in  the  next,  any  such  attempt 
would  inevitahlf  excite  so  much  jealousy, 
K>  much  ill-will  and  resistance  on  the  part 
of  the  other  Great  Powers,  that  that  one 
Power,  would  find  itself  vigomuslj  op- 
posed, and  its  endeavoura  tuceessfully 
thwarted.  But  I  am  not  afraid  of  any 
aueh  event.  I  perceive  here  in  these  Papers, 
that  all  the  Five  Powers  cordially,  ho- 
nestly, and  sincerely  concur  in  recom- 
mending to  the  Purle  measures  in  regard 
to  Syria  which  must  tend  to  the  advantage 
of  the  Sultan.  Therefore,  what  is  wanted 
ts,  nnt  a  correct  understanding  of  what 
ought  to  be  done,  and  not,  perhaps,  a  good 
intention  to  do  it,  but  that  degree  of  energy 
in  executing  a  purpose,  without  which  the 
talents  of  the  most  able  man  can  be  but 
of  little  use,  end  the  best  intentions  must 
be  unprofitable.  Therefore,  feeling  that 
those  disturbanKS  in  Syria  are  of  great 
moment,  as  bearing  upon  tlie  tranquillity 
of  Turkey,  and  tbat  the  tranquillity  of 
Turkey  ia  of  high  importance  as  con- 
nected with  the  preservation  of  the  ba- 
lance of  power  and  with  the  maintenance 
of  peace  in  Europe,  I  have  felt  it  my  duty 
on  ihic,  the  last  occasion  on  which  during 
this  Session  I  shall  be  able  to  do  so,  to  state 
to  the  House  that  1  think  the  Government 
have  not  shown  in  this  matter  that  active 
energy  which  the  nature  of  the  case  re- 
quires; end  to  express  my  hope,  that  when 
the  House  shall  meet  again,  we  shall  have 
bad  no  recurrence  of  theae  disasters  and 
calamities  in  Syria,  and  that  that  arrange- 
ment which  was  recommended  by  the 
Five  Powers,  and  acquiesced  in  by  the 
Sultan,  and  which,  1  sm  persuaded,  if  car- 
ried into  execution,  wnuld  restore  peace 
and  tranquillity  in  Syria,  will  have  been 
practically  carried  into  effect ;  and  by  that 
means,  we  shall  be  relieved  from  the  en- 
gagements by  which  we  are  now  bound  to 
the  Syrian  people,  and  from  that  perpetual 
interference  with  the  affairs  of  another  and 
a  friendly  State,  which  is  inconsistent  with 
ordinary  and  just  international  usage,  hut 
which  is  in  tbis  ease  pressed  upon  us  by 
the  course  of  events,  and  by  engagements 
which  we  ere  bound  to  fulfil.  The  noble 
Lord  concluded  by  moving  for  the  Papers 
he  bad  described. 
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Sir  R.  Peel:  Sir,  I  nnderstand  the  no< 
ble  Lord  to  admit  that  he  finds  in  ih« 
Papers  which  have  been  lately  presented 
to  the  House  sufficient  proof  that  the 
Five  Great  Powers  of  Europe,  standing 
■s  tbey  do  in  a  pecoliar  relation  with  th« 
Turkish  Empire,  have  acted  together  in 
cordial  concert,  and  that  no  one  of  them 
has  been  acluated  by  any  desire  to  gain 
for  itself  any  particular  advantage;  and 
that  acting  so  in  concert,  the;  have  of- 
fered advice  to  the  Turkish  Government, 
which,  if  adopted,  would  tend  to  promote 
the  true  inierests  of  the  Porte,  and,  at 
the  same  time,  condoce  tu  the  retlor- 
Bijon  of  tranquillity,  end  inspire  a  just 
confidence  in  the  Government  of  the 
Pone.  The  noble  Lord  admits  that  he 
finds  proof  of  this  in  the  Papers  on  the 
Table  of  the  House ;  but  he  says  the  Five 
Powers  ere  not  sufFiciently  energetic — 
they  are  not  iiifiiciently  decisive  and  de- 
termined in  enforcing  the  advice  they  hare 
so  given.  Now  the  relation  in  which  the 
Allies  stand  lo  thp  Pone  is  a  peculiar  and 
a  delicate  one.  You  have  to  require  from 
the  Porte  the  fulfilment  of  cerlain  pngage- 
ments  into  which  she  lias  entered  ;  but  the 
soleend  and  objectof  your  policy  is  to  main- 
tain the  ioiegriiy  of  the  Tuikish  Empire 
— and  we  have  consequently  imposed 
upon  us  this  somewhat  contradrclory  duty, 
we  have  to  require  ihe  fulfilment  on  the 
part  of  the  Porte  of  certain  engagements 
into  which  it  has  entered  relating  to  its 
own  international  affairs,  and  at  the  same 
time  to  promote  the  inlegtily  end  inde- 
pendence of  the  Turkish  Empire.  The 
latter  consideration — ibe  wish  to  promote 
the  indepenrjence,  and  maintain  the  integ- 
rity of  the  Turkiih  Empire — may  tuegest 
itself  as  the  reason  why  the  Five  Great 
European  Powers,  acting  in  concert,  and 
giving  to  the  Porie  the  best  advice  in  their 
power,  have  been  slow  in  adopting  those 
measures  which  might  be  effectual  in 
compelling  obedience  on  the  part  of  the 
Pone,  but  which  might  at  the  same  lime 
he  fatal  to  its  integrity  sod  independence. 
When  we  delivered  over  Sjria  to  the 
government  of  the  Porte  in  1839  and 
1840.  we  could  hardly  have  anticipated 
that  the  rule  of  the  Porte  aver  its  Syrian 
subjects  would  be  altogether  latiafactoiy. 
I  will  not  now  call  in  question  the  policy 
which  induced  you  to  rescue  Syii.*  from 
the  dominion  of  the  Egyptians.  I  admit 
ynu  had  not  merely  to  say  whether  the 
Egyptian  rule  of  Syria  w»  good  or  not, 
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bat  whether  yoa  were  prepired  lo  reieae 
the  Tarkiih  Empire  from  the  peril  it  wbi 
Id  from  ihe  ad?enee  of  Mehemet  Ali  into  iti 
territoriu.  Yon  found  the  Egjptiaii  troop* 
■nder  Ibrahim  Pacha  adranciti|f  into  Sy- 
ria in  large  force,  which  jau  thought  ihc 
Porte  had  not  ■afficienl  meani  of  Kiiiliog 
soeceufully;  yoa  fouad  a  conflict  had 
actually  laken  place,  in  which  the  Egyp- 
tian Iroopi  had  been  vicloriout ;  and  the 
queition  yon  had  to  decide  wat,  whether, 
uoder  the  circumilancei,  ihe  aecurity  of 
Ihe  TurkUh  Empire  wai  not  endangered, 
dtid  whether  the  permanent  intereili  of 
Europe,  and  the  peace  of  Europe,  did  not 
require  the  immediate  inierpoiiiion  of  the 
European  Poweri,  in  order  to  arreU  the 
edrance  of  the  E|[ypiiaii  iroopi.  and  to 
maintain  ihe  integrity ofiheTurkiih  Em- 
pire ?  That,  1  ipprphend,  waa  the  {;rouod 
upon  which,  in  1839  and  1840,  ynu  <lf. 
termioed  toinlerpoie,  in  fafour  of  Turkey, 
6rat  your  good  officii,  and  then  your 
actlTe  interference.  You  may  have  been 
justified  in  doing  ihii  ;  danger  might  ha>e 
ariien  to  Europe  from  the  continued  «ue- 
ceia  of  the  Egypiiana,  and  the  imminem 
danger  lo  the  Turkish  Empire  may  bare 
juitilied  you  in  delifetingo*er  the  Syrians 
again  to  the  Porte;  but  the  main  and 
pressing  danger  to  Europe  formed  the 
ground  on  which  you  talerpoied  lo  rescue 
the  Porte  from  the  danger  in  which  it  wai 
placed.  But  you  surely  never  aniicipaied 
that  the  domeatie  goTernment  of  Sviia 
by  ihe  Porte  would  be  very  easy  or  latii- 
factory.  What  ha»e  you  done  wiih  re- 
tpect  to  Greece  ?  You  fonnd  ihe  Turkish 
GoTernmenI  so  anfit  to  conduct  the  go- 
vernment of  Greece,  that  this  country, 
with  France  and  Russia,  interfered  lo 
estahlith  Greece  ■■  an  independent  Power, 
and  that  on  account  of  its  miio;o»ernrnent 
by  Turkey  — the  coniinued  anarchy  in 
which  the  country  wm  plunged,  and  the 
failure  of  ihe  Turkish  Government  lo  put 
it  down.  Well,  you  deienoined  to  reitnre 
Turkish  dominion  in  Syria;  but  imme- 
diately after  the  restoration  of  that  do. 
minion,  when  it  might  hnve  been  tup. 
posed  that  Turkey  would  liave  fell  some 
gratitude  to  ihii  country  and  the  other 
Powers,  did  Turkey  show  any  itronjr  dls- 
posiiion  lo  adminiiier  the  efTairs  of  Syria 
in  the  manner  in  which  English  slates- 
men  might  hate  wifhed  ihem  to  be  ad- 
ministered? The  noble  Lord  has  him- 
eelf  adverted  to  the  iiaie  of  Syria  at  that 


lime,  and  to  tlte  diaappointmant  of  ibe 
assurancei  he  had  received  from  the  Porte, 
After  the  rescue  of  the  Porte  from  immi- 
nent peril,  and  ihe  aisaraocei  which  bad 
been  given  by  it  ihat  the  government  of 
Syria  ahould  be aaiisfaclory — at  that  time, 
before  the  6rst  bloom  of  gratitude  waa 
rubbed  olT,  did  the  noble  Lord  find  reason 
to  congratulate  himself  on  the  conduct  of 
the  Porie,  in  reference  to  its  promises  to 
govern  Syria  properly  ?  On  the  25ih  of 
May,  1 84 1 ,  Lord  Ponsonby  wrote  to  Lord 
Palmeraton  in  these  terms  :— 

"  I  have  (his  evening  [and  fortunately  in 
lime  for  the  meMinper)  extremely  had  newt 
from  Syri».  I  muit  be  ai  brief  as  poisihle. 
Reichid  Patha  sent  as  governor  to  Damascui 
Hadji  Nejid  Pasha,  ■  man  who  had  been  du- 
ring nisny  yaan  Kapou  Kiaja  to  Mehemet 
Ali  [Pasha  of  Egypil.  He  has  ordered  ihe 
Chrittians  not  to  enter  Damascus  on  horse- 
hack,  and  prohibited  the  wearing  any  coloured 
clolhri  of  a  light  and  gay  colour,  and  to  dress 

in  black,  as  in  former  days I 

entreat  you  tu  speak  in  the  itronRest  terms  lo 
Chekib,  for  il  is  loo  bad  that  Nejib  should  be 
permitted  lo  insult  the  Christians  to  whom  his 
Sovereign  ia  indebted  for  Syria,  and  be  the 
cause  oi  undoing  all  that  we  have  done  with 
so  much  trouble,  for  aasuredly  Syria  will  revolt 
if  these  men  are  allowed  to  act  so  as  lo  irritate 
Ihe  whole  Syrian  nation."     .... 

That,  then,  waa  the  remit  of  what  took 
place.  On  this  point  I  am  sure  every 
one  will  agree  with  me,  that  though  Me. 
hemet  Ali  practised  much  cruelty,  he  still 
was  able  to  maintain  a  auHictent  army  to 
prevent  anarchy  and  to  control  rebellion. 
You  handed  over  Syria  to  the  Porte  i  but 
nothing  wds  more  difficult  ihao  10  in VFst  the 
Pone  with  the  power  of  goveriilng  Syria, 
and  to  do  that  wiihoul  interfeiing  In  llie 
domestic  afFdirs  of  Turkey  greatly  tncreiised 
the  difficulty.  In  almoit  the  Ihsi  despatch 
of  Loril  PoDSunby,  I  find  a  remarkable  con- 
firmation orihi',  contained  in  tUe  follow- 
ing passage;  — 

"  t  late  further  learneJ  that  the  gr^iest 
dissatis  fact  ion  exitii  amongst  the  raouni.iineers 
and  others  in  consequence  of  the-  r.nn-execu- 
lion  of  ihe  promises  generally  of  whjcli  Mr. 
Wood  was  the  bearer.  I  have  irt  ennscquence 
thought  it  right  in  detain  hen?  Mr.  rtood, 
knowing  thai  his  return  lo  Syria  musl  be  very 
mischievous  in  its  effects  under  such  circuDi- 
s'ances;  for  the  Syrians  would  demand  from 
him  why  his  promises  are  not  performed,  aod 
Mr.  Wood  Diuit  either  allow    the  Syrians  to 
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bold  him  a  liar  u»d  dee«irer,  and  to  charge 
the  British  AmbaMulor,  nnd  «v«n  Her  Mi. 
jeity'i  Go*eTDineDl,  with  deceil  knd  hliehood, 
or  Hr.  Wood  muit  decla»  that  iha  Porte  ii 
goiltr  of  breikiniE  iti  promiiet,  aad  1>7  la  do- 
ing there  would  be  an  end  put  to  the  re*pile 
frnm  miichief  that  hat  beco  obtaintd  bj  the 
■utpenac  JD  which  the  Syriini  have  been  tiill 
held,  and  the  hopei  the;  hare  Mill  nourished 
that  we  here  should  succeed  in  obtaining  for 
them  what  had  been  promised  lo  them,  I 
thought  it  right  to  girt  iheOtiotnan  Miniitert 
credit  for  their  repeated  declarations,  that 
Nejib  Pasha  and  the  other  fonctionaries  in 
Syria  should  be  obliged  to  act  in  conformity 
with  the  spirit  and  letter  of  the  promises  of 
the  Sublime  Porte  ;  but  day  after  day,  week 
after  week,  months  hare  passed  away,  and 
nothing  hai  been  done,  I  hare,  therefore, 
given  in  to  the  Sublime  Porie  an  official  note, 
pointing  out  the  evils  that  would  ensue  from 
the  return  of  Mr.  Wood  to  Syria,  and  further 
stating  that  not  one  of  the  arraniceraenls  agreed 
upon  St  the  meeting  held  by  the  Internuncio 
and  the  Russian  MiniMer  and  myself,  and 
which  were  communicated  to  the  Sublime 
PoriE  and  accepted  ht  the  Porte,  had  as  yet 
been  acted  upon,  and  terminating  with  the 
request  that  the  Sublime  Porte  will  give  me  ■ 
clear  and  salisfaolory  answer.'' 

Tbai  WIS  the  atate  of  ihingi  lowardi  the 
dote  of  Lord  Ponionby's  embaiiy.  This 
vu  followed  bj  leveral  promiKS,  on  which 
we  relied,  for  the  fulGlmeni  of  the  engage- 
tnenla  entered  IdIo  with  ai ;  but  those 
engsgements  have,  unrortunatefif,  not  been 
ful6]led,  I  have  no  excuse  (o  ofTer  for 
ll)eir  not  being  fulfilleJ;  and  I  wish  we 
had  nothing  else  to  lay  to  (he  charge  of 
(he  Podfl  than  a  want  of  ability  to  fulfil 
llioie  eDgagemenls.  1  do  not  know  whe- 
ther there  is  not  even  aomelhing  worse 
then  apathy  in  the  ceie;  there  may  be 
•ome  worse  motive,  peibap«i  but  thete 
can  be  no  doubi  of  the  fact  that  tliere 
have  been  a  great  many  shabby  evasions 
»ith  rejpopl  to  our  pecuniary  claims  upon 
Turkey,  and  1  do  not  see  any  grounds 
upon  which  I  can  vindicate  the  conduct 
of  the  Porte;  at  the  same  litne,  1  can- 
not shut  my  eyes  to  D.e  diClicully  of  en- 
forcing compliance  without  enilangering 
the  independence  of  Turkey.  Before  I 
proceed  to  antrihrr  topic,  however,  1  must 
biar  testimony  to  the  leal  and  ability 
which  Sir  Siraiford  Canning  has  shown 
in  the  ronttoct  u(  those  afiaiis;  and,  1 
think,  the  House  ought  also  lo  be  made 
aware  of  the  great  influence  which  he  has 
acquired,  and  the  resentments  which  be 
has  diianaed  bj  the  candoar  lie  has  al- 


ways shown,  and  the  parity  of  motive 
which  at  all  limes  seemed  to  govern  hia 
conduct.  With  respect  to  Colonel  Rose, 
in  reference  to  the  affairs  of  tha  Lebanon, 
1  am  bound  to  do  him  the  jastice  of  say- 
ing that  the  manner  in  which  he  dis- 
charged the  important  duties  enirnsted  to 
him  merits  the  highest  coafideace.  He 
performed  those  duties  at  great  personal 
sactiGres  and  great  personal  risk.  It  was 
said,  thai  Colonel  Roit  had  not  received 
sufficiently  clear  inBtrnctions ;  need  Ire- 
mind  the  Bouse  of  the  extreme  diHicaKjr 
of  giving  instructions  in  such  cases  7  The 
danger  and  vicissitudes  which  were  hourly 
taking  place,  precluded  the  possibility  of 
rendering  those  instructions  precise  or  de- 
tinite.  To  such  places  you  must  send 
men  in  whom  you  repose  entire  con- 
fidence, for  it  is  impossible  to  give  de- 
finite jtiitructionj  to  suit  every  contin- 
gency. Before  the  instructions  could  ar- 
rive, the  stale  of  things  for  which  they 
were  intended  would  be  totally  changed. 
The  conduct  of  Colonel  Rose  and  the 
!  of  affairs  in  Lebanon  are,  I  think, 
clearly  shown  in  the  follnwiDg  passage 
from  the  Papers  on  the  Table  of  the 
House.  Sir  S.  Canning  wrote  on.  Sep- 
tember 17,  1844,  and  hia  remarks  may  ia 
addition  tend  to  show  how  rapid  are  the 
hanges  both  in  Sjiia  and  at  Cooalaoli* 

By  the  return  of  Omar  Effendi  from  Bey- 
roul,  J  received  from  Colonel  Rose  the  gratify- 
'  ig  intelligence  that  the  deputies  of  the  Ma- 
mites  and  Drupes  had  eceepted  the  terms  of 
rrangement  communicated  lo  them  by  the 
Capitan  Pasha  and  the  Pasha  of  Sidon  in  the 
name  of  the  Porte,  and  that  the  long-panditig 
question  oF  Mount  Lebanon  might  be  consi- 
dered as  broaght  to  a  luiiiractory  termination. 
I  observe  with  particular  satiifiiclion  that  the 
Forte  has  redeemed  its  pledge  ;  that  the  gene- 
rosity of  its  conduct  has  removed  the  chief 
burden  of  the  indemnities;  that,  in  addition  to 
the  coniirmation  of  atl  previous  securities  and 
concessions,  the  liberty  of  emigration  has  been 
granted  to  the  Maronites  in  the  mixed  districts, 
and  that  the  tranquillity  of  the  country  has 
been  secured  by  the  presence  of  an  imposing 
fnrce,  without  tlie  slightest  effusion  of  blood. 
The  Oitaman  Ministers  are  moch  pleased  with 
the  solution  of  the  difficulty  ;  and  they  have 
conveyed  to  me  their  acknowledgments  for  the 
share  which  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
ilt  representatives,  both  here  and  in  Syria, 
have  taken  in  hringinz  it  about.  In  answer 
to  an  inquiry  from  Rifaai  Pasha,  I  have  ad- 
vised an  early  and  complete  execution  of  the 
promises  made  at  Beyroui,  especially  as  re- 
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Sards  llie  payineni  of  ihe  indeoiniti 
111  lai^e  proporlioD  of  Iheir  amoant  vhich 
tbe  Porie  liHi  undertaken  to  supply.  I  abstain 
for  the  preient  from  entering  morB  largely 
into  thii  part  of  the  ijueilion.  It  appean  to 
me  ihal  while  the  Porte  continue*  lo  punue 
so  reasonable  aud  benevolent  a  course,  the 
smalleiii  meaiurv  of  interference  will  be  best 
OD  my  pari.  I  shall  neveilheleis  endearour 
to  keep  ill  proceedings  in  view,  and  I  shall 
not  hexilate  on  every  proper  occasion  to  olTer 
those  luggeslions  whicli  I  may  think  most 
conducive  to  the  peace  and  welfare  of  Mount 
Lebanon." 

Those  are  ibe  sentiments  wliich  mj  noble 
Friend  at  ihe  head  of  the  Foreign  Office 
has  a  righl  to  entertain  with  respect  to  the 
conduct  of  Ihe  Porte;  but  it  would  ap- 
|>e«r  that  a  lota)  chao^e  has  taken  place 
since  the  period  to  which  this  despatch 
refers.  The  noble  Lord  leems  to  think, 
hy  some  observations  which  fell  from  him, 
that  Her  Majesly'i  Ministers  have  not 
shown  themselves  sufficiently  alive  to 
Colonel  Rose's  merits,  and  have  not  ac- 
knowledged his  services  in  terms  adequate 
lo  their  value.  1  am  happy  lo  be  able  to 
state,  with  reference  to  this  papticular 
topic,  that  my  noble  Friend  hat  verv  re- 
cently received  a  letter  from  Colonel  Rose, 
showinii;  that,  at  all  events,  such  was  not 
Ihe  impression  which  prevailed  in  hit 
mind  on  that  subject.  In  juslice  to  Co- 
lonel Rose,  I  hope  the  Hotue  will  permit 
me  to  read  a  portion  of  this  despatch, 
which  I  hold  in  my  hand,  and  whiih  is 
dated  July  1,  1845:— 

"  I  have  the  honour  to  acknowledge  ibe  re- 
ceipt of  your  Lordship's  despatches  No.  6  and 
7,  in  which  your  Lordihip  is  to  good  as  lo  ' 
form  Die  thai  Her  Majesty's  GoTcmment 
pleased  lo  approve  eniirely  the  steps  which  1 
have  taken,  in  conjunction  with  my  Colleagues, 
\o  restore  peace  lo  the  Lebanon,  and  also  ibal 
Her  Majesiy's  Government  are  pleased  to  be- 
stow the  same  gracious  npprobaiion  on  Iht 
■leps  which  I  look  for  causing  ihe  safe  passage 
to  Beyrout  of  a  large  number  of  tbe  Clirisiiar 
inhabitants  of  Abbaye.  Such  approbation, 
and  conveyed  in  such  terms,  I  venture  lo  say. 
has  caused  me  Ibe  sinceresIsatisfRClinn,  and  is 
a  fresh  proof  of  the  support  which  Her  Rla- 
jesly's  Government  invariably  have  given  k 
iheir  servants,  when  they  are  engaged  In  th( 
C3!es  of  unforeseen  difficulty  which  arise  from 
the  stale  of  this  distracted  country.'' 

The  next  passage  which  I  shall  rend  ^ 
show  what  the  result  of  Colonel  Uo! 
interference  was;  an  interference,  be 
obierred,  not  exercised  exclusively  in  fa- 


vour of  the  Drtises,  as  has  been  asserted, 
bui  impartially,  and  in  behalf  of  the  Cbrit- 
liun  population  in  general : — 

"  As  regards  ibe  protection  which  I  gave  to 
e  Christians  of  Abbaye,  I  have  ibe  more 
Bson  to  rejoice  that  I  did   that  which  has 
procured  me  such  most  gratifying  proofs  of  ap< 
'  iiion,  as  I   have  since  received  informa- 
which  makes  it  certain  Ihat  ihe   Druse 
Sheikh   Harooud   Abouneked,  known  for  his 
■hies  and  treacheries  in  ihe  war  of  1841, 
lid  have  plundered  and  cut  off  Ihe  Cbrjj- 
s,  if  I  had  not  been  with  them.  400  Druse* 
had  been  detached  by  him  to  the  pais  of  Da- 
moor,  and  300  to  tbal  of  Naame,  to  fall  on  the 
defenceless  column." 

Colonel  Rose  subsequently  had  an  inter- 
'  iw  with  the  chief,  Hamoud  Aboutieked, 
lo,  he  thought,  from  previous  occur, 
ices,  was  likely  to  oppose  his  atTording 
ecloal  protection  to  the  Christians  under 
I  care;    but  he  prevented  thai  person 

from  carrying  his  intentions  into  effect; 
'  in  concluding  his  despatch  be  thus 

proceeds : — 

[  not  only  act  in  ibe  interests  of  jnstic* 
and  humanity  as  regards  the  Christians,  bat, 
by  making  the  Druses  feel  tbe  weight  oFa  just 
authority  when  they  act  cruelly  or  unjustly,  I 
act  for  theii  real  iniereit,  for  I  take  the  best 
treans  of  preventing  causes  of  present  and 
future  dissensions  between  the  Christians  and 
Druses ;  and,  moreover,  I  prevent  iheir  gelling 
intn  thai  state  of  lawlessness  and  insubordina- 
tion which  afforded  Mustapha  Pasha  a  pretext 
for  treacherously  ariesting  ihem.  But  ihere 
is  another  advantage  in  my  mode  of  proceed- 
ing. I  give  Ihe  Druses  further  proof  of  what 
I  have  so  constantly  inculcated  on  Ihem,  that, 
whilst  Her  Majesty's  Government  desire  Ihat 
they  should  be  placed  on  a  footing  of  just 
equality  with  the  other  inhabitants  of  Ihe  Le- 
banon, the  best  guarantee  of  peace,  ihpy  will, 
in  the  same  spirit  of  impartial  juslice  and 
policy,  use  all  their  influence  to  repress  the 
commission  of  all  conduct  of  a  cruel  or  op- 
pressive nature  by  tbe  Druses  towards  their 
Christian  neighbours, and  vkevertiu  regards 
the  Christians." 


That  is  the  manner  in  which  this  honniir- 
able  and  efficient  officer  carries  into  tSect 
his  mission.  He  does  not  E^ive  bis  pro- 
tection to  line  party  only.  He  affords  it 
alike  lo  all  at  the  moment  when  it  is 
needed.  He  impresaea  the  Turkish  Ru> 
iLoritiea  with  the  absolute  necessity  of  not 
violating  that  shelter  which  he  bad  ihrown 
over  these  unhappy  persons,  and  he  even 
eocountcrB  very  considerable  personal  risks 
in  order  to  catry  out  bis  tletetninatioa  10 
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atTord  protection  to  tbeie  Maronite  fngi- 
tWrs.  Hit  conduct  i>  deiervin^;  of  erec; 
prtiie,  and  it  i>  a  aufGcient  lefulation  or 
tlie  chargei  brought  againithiin  orha*ing 
affurded  protection  to  one  claaa  onl^  oF 
ihe  two  contending  ractiona  in  the  Leba- 
non. I  confeHf  Sir,  that  I  am  more  than 
unwilliofc  to  enter  into  any  rorlher  deiatia 
wth  reapect  to  the  past  condact  of  the 
Porte.  The  unanimity  of  the  Fi*e  Poweri 
in  the  courie  of  policy  which  it  hat  been 
rvcommeoded  to  the  Porte  to  puraue,  is  a 
deciiive  proof  of  their  ditintereatedDeia, 
The  laataccounti  which  have  been  received 
from  Sir  Stratford  Caoning  by  Her  Ma- 
jeaty'a  Government,  lead  me  to  hope  that 
■ome  propoaala  will  be  very  ahorlly  made 
by  the  Porte  for  Iha  teiilement  of  the 
Lebanon :  propoitli  which,  unlike  all 
ihoM  that  have  prei-eded  them,  may  ulli- 
malely  and  effectually  put  ao  eod  lo  the 
differences  tvhicli  have  *o  lung  prevailed 
there.  This  deipalch,  however,  ii  of  an 
recent  a  dale,  I  hat  I  cannot  speak  of  the 
aubject  of  its  contents  wiih  pngiijve  conG- 
deiice;  but  the  tenor  of  Sir  SiratTord 
Canntne'a  letter,  which  ii  dated  3Ut  of 
July  last,  dweUn  on  the  sincerity  with 
which  Chekib  Effendi  promised  to  enier 
into  the  desired  mensiirei  for  the  tranquil- 
litation  of  the  Lebiinon  ;  and  llicie  being 
Ihe  moat  receni  advices  from  Her  Majei- 
ly'a  Minister  at  Consiantinople,  and  it 
being  obviouily  the  interests  of  the  Porte 
to  propose  a  plan  which  shall  beequi^Hbie 
and  effertual  for  the  aeulement  of  these 
long-exisilng  differences,  1  consider  it  the 
most  adtiiable  course  to  abstain  from  en- 
leiing  any  further  into  thin  subject  at 
preicnt.  Bui,  at  ihe  tame  time,  I  will 
say,  that  taking  into  consideration  the 
political  condition  of  Syria,  it  is  manifestly 
to  the  interest  of  all  the  Five  Powers  who 
were  instrumental  in  banding  that  country 
over  to  the  Pone,  that  ihey  ihouM  see  an 
equitable  and  impartial  Government  e>- 
lablished  there;  and  it  mill  be  a  most  aur- 
prising  circumstance  if  the  remonstrances, 
and  even  the  entreaties  of  the  Five  Pow- 
ers, iboulil  be  any  longer  neglected.  I 
have  no  other  obarrvaiion  to  mike  on  the 
Motion  of  Ihe  noble  Lord,  except  to  aay 
■  hat  I  have  no  objection  to  ihe  production 
of  Ihe  Paperi  which  he  aiks  for,  ^i  the 
same  time,  it  will  probably  be  b(i[er  iio' 
to  include  the  four  or  five  despaick  yliicb 
have  paaaed  since  the  laal  accQ  ^1  *  dCte 
Kccivedi  andt  if  thii  ezcfpltoD  ^b''     Ae, 
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I  ahall,  at  an  early  period  of  the  ensuing 
Session,  have  no  objection  to  produce  the 
whole  correspondence.  As  ibis  is  ihe  last 
opportunity  which  1  shall  probably  have 
of  eddreuing  ibe  House,  I  caonot  luffer 
the  labours  of  thia  Session  to  close  with- 
out laying  a  few  words  on  the  aubject  of 
those  labours,  i  more  particularly  refer 
to  the  exertions  made  by  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  have  taken  part  in  the  private 
business  of  this  House  since  the  Session 
began.  We  who  occupy  the  Treasury 
Benches  are,  perhaps,  equally  engaged  in 
our  duties  wiih  other  hon.  Members  j  but 
then  our  situation  in  this  House  is  mor« 
conspicuous;  the  subjects  which  occtipy 
our  aiteotioo  are  more  popular,  excite 
more  interest  in  the  public  mind;  iheir 
success  is  more  gratifying;,  and  insures  a 
higher  species  of  rEward  than  do  the  cares 
and  fatiguea  of  attending  private  buiineas. 
But  I  musi,  at  the  aame  time,  say,  that 
1  doubt  lery  much  whether  the  servicea 
which  we  have  rendered  are  of  a  more 
important  or  mote  engroning  character)  , 
tiian  those  which  have  been  afforded  so 
aKsiduoualy  and  continuously  by  tbe  ge- 
neral body  of  hon.  Members.  1  am  oow 
speaking,  not  only  of  the  attendances  at 
the  Cummiiteeson  Rdilway  Bills,  but  of 
the  general  superintendence  of  the  piivale  ' 
buiioeia  of  the  House.  No  one  thinks, 
for  instance,  anything  of  ihe  business 
transacted  by  the  Standmg  Orders'  Com- 
mittee ;  ihe  debates  in  this  House  on  those 
Standing  Orders  possess  no  inlirest,  and 
cnniecjuenlly  convey  no  impression  of  la- 
bour; but  only  look  at  the  general  results  of 
the  Session,  and  the  House  will  feel  con- 
vinced that  1  am  not  overrating  the  value  of 
the  labours  lowbich  1  refer,  when  1  charac- 
lerixe  them  as  unequalled  in  duration  and  in 
importance.  The  Standing  Orders'  Com- 
mittee sat  39  days,  and  had  185  cases  re- 
ferred (ordinary  number  referrtd  60). 
The  Commitiee  of  Selection  sat  41  days, 
and  had  31.^  Bills  (ordinary  number  ISO). 
The  Committee  on  Petitions  sat  more  days 
than  Ihe  other  two.  45  Railway  Group 
Committees  havesAl,  which,  with  5  Mem- 
bers in  each,  made  a  totnl  of  225  Mem- 
bers, There  were  163  Bills  decided  one 
way  or  the  other,  besides  those  withdrawn,  ' 
those  unsupported,  and  those  thrown  out 
on  Standing  Orders.  Taking  the  163 
Bills  onW,  and  supposing  they  bad  not 
been  grouped,  Ihe  163  Bills  would  have  re- 
qutiti),  u  t\i(iediicednumb:i  of  live,  815 
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Hemberf.  Of  the  Committeet,  22  hi 
nndf  r  6  diyi,  9  between  6  tnd  12  dajt, 
6  between  12  and  18  dijra,  3  between  18 
Knd  24  dajfl,  5  ut  above  24  days  t  aad  to 
the  honour,  b«  il  Hid.orthe  Hemberi  wLo 
eonpoeed  it,  one  of  theie  Commtlleei  Hit 
83  dayi.  1  ihink,  therefore,  that  the 
Staodin;;  Ordera'  Committee  and  the  other 
CoaimitteH,  the  member!  of  which,  much 
to  their  credit,  hive  attended  regulatlj 
and  without  compulaion  to  those  duiiei, 
Md  who  have  discharged  them  with  auch 
■igoal  incccM,  are  entitled  before  the  Sea- 
aion  cloiei  to  an  eipreiaion  of  ^tttude 
for  their  laboura ;  and  I  believe  I  may 
coaatitute  myself  the  organ  by  meana  of 
which  this  sentiment  i*  conveyed  to  them, 
and  assure  those  hon.  Member*  thus  pub> 
licly  that  this  House  and  the  country  at 
large  do  ample  justice  to  their  motives  in 
thui  sacrificing  their  time  and  energies  to 
the  despatch  of  the  important  business 
transacted  by  them ;  and  I  believe,  if  a 
comparison  were  to  be  instituted  between 
(he  character  of  this  Home  now  in  respect 
to  these  maiteri,  and  what  it  was  when 
first  elected,  I  ihtuk  a  very  advantageous 
deduction  would  be  drawn  as  to  its  in- 
creased capacity  for  the  advancement  of 
the  business  of  the  country,  I  believe  it 
would  be  as  impossible  to  impugn  the 
character  of  this  House  on  the  ground  of 
private  business,  as  it  would  be  injunoos 
,  to  do  BO  with  regard  to  the  public  afTairs 
of  the  State:  and  1  thiok  the  boo.  Mem- 
bers who  hare  taken  their  share  iu  that 
private  business  are  fully  entitled  to  carry 
away  with  them  the  gratifying  reflection 
that  they  have  not  only  done  their  duty, 
but  that  they  hare  contributed  to  raise  the 
character  of  the  House  of  Commons  in  the 
eyes  of  the  whole  nation. 

Sir  C.  Napier  was  about  to  address  the 
Hooie,  when 


Pbobooation  of  thk  PaHUAS(KWT.] 
This  being  the  day  Knnouooed  for  the  pro- 
rogation ot  Parliament  by  tbe  Queen  ia 
Person,  tbe  usual  anaDgeiBeata  were  made 
within  the  House  for  the  reo^ion  of  Her 
Majesty. 

The  Queen  entered  the  Houk,  attended 
by  tbe  Great  Officers  of  State,  ehixilT  be- 
fore two  o'clock,  and  being  seated  on  tbe 
Throne,  directed  the  Gentlcmaa  Usher  of 
the  Black  Hod,  through  tho  Lord  Cbmm- 
berlain,  to  command  the  attendAnce  of  the 
Commons, 

Mr.  Speaker,  accompanied  hy  a  great 
number  of  tbe  Commons  appoarad  mt  the 
Bar,  and  addressed    Her  Mi^eatj  u  fol- 


A  Member  moved  that  the  House  be 
counted;  and  tweniy-fiTe  MemtMrs  only 
being  present,  the  House  adjourned  at  a 
quarter  to  eight  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Salurdaif,  Auguet  9,  1845. 

MiiiiTTB.]  Bitu.  FklUe^SKdHtMdbiiHlJunt^ 
EKbeqoB  BUki  ComoUdiud  rami  (Ai^niiiriitlin)  j 
Bnudl  IMiCii  Sim  Wain. 

I  lUltiwri 


"  Host  OradouB  Sovereign — We,  joor 
Majesty's  loyal  subjects,  the  Commons  of 
tbe  United  Kingdom  of  Gteat  Britain  and 
Ireland  in  Parliament  aaNmblod,  attend 
your  Majesty  with  the  concluding  Bill  of 
Supply  for  the  present  year. 

"  Tbe  Session  we  are  about  to  cloae 
has  been  rendered  unuiuallj  laborioua,  by 
the  rapid  development  of  private  enter- 
prise,  in  extending  the  railway  oommu- 
nications  of  the  Kingdom.  Wc  anticipate 
the  moat  bene6eial  results  from  tbe  ftdli- 
ties  thus  aSbtded  to  the  internal  trade  of 
tbe  countiy  ;  and  we  bavedevoted  much 
time  and  labour  to  the  legislation  requiaito 
for  tbe  cOQitruction  and  regulation  of  tbe« 
important  works,  notwithstanding  the  va- 
rious measures  of  great  public  intemt 
which  demanded  our  attentive  i 


"  Your  Majesty  was  graciously  pleased 
to  intimate  to  us  at  the  commencement  of 
the  Session,  that  your  Majesty  had  carried 
into  effect,  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  wu 
conceived,  the  Act  for  the  more  efiectusl 
application  of  Cliaritable  Donations  and 
Bequests.  In  tbe  same  apirit  ws  have 
continued  to  l^islate  for  Ireland  ;  and  in 
nwUng  a  further  grant  for  the  endownsit 
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of  Marnootli,  and  in  providing  the  meaoa 
of  tcademical  instniction,  we  have  ifaown 
due  regard  to  the  peculiar  dtcunstances 
of  that  part  of  the  United  Kingdom,  and 
the  religioiu  feelings  of  the  oiajoriEy  of  iti 
inhahitanU;  and  ve  believe  that  the  en- 
couragement afforded  hj  this  and  former 
Parliameoti  to  the  education  of  the  people, 
ban  placed  the  future  iraprorement  aud 
pioaperity  of  Ireland  on  a  sure  and  lasting 

"  Our  attention  hu  been  no  leu  snx- 
ioualj  directed  to  the  condition  of  the  dei- 
titute  poor  of  Scotland ;  and,  assisted  hy 
the  information  which  your  Majesty  has 
directed  to  be  laid  before  us,  we  have  made 
such  amendmeots  in  the  Ian  as  will  pro- 
vide for  the  more  effectual  relief  of  the 
poor,  and  for  a  better  system  of  parochial 
management  under  the  control  of  a  gene- 
ral Board  of  Superviuon. 

"  We  have  endeavoured,  by  facilitating 
the  dndnage  of  lands  and  the  enclosure  of 
commons,  to  encourage  agricultural  im- 
provement and  the  beneficial  employ- 
ment of  labour  in  the  rural  districts-  And 
we  advert  with  peculiar  satisfaction  to  the 
measures  which  have  been  adopted  for  the 
further  security  and  exteiuloa  of  the  trade 
and  commerce  of  the  country. 

"  The  laws  passed  in  a  former  Session 
for  regulating  the  hanking  establishments 
of  England  have  been  applied  with  certain 
requisite  modifications  to  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land. The  operations  of  trade  have  been 
■implEGed  and  rendered  more  secure  fay  the 
abolition  of  the  duties  on  many  articles  of 
import,  and  by  the  Consolidation  of  the 
Customs  laws. 

"  The  duties  on  sugar  have  been  so  far 
modiGed  and  reduced  as  materially  to  affect 
its  price  and  increase  its  consumption ;  and 
the  important  staple  manufacture  of  glass 
has  been  relieved  alu^ther  from  fiscal 
charge  and  the  inconvenience  and  expense 
of  Excise  regulations. 

"  To  meet  the  deficiency  in  the  Revenue 
caused  by  these  altentiups  of  the  Tariff, 
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we  have  deemed  it  indispensably  necessary 
to  ^continue  for  a  further  period  the  tax 
upon  income;  and  we  have  been  thereby 
enabled,  in  accordance  with  your  Majesty's 
suggestion,  to  add  to  the  efficiency  of  the 
naval  service,  and  to  afford  adequate  pro* 
tection  to  our  commerce. 

"  It  has  been  my  duty  thus  briefly  to 
lay  before  your  Majesty  some  of  the  most 
prominent  measures  of  the  Session.  We 
believe  them  to  be  well  calculated,  under 
the  blessing  of  Providence,  to  increase  tho 
prosperity  of  the  country,  and  to  ptomola 
the  welfare  and  happiness  of  alt  classes  of 
your  Majesty's  subjects  :  and,  if  we  have 
felt  ourselves  reluctantly  compelled  to  re- 
new a  tax  usually  resorted  to  under  tbq 
pressure  of  an  expensive  war,  we  have  at 
least  the  satisfaction  of  reflecting  that  we 
have  reimposed  it  for  no  purpose  of  eggran- 
diiement  or  of  conquest;  but  that  we 
might  be  enabled,  without  endangering 
public  credit,  to  relax  those  restrictions 
which  press  upon  our  domestic  industry,  to 
extend  out  .commercial  relations,  and  to 
share  the  blessings  of  peace  with  all  the 
nations  of  the  world.'' 

The  Royal  Assent  was  then  given,  in 
the  usual  form,  to  the  Exchequer  Bills 
Bill,  the  Consolidated  Fund  (Appro- 
priation) Bill,  the  Small  Debts  Bill,  the 
Silk  Weavers  Bill,  the  Epping  Railway 
Bill,  the  Bristol  Parochial  Rates  Bill, 
and  the  Marquess  of  Westminster's  EsUte 
BUI. 

Her  Majesty  was  then  pleased  to  make 
the  following  Most  Gracious  Speech  lu  both 
Houses  of  Parliament  :— 

"  My  Lordt,  oncf  Gentlemen, 

"  1  rejoice  that  the  State  of  Public 
BusineM  enables  Me  to  release  yos 
from  farther  Attendance  in  Parlia- 
ment. 

"  In  closing  this  laboriouB  Sessioo, 
I  must  express  to  you  My  warm  Ac- 
knowledgments for  the  Zeal  and  Assi- 
duity with  which  you  have  applied 
yourselves   to  the  Consideration  of 


1551 


Prorogation 


{LORDS} 


many  Subjects  deeply  affecting  the 
Public  Welfkre. 

"  I  have  given  My  cordial  Assent 
to  the  Bills  which  you  presented  to 
Me  for  remitting  the  Duties  on  many 
Articles  of  Import,  and  for  remov. 
ing  Restrictions  on  the  free  Applica- 
tion of  Capital  and  Skill  to  certain 
Branches  of  our  Manutactures. 

"  The  Reduction  of  Taxation  will 
necessarily  cause  an  immediate  Loss 
of  Revenue,  but  I  trust  that  its  Effect 
in  stimulating  Commercial  Enterprize 
and  enlarging  the  Means  of  Consump- 
tion will  ultimately  provide  an  ample 
Compensation  for  any  temporary  Sa- 
crifice. 

"  I  hare  witnessed  with  peculiar 
Satisfaction  the  unremitting  Attention 
which  you  have  bestowed  on  the 
Measures  recommended  by  Me  to 
your  Consideration  at  the  Commence- 
ment of  the  Session,  for  improving 
and  extending  the  Means  of  Acade 
mical  Education  in  Ireland. 

"  You  may  rely  upon  My  Deter- 
minaUon  to  carry  those  Measures  into 
execution  in  the  Manner  best  calcU' 
laled  to  inspire  Confidence  in  the  In- 
stilutions  which  have  received  your 
Sanction,  and  to  give  Effect  to  your 
earnest  Desire  to  promote  the  Wel- 
fare of  that  Part  of  My  Dominions. 

"  From  all  Foreign  Powers,  I 
continue  to  receive  Assurances  of 
their  friendly  Disposition  towards 
this  Country. 

The  Convention  which  I  have  re- 
cently concluded  with  the  King  of 
the  French,  for  the  more  effectual 
Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade,  will, 
I  trust,  by  establishing  a  cordial  and 
active  Co-operation  between  the  Two 
Powers,  afford  a  better  prospect  than 
has  hitherto  existed  of  complete  Suc- 


cess in  the  Attainment  of  an  Object 
for  which  this  Country  has  made  so 
many  Sacrifices. 

"  Gentlemen  of  the  Hotue  of 
Commont, 

"  I  thank  you  for  the  Liberality 
with  which  you  have  voted  the  &ap> 
plies  for  the  Service  of  the  current 
Year. 

"  Afy  Lordt,  and  Gentlemen, 
"  On  your  Return  to  your  several 
Counties,  Duties  will  devolve  upon 
you  scarcely  less  important  than  those 
from  the  Performance  of  which  I  now 
relieve  you, 

feel  assured  that  you  will  pro- 
mote and  confirm,  by  your  Influence 
and  Example,  that  Spirit  of  Loyalty 
and  Contentment  which  you  will  find 
generally  prevalent  throughout  the 
Country. 

"  In  the  Discbarge  of  all  the 
Functions  intrusted  to  you  for  the 
Public  Welfare,  you  may  confidently 
rely  on  My  cordial  Support ;  and  I 
implore  the  Blessing  of  Divine  Pro- 
vidence on  our  united  Efforts  to  en- 
courage the  Industry  and  increase  the 
Comforts  of  My  People,  aud  to  in- 
ilcate  those  Religious  and  Moral 
Principles  which  are  the  surest  Foun- 
dation of  our  Security  and  Happi- 


Then  the  Lord  Chancellor,  by  Her 
Majesty 't  Command,  aaid— 

It  ■■  Her  Maj«ty's  royal  Will  and 
Pleasure  that  the  present  Parliament  be 
prorogued  to  Thursday,  the  Second  Day 
of  October  neit,  and  this  ParJiament  is  ac- 
cordingly prorngued  to  Thursday,  the  Se- 
cond Day  of  October  next," 

Her  Majesty  then  rose  from  the  Throne 
and  left  the  Houie  attended  in  the  Bame 
mannei  ns  upon  Her  entrv. 
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Education  ih  Ireland.]  Mt.  IVyse 
moved  foi  Returns  of  the  >umi  contributed 
and  expended  for  the  establicbmeni  and 
maintenaiice  of  the  dioceiaa  acbools  in 
Ireland,  dittinguiiliing  inch  a>  had  been 
contributed  by  the  clergy  of  the  Ettab- 
liihed  Church,  by  grand  juriei,  and  by 
pupilg  reBpectirelif.  Theie  returns  were 
oeceMsry  lo  complete  those  for  which  he 
moved  yesterdny,  and  he  called  for  them 
thui  in  time,  in  order  to  enable  him  at 
an  early  period  in  the  eniuing  ScMion  to 
retume  ilie  queilion  which  he  had  on 
ninay  Tormer  occaiiooi  pietsed  upon  the 
Huute,  the  reform  and  exteniion  of  the 
Dioceian  aod  Royal  (ichooU,  and  of  the 
diMoluiiuri  of  the  board  of  Commiuionen, 
uniler  whom  they  were  placed,  with  the 
view  of  making  ibe&e  ichooU  more  uaelul 
to  the  general  purpoaei  of  Irisli  educaiinn. 
Though  the  new  College*  (Ireland)  Act 
provikJed  Tor  an  important  cla»  of  educa- 
tion, there  i>ai  a  large  spnce  slill  unoc- 
cupied, iniermedidie  between  these  iu'li- 
tutiong  and  the  elementary  achools,  and 
this  inierval  he  ivished  to  sec  filled  up  by 
the  Diocesan  and  Royal  Scboolt,  when 
duly  enlarged  and  refurnied,  and  by  Huch 
adaition«  to  ihem,  on  the  same  principle 
and  in  the  eame  class,  as  might  be  sufli- 
cicnt  to  supply  ilie  public  wants  in  this 
department,  under  the  name  of  County 
Aendemies,  in  every  county  in  Ireland. 
The  Report  of  the  Committee  of  1836  and 
I83S  hod  gone  at  great  length  into  the 
whole  of  that  question:  end,arterihowing 
the  actual  deftcls,  had  pointed  out  their 
remedy.  He,  as  Chaiiman  of  (hat  Com- 
mittee, had  spared  no  opportunity,  not 
only  of  examining  into  facts,  but  into 
opinions  relative  to  these  ichooN,  and  be 
believed  no  serious  difficulty  would  io- 
lerfere  to  prevent  the  carrying  out  the 
alterations  and  improvements  which  he 
ventured  to  suggest  relative  to  that  branch 
of  education  in  the  Report.  He  did  not 
think  that  the  ComDilisloners  themselves, 
who  were  not  lo  be  confounded  with  the 
Board  of  Commiisioners  of  National  Edu- 
cation, would  oppose  the  dissolution  of 
their  body,  and  the  placing  the  whole  un. 
der  (he  one  administration  of  the  latter. 
The  reform  of  ibis  department  was,  in  all 


cases,  necessary.  It  was  as  requisite  on 
the  one  side  to  complete  the  system,  as 
the  opening  of  the  Dublin  University  on 
the  other.  The  Government  had  already 
given  evidence  of  their  desire  to  reform 
and  extend  the  higherdepartmentsof  edu- 
calioD  sufficient  to  justify  him  in  hoping 
that  ihey  would  not  neglect  this  addition 
to  the  project,  but  thai  during  the  recess 
they  would  give  it  their  anxious  attention, 
with  the  view,  if  possible,  at  sn  early  |>eriod, 
of  carrying  it  with  the  same  resolutiun  into 
effect,  as  the  Colleges  Bill.  In  any  case  he 
abould  not  fail  to  bring  it  again,  puisuant 
to  his  Notice,  in  the  hope  of  better  succeaa 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House,  as 
soon  as  Parliament  shoiild  reassemble. 
There  was  another  class  of  schools  (he 
meant  industrial  schools)  for  which  be  felt 
the  greatest  interest.  He  believed,  of  all 
others,  they  were  the  most  appropriate 'to 
the  wants  of  the  great  majority  of  the  in- 
habitants of  Ireland ;  aiid  were  better  cal- 
culated than  any  other  to  render  practically 
useful  amongst  the  population  the  lessons 
they  had  received  in  the  other  schools. 
Private  individuals  had  done  much  fur 
their  establishment  and  maintenance ;  and 
there  was  one  in  the  north,  and  another 
in  the  west  nf  Ireland,  under  the  superin- 
tendence of  a  Catholic  clergymen,  which, 
he  bad  no  doubt,  would  do  infinite  good; 
but  he  wished  to  see  the  Government, 
aUo,  zealously  co-operate  both  in  establish- 
ing themselves,  through  the  National 
Board,  such  institutions,  and  aiding  the 
establishment  of  them  by  others.  In  this 
hope,  he  hod  called  for  returns,  somewhat 
similar  to  those  moved  for  in  reference  to 
the  diocesan  and  royal  schools.  He  was 
anxious  to  bring  them  into  something  like 
a  regularly  organised  system  ;  on  one  side 
in  connexion  with  the  elementary  and 
promised  model  Bi;bools,  and  the  Board  of 
Education ;  and  on  the  other,  with  the 
new  Colleges  and  the  Agricultural  Asso- 
ciation. He  tL-usced  the  Government  would 
also  give  them  their  attentive  consideration 
during  the  recess,  with  the  view  to  pro- 
vide more  largely  for  their  better  organi- 
zation and  greater  extension,  both  in  the 
form  of  scbools  or  colleges  throughout  the 
country.  Before  be  sat  down,  he  would 
take  the  liberty  of  onee  more  adverting  to 
the  new  Colleges.  He  wished  to  have  a 
more  explicit  declaration  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  their  intentions,  relative  to  the 
carrying  out  of  the  plan  (now  happily  a 
law  of  the  realm)  ;  and  which  he  trusted 
would  soon  demand  their  attentioQ.    The 
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right  hon.  Baronet  opporite  (Sir  J.  Gr»- 
faam)  had  more  than  once  lUted  hit  full 
BUent  to  what  he  had  ventured  moic 
ttrenuousl;  to  inipren  on  the  HouK — the 
ahiolute  necesnty,  in  the  execution  of  (be 
Act,  to  frame  laws  or  statutea,  and  to  con- 
atitute  the  governing  body  or  bodiei,  in 
■uch  a  way  ai  should  fully  deserve  and 
meet  the  sanction  and  concurrence  of  the 
different  clattes  and  periuaaioni  for  whom 
they  were  deaigned.  Tfae  best  intentioni, 
the  highett  object,  the  tnoal  perfect  ma- 
ehinery.  woulil  be  valueless  without  such 
condition.  The  right  hon.  Baronet  had 
generally  stated  his  desire  to  act  on  this 
indiapensahle  principle ;  he  felt,  therefore, 
the  less  apprehension  that  he  would  de- 
cline at  present  stating  to  the  House  in 
what  manner  he  proposed  to  carry  this 
principle  out.  He  would,  therefore,  both 
for  his  own  satisfaction,  and  he  supposed 
also  for  that  of  the  public,  ask  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  whether  he  intended  to  lay 
the  charter  of  incorporation  and  statute  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  early  in  the  ensu- 
ing Session ;  and,  in  forming  the  governing 
body  of  the  Colleges,  whether  he  proposed 
to  constitute  one  central  body,  or  several 
local  bodies,  and  of  whom  such  body  or 
bodies,  when  formed,  were  to  be  corn- 
Sir  Jamet  Graham  dated,  that  as  only 
a  few  days  had  elapsed  since  the  Royal 
Assent  bad  been  given  to  the  Act  for  the 
establishment  of  new  Colleges  in  Ireland, 
the  charter  for  the  incorporation  of  these 
Colleges  had  not  yet  been  prepared.  It 
was  the  intention,  as  it  would  be  the  duty 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  lay  copies 
of  those  charters  liefore  both  Houses  of 
Parliament.  Instead  of  one  visitatorial 
board,  it  was  intended  to  appoint  separate 
visitatorial  boards  for  each  district,  those 
boards  to  be  composed  of  lay  and  clerical 
persons,  locally  acquainted  with  the  wants 
of  each  district.  The  right  ban.  Baronet 
took  this  opportunity  of  stating,  tn  answer 
to  a  question  put  to  him  a  few  nights  since, 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Fiosbury  (Mr.  T. 
Duacombe),  with  respect  to  the  infringe- 
ment of  the  recent  Statute  by  the  employ- 
ment of  females  in  the  collieries  near  Pres- 
cott — the  fact  had  been  stated  correctly 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Finsburyj  and 
the  parties  who  had  been  guilty  of  the 
infringement  of  the  law,  were  now  in 
course  of  prMecution  by  the  colliery  in- 

Tbb  Qdidi's  Vtsn  to  tbi  Cokti- 


mbhtH  Mr.  Borlkmck  aid,  the  ri^t 
hon.  Baronet  who  had  just  sat  down  bad 
given  him  a  lesson  in  Parliamentary  tactics 
which  he  would  not  fail  on  &  proper  occa- 
sion to  put  in  practice.  What  was  moat 
important  was,  that  be  the  right  hon. 
Barunet  (Sir  J.  Graham)  had  made  it  Im- 
possible for  him  to  bring  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  and  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  entered  (Sir 
R.  Peel),  the  great  constitutional  question 
alluded  to  in  the  Notice  which  stood  in  bis 
name.  He  meant  the  necessity  of  ap- 
pointing Lords  Justices  in  cases  of  the 
temporary  absence  of  Her  Most  Gracious 
Majesty  from  her  dominions,  according  to 
the  Constitution  and  invariable  usage  of 
the  realm.  The  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  city  of  London,  had  in  the  course 
of  a  speech  delivered  a  few  nights  ago,  with 
a  delicacy  at  once  and  a  courage  which 
well  became  bis  position  end  his  name, 
madea  pointed  allusion  to  thJsgrave  matter. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Se- 
oetary  had  in  his  reply  made  no  observa- 
tion whatever  upon  that  part  of  the  aoUe 
Lord's  speech]  and  he  had  been  in  hope* 
that  the  silence  he  alluded  to  indicated,  if 
not  acquiescence  in  the  noble  Lard's  viewsi 
at  least  that  the  subject  was  under  the 
serious  consideration  of  the  Government. 
There  wan  not  time  left  for  him  now  to 
enter  at  all  upon  the  subject  in  detail ;  but 
his  duty  compelled  him  to  say  thus  much. 
Notwithstanding  tfae  high  authorities 
which  he  had  seen  alleg^  in  favour  of 
the  opposite  opinion,  he  believed  that 
the  Constitution  as  well  as  practice  tv- 
quired  the  authority  of  the  Crown  to  be 
exercised  within  the  realm.  Constitutional 
law,  like  civil  law,  was  to  be  interpreted 
not  only  by  the  written  maxim  of  the 
Statute,  but  by  the  unwritten  authority  of 
prescription.  From  the  earliest  periods  to 
which  the  Constitution  of  England  could 
be,  traced  there  was  not  one  exception  to 
sanction  the  absence  of  the  Sovereign 
without  a  delegated  power  to  act  in  certain 
cases.  The  Act  of  Settlement,  indeed,  in 
so  for  as  it  bound  the  Sovereign  to  remain 
within  the  realm,  unless  by  special  sanction 
of  Parliament,  had  been  repealed.  But  the 
great  constitutional  principle  fur  which  be 
contended,  namely,  that  the  functions  of 
the  Crown  could  only  be  exercised  within 
the  realm,  interwoven  aa  that  principle 
was  with  the  whole  frame  of  the  Siate,and 
sanctioned  without  a  single  exception  as  he 
bad  shown  it  to  be  by  uniform  precedent, 
bad  never  beea  altered  or  repealed.    He 
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conld  not  hope,  from  all  he  heard,  at  this 
period  to  do  more  than  record  a  protest ; 
but  hiB  object  would  be  to  a  great  extent 
gained,  if  he  obtained  from  the  right  hon. 
Baronet  lome  assurance  that  the  present 
example  nould  not  be  dratrn  into  a  pre- 
cedent for  future  times.  That  he  might 
be  able  to  obtain  that  asaursnee  he  would 
DOW  lay  no  more,  except  to  congratulate 
the  House  and  the  country  that  in  the 
present  state  of  things  there  was  not  likely 
to  arise  any  practicat  evil,  such  as  had 
existed  before,  and  as  might  befal  posterity, 
if  the  integrity  of  the  principle  fur  which 
he  contended  was  not   maiotained.     He 

Eyed,  as  did  all  her  subjects,  with  one 
rt,  for  the  happiness  and  Mfety  of  the 
Queen. 

Sir  R.  Fnl  i  I  hope  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  not  attribute  the  abruptness  of 
my  reply  to  any  want  of  courtesy  towards 
him,  hut  rather  to  the  shortness  of  the  time 
which  I  can  now  occupy  the  attention  of 
the'Houte.  I  will  begin  at  once  by  saying 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  wrongoo  every 
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nngle  point  which  he  has  thought  proper 
to  advance.  First  of  all,  he  is  wrong, 
utterly  wrong,  in  point  of  precedent.  He 
said  that  there  was  no  instance  where  the 
Sovereign  had  been  absent  from  the  realm, 
and  where  a  Commission  of  the  Lords 
Justices  had  not  been  appointed.  Now, 
Sir,  that  is  not  the  fact.  The  hon.  Gentle- 
man says  he  will  go  back  to  the  earliest 
periods  of  the  history  of  our  Constitution. 
I  cannot  say  what  be  means  by  Constitu- 
tion, but  there  are  instances  within — 

Here  the  Usher  of  the  Black  Rod  ap- 
peared St  the  Table,  and  summoned  the 
House  to  appear  in  the  House  of  Lords,  te 
hear  Her  Majesty  prorogue  the  Parlia- 
ment. 

Mr.  Speaker,  followed  by  the  Members 
present,  proceeded  forthvtith  to  the  House 
of  Lords,  and  on  bis  return  read  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Speech  ;  after  which  the  House  se- 
parated at  eighteen  minutes  past  ttro 
o'clock,  and  the  Parliament  stood  pro* 
rogued. 
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XLIIL  An  Act  for  eni'uuiaging  the  Ettabliih. 
meat  of  Museums  in  large  Towns. 

XLIV.  An  Act  for  the  better  Prolectian  of 
Works  of  Art  and  ScienliSc  and  Literary  Col- 
lections. 

XLV.  An  Act  to  make  perpetual  and  amend  an 
Ad  of  tbu  Fifth  and  Sixth  Yean  of  Her  present 
MajeUy,  for  preventing  Shipi  clearing  out  from 
any  Port  in  Briiiih  North  Amtrica  or  in  the 
Settlemetit  of  Handurat  from  loading  any  Part 
of  their  Cargo  of  Umber  upon  Deck. 

XLVL  An  Ad  for  tbe  Appointment  of  additional 
Constijilei  frr  keeping  tbe  Peace  near  Public 
WorkiinirdiMd. 


XLVIL  An  Act  fbr  the  findwr  Preredioo  of  the 
Offenee  of  Dog  Stealing. 

XLVIIl  An  Act  to  >ubditule  a  Daclantiaa  far 
an  Oath  in  Casea  of  Bankruptcy. 

XLIX.  An  Act  to  settle  an  Annui^  on  Bii  &anf 
Pottiagtr,  Baronet,  in  considenliaa  of  bis  esu. 
nent  Serricea. 

L.  An  Act  to  bcililBte  'the  Recovery  of  Loam 
made  b;  tbe  W*tt  India  Relief  CoDuniBdonen. 

LL  An  Act  la  enable  Ardibi^opa  and  Bishops  in 
Ireland  to  charge  their  See*  with  the  Coit*  in- 
curred by  Ihrm  in  defence  of  lii^  Rights  of 
Patronage,  in  certain  Casea ;  sod  also  to  eoabk 
Tenants  fbr  Life  and  other  f^noni  hning  li- 
mited Interesta  in  Estates  in  Irdmd  to  (duR» 
■id  EstHe*  with  tbe  Cost*  incumd  by  them  m 
asaertin^  their  Ri^itsto  Ecdeaastical  iWimage, 
in  eertwn  Case*. 

LIL  An  Ad  for  tbe  ReUefofPenons  of  tbe  Jew- 
ish Religion  elected  to  Munidpal  OScea. 

LIIL  An  Ad  to  continue  to  tbe  Pint  Day  of 
Ockhtr  Dim  tbousaDd  «^  huBdml  and  forty- 
aii,  and  to  tbe  End  of  tlie  tben  next  Senioa  of 
PaiUament,  ceilwn  Turnpike  Actb 

LIV.  An  Ad  te  ameisd  the  I'm  in  fbne  in  In- 
bud  for  Unkm*  and  Divisions  of  I^rishei ;  br 
tbe  Setttemenlof  the  Pabmage  thereof,  and  the 
Celebration  c^  Harriagea  in  tbe  same. 

LV.  An  Ad  to  coutiDue  for  Two  Yean,  md  U 
the  End  ofthe  tben  next  Sesuon  of  PuliaiKnl, 
and  to  amend,  an  Ad  of  the  Second  aad  Hatd 
Yean  of  Har  present  Majesty,  intituled  Am  Act 
to  eitaid  and  raider  mere  efftetwUJbr  .Kat 
YioTi  am  Act  patted  m  the  FoartA  YtartfBiM 
late  Majeetv  George  tht  fWti,  to  amtmd  a* 
^c<  paued,in  the  FifiietA  Year  i^ SU  Ma. 
jaty  George  the  ThiiTt,  for  preeeMiKg  lit  ad- 
minuteriitg  and  taJtatg  wdavfid  Oatht  ix  Ire- 
land. 

LVL  An  Ad  to  alter  and  amend  an  Act  pawed  in 
tbe  Third  and  Fourth  Yev  of  tbe  Be^  of  Ket 
present  Maiedy  Queen  Vietoria,  intituled  Am 
Act  to  aabU  Ou  Ouaurt  of  SeOkd  E*tidm  t» 
defraa  the  Expencet  iffdraaiMg  Iha  tame  hf  amf 
iffMongage. 

LVIL  An  Ad  lo  extend  tbe  Indemni^  of  Hem- 
ben  of  Art  Unions  agamst  cettain  Penaltiea. 

LV1IL  An  Ad  to  axpcuA  until  tbe  FliMDayof 
October  One  thousand  eight  bundred  and  ftnty- 
Bx  tbe  making  of  Listi  and  the  Ballot*  and  Eit- 
rolmenls  for  the  HiUua  of  the  United  Ringlkim. 

LIX.  An  Act  to  continue  (o  the  Flnt  Day  of 
October  One  thoutaod  eight  bundred  and  fbrty- 
sii,  and  to  tbe  End  of  Ihe  tben  nett  Seanon  of 
Parliament,  an  Ad  fbr  authoriiing  the  Appfie^ 
tion  of  Highway  Rates  to  Turnpike  Rolda. 

LX.  An  Ad  lo  csiniinue  lo  the  Fim  Day  of  Oc- 
tober One  thousand  eight  hundred  ind  kltj- 
■ix,  and  to  the  end  of  the  then  next  Senon  of 
Parliament,  the  Ad  to  amend  tbe  Laws  relalii^ 
lo  Loan  Societies. 

LXL  An  Ad  to  make  certain  further  PrunDon* 
for  the  Coniolidalion  of  Turnpike  Trust*  in 
Stadh  WaUt. 

LXIL  An  Ad  to  make  farther  Praviaau  a*  to 
Stock  and  Dividends  unclaimed. 

LXIII.  An  Ad  to&dlilate  the  Corni^etioQ  of » 
Geological  Surrey  of  Great  Brittnn  and  Irdaad, 
under  the  Direction  of  the  IHnt  Commisdoner 
for  the  Tmie  being  of  Her  Maiestyli  Woods  and 
Work*. 

LXIV.  An  Ad  to  amend  certain  RwulafioB*  le- 
•peding  the  Retail  of  Spirits  in  JrdM. 
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LXV.  An  Aot  to  detennine  the  counteirailing 
Dutiea  pvabl«  on  Splriu  of  the  Nature  of  ptaia 
Britith  Spirita,  the  Manuhcture  of  Guemsa/, 
Jerieg,  Aldenaji,  or  Sari,  imported  ioia  ibe 
United  Kinsdom  ;  and  to  prohibit  the  Importa- 
lion  of  rectified  or  compouod  Spirits  from  the 
■aid  Iilandi. 


w  Colleges  for  the  Adrancement 

in  Irdand. 

LXVII.  An  Act  for  makicg  further  Regulatloiu  for 
more  effectually  ■ecurins  the  Correctneu  of  the 
Juron'  Booke  in  IreiaiS. 

LXVIII.  An  Act  to  May  Execution  of  Judgment 
for  Misdenwanon  upon  giving  Bail  in  Error. 

LXIX.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  [he  Sixth 
Year  of  Her  present  Murat;,  for  promoting  the 
Dnunage  of  Lands,  and  Improvement  of  Nari- 
gation  and  Water  Paver  in  connexion  vith  such 
Drainage,  in  Irtiaad. 

LXX.  An  Act  for  the  further  Amendment  of  the 
Church  Building  Acta. 

LXXI.  An  Act  to  extend  ceitain  PrOTisioDi  in 
the  Ad  for  consolidatingand  amending  the  Lam 
relating  to  Hi);hnaj9  in  Emglaad. 

LXXfl.  An  Act  to  render  it  unnoceasary  to  keep 
up  RolKwdl  Gaol,  in  Ihe  Honor  of  PonlefriKl, 
in  the  West  lUding  of  tho  County  of  York. 

LXXIll  An  Act  to  enable  the  ComroiBMonen 
of  Her  Majesty's  Woods  and  Works  to  apply 
certun  Monies  now  in  their  Hands  lomrds  dis- 
charging the  Incumbrance*  afltcting  the  .SAmcs- 
buiy  and  Hofykead  Road. 
.  LXXIV.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Seventh 
Year  of  King  WHiiaa  the  Fourth,  for  prevent- 
ing  the  advertbiiig  of  Foreign  and  other  Illegal 
Lotteries;  and  to  discontinue  certain  Actions 
commenced  under  the  Proviraoni  of  the  said 
Act 

LXXV.  An  Act  t«  amend  an  Act  passed  in  the 
ScHion  of  Parliament  held  in  the  Sixth  and  Se- 
venth Year*  of  the  Reign  of  Her  present  Majesty, 
intituled  An  Act  to  ammd  Oa  Law  respecting 
de/atiuitory  Wordt  and  Libtl 

LXXVI.  An  Act  to  increase  the  Stamp  Duty  on 
Licenses  to  Appraisers;  to  reduce  the  Stamp 
Duties  on  Regiattr  Searches  in  Irdand!  to 
amend  Ihe  I>an  relating  to  the  Duties  on  Le- 
vies ;  and  also  to  amend  an  Act  of  Ihe  last  Sea 
s)on  of  Parliament,  (or  regulating  the  Issue  of 
Bank  Notes  in  England. 

LXXVll.  An  Act  to  make  further  Regulations 
respecting  the  TickcU  of  Work  to  be  delivered  to 
Person*  employed  in  the  Manufacture  of  Hosiery, 
in  certain  Cases. 

LXXVIII.  An  Act  to  provide  for  the  Payment 
of  Compenaalion  Allowances  to  certaii;  Persona 
connected  with  the  Courts  of  Law  in  England, 
tor  Loss  of  Fees  and  EraolumonI*. 

LXXIX.  An  Act  to  continue  until  the  Fii«t 
Day  of  October  One  thousand  eight  hundred 
and  forty-six,  and  to  the  End  of  the  then  Ses- 
sion of  Parliament,  the  E^temption  of  Inhabitants 
of  Parishes,  Townships,  and  Villi^^  from  lia- 
bility to  1>B  rated  as  such,  in  respect  of  Slocfc  in 
Trade  or  other  Properly,  to  the  Relief  of  the 
Poor. 

LXXX.  An  Act  for  regulating  the  Criminal  Ju- 
risdiction of  Assistant  Barristers  as  to  certain 
Coontiea  of  Cities  and  Counties  of  Towns  in 
Ireland. 

LXXXI.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  last 
Sesuon,  for  cousoUdating  and 


Law*  for  the  Regulation  af  Grand  Jiify  Present. 

tnents  in  the  County  of  DtAUn. 

LXXXIL  An  Act  to  defray  until  the  First  Day 
of  Aitgiat  One  thousand  eight  hundred  ana 
forty-six  the  Chaive  of  the  ny.  Clothing,  and 
continsent  and  other  Expencei  of  the  Disem- 
bodied Militia  in  Grtat  Britain  and  Irdand; 
to  grant  Allowances  in  certain  Cases  to  Sub- 
altern Otiicen,  Adjutants.  Paymasters,  Quaiter- 
masten,  Su^eons,  Assistant  Surgeons,  Surgeons' 
Mates,  and  Seneant  Majora  of  tlw  Militia ;  and  to 
authorize  the  Employment  of  the  Non-commis- 
sioned Officer*, 

LXXXIII.  An  Act  for  the  Amendmsnt  and  bet- 
ter Administration  of  the  Laws  relating  to  the 
Relief  of  the  Poor  in  Scodand. 

LXXXIV,  An  Act  to  r^teal  the  sevenl  Laws  re- 
lating to  the  Customs. 

LXX  XV.  An  Act  for  the  Manuwment  of  iha 
Customs. 

LXXXVL  An  Act  for  the  general  Regulation  of 
Ihe  Customs. 

LXXXVIL  An  Act  for  the  Preientioo  of  Smug- 
gling; 

LXXXVIII.  An  Act  for  the  Gncouragemenl  of 
Brilah  Shilling  and  Navigation. 

LXXXIX.  An  Act  for  the  registering  of  Briluh 

XC.   An  Act  for  granting  Duties  of  Customs. 

XCL  An  Act  for  the  warehausincr  of  Goods. 

XCII.  An  Act  to  grant  certain  Bounties  and  Al- 
lowances of  Custom*. 

XCIIL  An  Act  to  rc^tulate  the  Trade  of  BrUitk 
Possessions  abroad. 

XCIV.  An  Act  for  tiie  regulating  the  Trade  of  lh« 
/.fc  o/M™. 

XCV.  An  Act  to  exempt  Van  Dfrasm's  Land 
from  the  Provisions  ol  an   Ad,  intituled  An 


XCVI.  An  Act  to  restrict  the  Power*  of  selling 
or  leasing  Railways  contained  Jn  certain  Acta 
of  Parliament  relating  to  such  Railway*. 

XCVIL  An  Act  to  amend  the  Law  respecting 
TestamcntaiT  Dispositions  of  Property  in  the 
Public  Funds,  and  to  kuthoriie  the  Payment  <k 
Dividends  on  Letters  of  Attorney  in  certain 
Cases. 

XCVIII.  An  Act  for  &cilitaling  the  vending  up 
the  AffUn  of  Joint  Stock  ComMnies  in  Irdand 
unable  to  meet  their  pecuniary  Engagements. 

XCIX.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Tenth 
Year  of  Mis  late  Majeily  King  Gtorge  the 
Fointh  for  consolidating  and  amending  the  Laws 
relating  to  the  Management  and  Improvement 
of  His  Majesty's  Woods,  Forests,  Parka,  and 
Chsf cB  i  and  fat  other  Purposes  relating  to  the 
said  Land  Revenue. 

C.  An  Act  for  the  Regulation  of  the  Care  and 
Treatment  of  Lunatics 

CI.  An  Act  to  continue  unUl  tiie  Fifth  Day  of 
Jid^  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  dxty-two 
the  Acts  for  regulating  the  Vend  and  Delivery  of 
Coals  in  London  and  Westmautrr,  and  in  certain 
Parts  of  the  adjacent  Counties;  and  to  alter  and 
amend  the  said  Act*. 

CI  I.  An  Act  to  continue  until  the  First  Day  of 
JiiRHarji  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  fifty, 
one  an  Act  for  exempting  certain  Bill*  of  Ex- 
change and  PromiBEory  Note*  from  the  Opera- 
tion of  the  Laws  relating  to  Usury. 

cm.  An  Act  to  continue  until  the  Thirty-fint 
Day  of  AuguMl  One  Ihouiuid  eight  hundred  and 
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tortj-taAt,  uid  to  ihe  end  at  ibe  next  Senion 
or  Putuunent,  and  to  amenii,  an  Act  of  the 
nnh  ind  Sixth  Yean  of  Her  nrewnl  Majeitj, 
for  permitting  Wheat  lo  be  delivered  Iroia  the 
Warebouse  or  the  Vesael  Dutj-fnie,  upon  tbe 
previoui  Subslitulion  of  an  equivalent  Quantity 
of  Flour  or  Biscuit  in  the  Warehouie. 

CIV.  An  Act  lo  empower  tbe  CommiHionen  of 
Her  Majetty'a  Woods  to  appropriate  lo  Buittyug 
Furpoies  the  Ares,  of  Darig  Court,  in  the  Pa- 
rish of  Saint  Ja'BOt  Wetimintta: 

CV.  An  Act  for  unending  certain  Acta  of  the 
Fourth  and  Fifth  Yean  of  the  Reign  of  Her 
Majesty,  for  &cilitating  the  Administration  of 
Juitice  in  the  Court  of  CIuDcei^ ;  and  (or  pro- 
viding for  tbe  Dischu^e  of  the  Duties  of  the 
Subpiena  Office  after  the  Death,  Reaignation,  or 
R>mniBl  of  the  present  Patentee  of  that  Oi&ce. 

CVL   An  Act  lo  amend  the  Law  ot  Real  Property. 

CVIL  An  Act  for  the  Establishment  of  a  Central 
A^Ium  for  Iraane  Persons  chaiced  with  Of- 
fetice*  in  Irdand ;  and  lo  amend  the  Act  relat- 
ing to  tbe  Prerention  of  Offences  bv  Iniane 
Penont,  and  the  Acts  Tespecline  A«ylums  for 
the  Insane  Poor  in  Irdand;  and  for  appropriat- 
ing the  Lunatic  Asylum  in  the  Cilj  of  Cart  to 


CVIII.  An  Act  for  the  fiirtber  Amendment  of  an 
Act  of  the  Sixth  Year  nf  Her  present  Majesty, 
for  regulating  tbe  JrUh  FiihcTies. 

CIX.  An  Act  to  amend  the  I^w  concerning 
Games  and  Waiten. 

ex.  An  Act  for  the  better  collecting  Borough  and 
Watch  Rates  iu  certain  Places. 

CXL  An  Act  to  amend  the  Laws  relating  lo  the 
anerang  of  Count]'  Rates. 

CXII.  An  Act  to  render  the  Assignment  of  lalia- 
fied  Terras  unneceBsair. 

CXIII.  An  Act  lo&cililale  tbe  Admliuon in  Evi- 
dence of  certain  official  and  other  Documents. 

CXIV.  An  Act  for  the  Abolition  of  certain  Feei 
in  Criminal  Proceedinga- 

CXV.  An  Act  for  the  appointing  of  a  Taxing 
Master  for  the  High  Court  of  Cbaocerjin  Ii 

CXVL   An  Act  for  Ihe  Protection  of  Seamen  c 
terinc  on  Board  Merchant  Ships. 

CXVII.   An  Act  to  amend  the  Lavs  relating 
the  Removal  of  poor  Persons  bom  in  Scotland, 
Ireland,  tbe  Islands  of  Man,  SciUy,  Jtrtei/, 
Guernsey,  and  char^^ble  in  Engiand- 

CXVIII.   An  Act  to  ftcilitate  the  Inclosure 
ImproTement  of  Commons  and  Lands  held  in 
common,  the  Exchange  of  l.ands,  and  the  Divi' 
■ton  of  intermixed  Luids ;  (o  provide  R«medie< 
for  DefoctiTe  or  incomplete  Executions,  and  Ibr 


Ibe  Non-eieculion  of  the  Ponett  of  ftenenl  and 
local  Iitclosure  Adi;  and  to  proride  for  tbe  Be- 
tival  of  such  Powers  in  certain  Cases. 

CXIX.  An  Act  lo  bdliiole  tbe  CooTCTuice  of 
Real  Property. 

CXX.  An  Act  for  bciiitating  Eiecution  of  Ibe 
Treaties  wilh  Frmce  and  the  United  Statei  of 
America  for  tbe   Apprebenaon  of  oeitiiD   Of- 

CXXL  An  Act  to  amend  and  explain  certain 
ProviBiDns  of  an  Act  of  the  ThirJ  and  Fourth 
Yean  of  Her  present  Majesty,  for  annexing  em- 
tain  Parts  of  certain  Counties  of  Cilies  to  adjoin- 
ing Counlieti  for  making  fiuther  Provision  for 
Compensation  of  Offices  in  Boroughs,  for 
limiling  the  Borough  Rate,  and  for  continuinfr 
an  Act  to  restrain  tbe  Alienation  of  Corpoiale 
Property  in  Irdand. 

CXXIL  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act,  intituled  Ait 
Act  to  carry  into  txecyition  a  Consailim  be- 
Iveen  Hii  Majatg  aad  the  Enperor  of  Braiil, 
Jot  the  RegvlatioJt  and  Jinid  Abolilion  of  the 
African  Stavt  Trade. 

CXXIll.  An  Act  to  authoriie  until  the  End  of 
the  next  Sesuon  of  Porliaoient  an  AtteratiDDoT 
the  Annuities  and  Premiums  of  the  Naval  Medi- 
cal Supplemental  Fund  Society. 

CXXIV.  An  Act  lo  fadlilate  the  granting  of  cer- 

CXXV.   An  Act  to  conlinue  until  tbe  Thir^Jirat 

day  of  Jidi/  One  thousand  eig^l  hundred  and 

.     fortv-ux,  and  lo  tlie  End  of  the  then  Session  of 

Parliament,  certain  Acts  for  regulating  T^jmpike 

Roads  in  Irdand. 

CXXVI.  An  Act  tnamend  tbe  Laws  forthe  Pro- 
viMon  and  Regulation  of  Lunatic  Asylums  for 
Counliea  and  Boruugbs,  and  for  the  Mainte- 
nance and  Care  of  Paujier  Lunatics,  in  EmglaML 

CXXVIL  An  Act  for  Ibe  better  securing  Ibe 
Payment  of  Small  Debts. 

CXXVIII.  An  Act  to  make  further  ReouIatioDS 
respecting  Ibe  Tickets  of  Work  to  be  delivered 
to  Silk  WeavctBin  certajn  Cases. 

CXXIX.  An  Acl  for  raising  tbe  Sum  of  Nine 
millions  and  twenty-four  thousand  nine  hundred 
Pounds  by  Exchequer  Bills,  for  the  Service  of 
the  Year  One  thousand  eight  hundred  and  forty- 

CXXX.  An  Act  to  apply  the  Sum  of  Ten  mil- 
lions eight  hundred  siity-nine  thousuid  two 
hundred  and  thirty-nine  Pounds  One  Shilling 
and  Seven-pence  out  of  the  Conaoliitaed  Fund, 
and  certain  other  Sums,  to  the  Servire  of  Ihe 
Year  One  thou»nd  eight  hundred  and  forty-Gve, 
and  to  appropriate  Ihe  Supplies  granted  in  thii 
Session  of  Parliament 
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Toll!  uid  buliei  pmyable  by  virtue  of  tereral 
Acts  for  imprOTing  the  Nnvination  of  the  River 
Tlia<*t»  V/aVwtii  o(  LonJan  Bridge,  int hi n  the 
Libeitlea  of  the  City  of  Zondon;  and  to  amend 
loniRDrtheiBid  Ads. 

ii  An  Act  fnr  uniting  the  Bimingham  and  JAetT' 
pool  Jiini-tion  Canal  Navigatioa  Company  with 
the  EUamere  and  Ckttler  Canal  Company. 

iii  An  Act  for  allering  and  enU^ng  the  Powen 
and  Proviiioni  of  the  Acta  relating  to  Ibe  ForUi 
and  Oyde  Navigation. 

W.  An  Act  fnr  the  conilniction  of  a  DooL,  Wharf, 
Walla,  and  other  Warlii,  bv  the  Birkmhtad 
Dock  CommLiionen,  at  Birkenkead  in  the 
County  of  Oiattr. 

V.  An  Act  for  Hmendlng  the  Act*  reUlIng  to  the 
Doclu  at  XhuOon-vpoifBull,  and  for  enlarging 
one  of  the  <aid  Docke. 

Ti.  Au  Act  for  paving,  lighliog,  tvalching,  cleans- 
ing, and  otherwiae  improving  the  Pariih  of  Wat- 
lam  in  the  County  of  CktittT ,-  and  for  eatab- 
liihmg  a  Police,  and  alio  a  Market,  within  the 
iud  Pariah  ;  and  for  other  Purpotei. 

vii.  An  Act  to  incorpnraie  the  Members  of  the 
Inititution  called  >■  The  London  Oryihan  hwj- 
lum,"  and  to  enable  them  the  belter  to  carry  on 
their  charitable  Den;^ 

tlii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Corporation  of  the  Ami- 
c^lc  Society  for  a  perpetual  Aswrance  C^&ce  to 
lend  Money  upon  Mortgage  for  the  PurHse  of 
Investment,  and  also  to  confer  other  Powen 
upon  the  uid  Society. 

Ix.  An  Act  for  repairing  the  Road  from  the  South 
End  of  SpaTToa,  Henu  on  Bt^^hty  Heath, 
througli  Watfordt  BerUampUead  Saint  Peter, 
and  Tivig,  in  the  County  of  Her^ord,  into  the 
Town  of^  AttkAtay  in  the  CouDly  of  Btk- 


Bridgt  in  the  Pariah  of  Stanford,  to  the  Tiim. 
piLo  Road  leading  from  Ctiflonta  Worcater  ai, 
or  near  to  Han  Bridye  in  the  Pariah  of  Clijion- 
OB-Ttmt  in  the  Co'jnly  of  Worceiler. 

xi.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acta  relating  to  the 
Docks  and  Harbour  of  Lieerpaol. 

xii.  An  Act  to  alter  the  Provisions  of  an  Act  for 
lighting  with  Gds  iho  Town  of  Bradford  and 
the  Neighbourhood  thereof,  within  the  Pariah  of 
Bradford  in  the  West  Riding  of  the  County  of 

liii.  An  Act  foraboliahingthe  jSunrfoji  Toll  aulho- 
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wark,  oiwf  cerloui  Portf  adjacenl  in  the  CbimAr 
of  Surrey,  and  for  cleanaingt  Utjhting,  and  toatci' 
tag  the  tamt,  and  alto  the  Courti,  Yardi,  At- 
iejii,  and  Pauaga  adjoitting  thereto,  and  for 
■.renting  Amoyanca  therein;  and  for  altering 
ame  Act ;  and  for  other  Pur- 


Liv.  An  Act  for  completing  Ibe  Line  of  the  Qba- 
goiB,  Parkkead.  and  Woodend  Turnpike  Roadi, 
for  incorporating  the  rune  with  the  Roads  under 
the  Charge  of  the  Giagtyw  and  Shotti  Road 
Truateei,  and  for  the  further  Improvement  and 
Mslnlenance  of  the  said  several  Roada. 

[c.  An  Act  for  tbe  belter  paving,  lighting,  and 
improving  the  Borough  of  Chater,aai  for  estab- 
lishing new  Market  Placet  therein. 

:vi.  An  Act  for  establishing  a  Msricet  In  the  Town 
and  Borough  of  Stoke-vpon'  Trent  in  the  Countj 
of  Stafford. 

Lvii.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
Street  leading  to  CUrheniodl  Green  i  and  for 
extending  such  Street,  and  making  new  Streets 
out  of  the  same. 

Lviii.  An  Act  for  (he  better  lighting  the  Town  and 
Suburbs  of  Pai^  with  Cai. 

[ix.  An  Act  fbrsranlitig  more  effectual  Powen  for 
tupplying  with  Water  the  Inhabitanti  of  the 
Town  and  County  of  the  Town  of  NottmghoM, 
and  certain  Places  adjacent  thereto,  in  tbe 
County  of  Nottingham. 

II.  An  Act  to  aulhoriie  the  Erection  of  Sea  Walls 
and  WorU,  and  a  Jetty,  at  the  Town  or  Parish 
of  Croner  m  the  County  of  Norfidk,  and  other- 
wise to  provide  for  protecting  the  (aid  Town  and 
Parish  m>m  Ihefurther  EncToachmeot  ofthe  Sea. 

ixi.  An  Act  for  the  belter  aacertainine  and  collect- 
ing the  Poor  and  other  Ralea  in  5ie  Parish  of 
Battertea  in  tbe  County  of  Surrey. 

ixii.  An  Act  to  carry  into  effect  an  AnBOgemeat 
between  Ibe  Corporation  of  the  Royal  Naval 
School  and  the  Committee  for  managing  Ibe 
Patriotic  Fund  for  the  Admission  of  Pupils  into 
tbe  said  School. 

:xili.  An  Act  to  alter  and  enlat^  the  Poncrs  and 
Provisions  of  the  Acts  for  making  a  Dock  or 
Docks  m  Soulhamptoa. 

Lxiv.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  for  building  a 
Bridge  over  the  Riser  Avon,  from  Clifton  to  the 
opposite  Side  of  the  River  in  the  County  of 
Soaiersel. 

iiv.  An  Act  fnr  improving  and  maintaining  the 
Harbour  or   Port  of  Boddam  in  the  County  of 


Township  of  Claaghtm-t 
County  of  Oietttr, 
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xxfIL  An  Act  Un  enMlng  H'lA'm  PeOtr  Etquii* 
to  build  tnd  maintain   a  new  Church  '~   ''  ~ 
ToKluhi))   oT    CUtnghlm-titm.  Graagt 
County  uf  Chafer. 

xxviii.  All  Act  to  enable  the  Notlh  Brititk 
e  Companj  lo  purch««e  Anm 


iclaljngto  Ibe  laid  Compinj. 
zxix.  An  Act  for  Ihe  better  Regulation  and  Mi' 
■ugemeDtaDd  for  the  Eitetuian  of  the  Slaughter 
HouMs  and  Marliet  AccooirnodatiOD  in  the  Ci<j 
of  Gliugoic !  and  for  other  Purpom  in  relatiou 


.  An  Ad  to  enable  the  GlaigoK,  OanJdrit, 
and  CoaAridgi  Railway  Cooipany  lo  imprate 
the  Gauge  of  their  Raila. 
iiiii.  An  AciformakinKa  Railwar  from  IheZjia- 
caittr  and  CarKJiU  Kiulwaj  to  ^irthieailt  in  the 
Paiiib  of  WiHdtrmrre,  to  be  called  >■  Tlie  JTea- 
didand  Windermrrt  Railway." 
SMiii.   An  Aet   far  comnletiog  the   Line  of  the 
CKeifn-  and  Hofykead  Railiniy,  and  for  unend- 
ing the  Ad  relating  to  the  uld  Riilwa*. 
XXXiv.   An  Ad  fcr  enabling  the  Yoti  and  JVorfA 
Midland  Railway  Company  to  alter  the  Line  of 
Ihe   York  and  Scarboroagh  Railway  near  the 
City  of  YotK 
ZUT.  An  Act  for  eileni^Dg  the  Manckitttr,  Bnru, 
aarf  ittUKiufda  Railway  to  Ihe  Town)  of  Slacii- 
bun,  Bnridei/,  Atxrington,  and  Cnliit. 
uxii.   An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  fi 

\>jDt<eAi,ry  to  Huddmjuld,  all  in  the  West 
Riding  of  tlie  County  of  York,  and  for  imprOT- 
ingtlM  Communication  by  Railway  between  Ihe 
Townt  of  Leedtaitd  Bvddtr^fidd,  in  the  Town 
or  Manckater. 
xixfii.  An  Ad  for  making  a  Railmy  from  the 
Townof  2>aaa<a&frto  joinihe  London  a^  Bir- 
mingkam  Railway  near  Ltightm  Buzxard  in  the 
CmtnijcdBtdfird. 
sxiviii.  An  Act  for  enabliog  the  Lad*  and  Brad- 
ford RailwaT  Company  to  make  a  Railway  from 
Shi^  to  £U«,  irith  a  Branch  to  Haaartlt. 
uxil.  An  Act  for  malting  a  R^lway  from  Hnd. 
der^dd  in  Ihe  Weil  Riding  of  Ihe  Counly  of 
York  to  or  near  PenUUme  in  the  same  Riding. 
there  to  fbrm  a  Junction  with  lite  ShegiM, 
Atktan-vnder-Ltpa,  and  Manchesttr  Raih'av, 
to  be  ealled  "  The  Jtudderifidd  and  Shtffield 
JtmcHoK  Railway.  ■* 
zL  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  the  Great 
Waltm  Railway  M  or  near  Reading  lo  the 
Towns  of  Xtwbirji  and  Hangaford,  and  ako  to 
join  the  Soath-matem  Railway  at  or  near  Ba. 
talijtloke. 
xlL  An  Ad  far  the  Cnnaolidation  of  the  Yarmoalh 
and  NarauA  and  Nancick  and  Brandnn  Rail- 
way Companiea,  and  for  authoriiing  Ihu  Con- 
■Iruction  of  certain  Works  at  Norieick  in  cim- 
uexion  with  tba   Yarmaalh  and  Iforwiek  Hail- 

slii.  An  Act  foi  making  a  Railway  from  Shrmt- 
bury  in  the  County  of  Salop  to  Ruabon,  in  the 
County  of  DnJ>igk,  to  be  called  "  The  Skrewt- 
hiry,    Onetslry,    and    Giattr  Jmetum    Rul- 


a  the  County  afA^U 


iliv..  An  Act  for  making  a  RaQway  from  Black. 
bun  lo  Ballon  in  tQe  County  of  Lancatlrr,  to  be 


xIt.  An  Ad  for  making  a  Railway  from  Lomatofl 
in  Ihe  County  of  SnJ^  to  the  YamHmtk  and 
Nonoidt  Railway  uRttdkam  in  the  County  of 
Nor/oli.  and  far  improving  Ihe  Harbour  ^ 
LotnettiM.   . 

lUi.  An  Act  lo  enable  the  Moniland  and  Kirk- 
intWoch  Railway  Company  to  improre  the  Gauge 
of  (heir  Raila. 

iMi  An  Ad  to  authorin  the  iVavcaafb-nnt- 
TjM*  and  Nortk  SkiMn  Rwlway  Company 
to  make  a  RailMay  from  Narlk  SuMm  to  Ihe 
VUlage  or  Tmtmonlk,  and  also  a  Branch  from 
tbe  present  Line  ti>  tbe  public  Quay  adjoining 
tbe  Biver  Tyne  at  NaoeoMtle. 

iltiii.  An  Act  for  making  ■  Railway  from  Efy  to 
Huntingdon, 

ilii.  An  Ad  lo  empower  the  Miditad  Railway 
Company  to  extend  Ibe  said  Railway  from  tfat- 
tinykam  lo  Ifanark  and  Linc^n. 

1.  An  Act  tor  making  n  Railway  from  a  Race  m 
the  Pariih  of  Btdt  in  the  Coun^of  Noldagkam, 
near  lo  Ihe  Town  and  Port  of  GmAor^ugk,  to 
Ihe  Town  and  Port  of  Grtal  Griauby  in  tbe 
Parti  or  Lind$ai  in  the  County  of  LinaAu  witli 
Branchot  lo  the  Diitrid  or  Place  called  Nai 
HeBand,  and  to  the  Town  of  Miirktt  lUtn,  lo 
be  called  "  Tbe  Great  Grimtbf  and  SU^M 
Junelion  Rulway." 

li.  An  Ad  for  making  a  Branch  Railway  from  the 
Hull  and  Seibg  Railway  lo  BridHngt^n,  and  ror 
Oilier  PurpOMi  relating  to  the  Bntl  and  ScOy 

liL  An  Ad  to  enable  ibe  Bri^iton,  Ltwn,  and 
Hattagi  Railway  Company  to  Dike  a  Branch 
Railway  from  SvikAomp,  £«>«■,  lo  j<»n  tbe  Xos- 


Wettem  Railway  ti 


Town  of  Weymoiith,  with  other  Railmyi 
neiion  therewith,  to  be  called  "  The 
SowtTMt,  and  Wapnoulk 


the  City  of  SaHtbvy  auA 


An  Ad  for  amending  the  Act*  relating  to  the 
Mancketter  and  Lendt  Railmy,  and  far  making 
a  Branch  ihercfrom  In  BiimUii,  and  for  extend- 
ing the  Oldkam  and  Hegv>aod  Branches 
<  An  Ad  for  making  a  Railway  from  Lymn  to 
Eb),  with  Brancbei  therefrom. 

In.  An  Act  to  empower  the  Midland  Railway 
Company  lo  make  a  Branch  from  the  said  Rail. 
way  near  Syslon  in  the  County  of  /.MOnter  lo 
the  City  ol  PateriorotuA. 

Wii.  An  Actforaulhoriimgthe  Saleofthe  Wiilbf 
and  Pickering  Railway  to  Ihe  York  and  North 
Midland  Railway  Company,  and  for  enabling 
the  said  Company  to  make  certain  Deviationt  or 
Allcratiiins  in  ihe  Line  of  the  WlaUti/  and  Pick~ 
ering  Rail  war. 

iii.  An  Ad  for  enabling  tbe  York  and  Nortk 
Midland  Railway  Company  to  make  a  Brmch 
Rallwav  from  the  Line  of  the  York  and  Sear. 
borough  Railway,  in  the  Townahip  of  Seamer, 
to  BridlingUm. 

[.  An  Act  for  amending  an  Act  of  Ihe  Fmty-Gnt 
Ycarorthe  Reij^n  or  Ki>  Majesty  King  Gtorq* 
Ihe  Thinl  relating  lo  the  Port  of  Nta>eati»- 
nfon-Tgnei  and  for  gianting  forther  Powen, 
aad  for  CMablishing  and  maiitlaiuing  an  affi- 
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oiMt  Riw  PoliM,  ud  fci  ngulttiDg  tlie  mid 

Port. 
U.  Ad  Act  for  OHMtnictiDft  Doclu,  WaHtiWare- 

luMim,  uul  other  Workt  in  BirkaduBiL 
Iti.    An  Ad  fur  conitrueting  Docti  U  Wt^ord, 

to  be  called  '•  The   CailU  Rill  Doeki,"  tad  far 

tbe  Reguktion  end  Honitpinient  thereof. 
Uii.    An   Act  to  UDand  iha  Act!  relating  (o  the 

Bungtrford    and   LatubeA    SuipcDtion    Foot 

Bridge  Compaor,  hereafter  to  be  c^Ied  "The 


liliL  An  Act  for  better  nipplviiu  with  G«  tbc 
Townihtp  of  PvJaeg  and  tbe'Viflase  of  Partly, 
•nd  the  Nelghbouriiood  thereof,  all  in  the  Pariih 
of  Cahtrim  in  the  Wert  Ridios  of  the  Couotr 
of  York. 

IziT.  An  Act  for  better  luppljing  with  Gal  the 
Borough  of  DtBoitport. 

IxT.  An  Act  for  belter  uipplTiaa  with  Gn  the 
ToWD  aod  NpighbaurhooJ  lA  I^/mtOk. 

lx?i.  An  Act  lo  entuse  the  Powen  of  the  Bir- 
mutgltam  and  StagiiriUkin  Ga*  Light  Com- 
ptaj. 

liTii.  An  Ad  for  better  >uppl;infr  with  Gai  the 
Town  and  Ndgfabourhood  of  Taimtm  in  the 
Coualjof  " 

iniii.   All  Ai       . 

TovDt  of  Searborough , 

Pamh  of  SearioroMffk  in  the  Count;  of  York, 

Uix.  An  Act  fnrunitinKthR  raKibuIuul  .SdmIA- 
wanl  Water  Companiei  into  One  Company,  to 
be  called  The  SeulAmark  and  Va^^lulB  Water 
Compuifi  and  for  extending  the  WorJu  of  the 
•aid  Compaaf. 

lu.  An  Act  to  alter,  enlarge,  and  amend  an  Act 
(or  mppl  ■  ■  ■    —  .      _ 

bourhoa< 
of  the  Couo^  of  York. 

lui.  An  Act  for  luppljing  the  Borouoh  and 
Count  J  of  NetecatUe-Kaoii-7\/nt  and  the  Bo- 
rou^  of  GaUMiead  in  the  Count]'  of  Durliawt, 
and  the  Neighbourhooda  thereof,  with  Water, 
from  WhUUt  Dtm  in  the  Pariih  of  Oeinj/lum, 
•od  other  Placet  in  Nitrthiaaiia-laiid. 

Isxii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Shawt  Water  Joint 
Stocli  Compaii}' to  increase  the  Supply  of  Water 
br  drifing  Milli  and  Macfaineij  tear  the  Town 
of  Crrtatoek,  and  for  the  Use  of  the  _... 
of  the  Hid  Town  and  Harboun  thereof. 

luiii.  An  Act  to  regulate  the  loading  of  Ships 
with  Coala  in  the  Pnit  of  NtweatU-vptat-  Tyiie. 

IxxiT.  An  Act  for  better  aliening  and  collectioK 
the  Poor  Rates,  Highway  Ki^  and  Church 
iJBles  in  the  Parish  of  litmil  Hanptltd  in  the 
Count;  of  Hertford. 

Iziv.  An  Act  10  alter  and  eitend  wme  of  the 
PioviiioDi  contained  in  the  Act  of  Pu-liament 
coulituting  "  The  Standard  Life  Auurtince 
Compaoy." 

luTi.  An  Ad  for  coulbrring  on  the  Edinburgh 
Life  Assurance  Company  certain  Priniege*  of 
■  Corporate  Body,  end  w  nicli  to  sue  and  be 
■led.  to  hold  Propert;,  aod  for  other  PurpoK* 
lelating  thereto. 

Ikziii.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Act  eilabliihing 
"  The  West  of  Lendom  and  Wettmiiuter  Ceme- 
tery Company  i"  and  for  enabling  the  Compaay 
lo  raise  a  further  Sum  of  Money. 

lazviiL  An  Act  to  enable  the  Maittr,  Wardens, 
•nd  Commonalty  of  Watermen  aod  LlghtermeD 
CFftbe  Riier  TAoMi  lo  inreM  their  Poor's  Fund 
and  the  Endavsiwii  Fund  at  lb*  Fim  Watet< 


men  and  Lightermen't  Asylum  in  the  Purchase 
of  Land  or  on  Mortgage,  and  to  hold  Lands  tor 
the  Purposes  of  the  said  Funds. 

Uiii  An  Act  for  the  more  easy  and  speedy  Reco- 
very of  Small  Debts  wilhin  the  Town  of  CredUon 
m  the  County  of  Dtvoti,  and  other  Places  in 
the  same  County. 

Izzz.  An  Act  to  authcrize  the  Lo^dim  and  Grtm- 
wich  Railwsy  Company  to  let  on  Lease  the 
London  and  Grcaimdi  Railway,  and  for  amend- 
1^  the  Acts  relating  lo  such^  Railway. 


Branches  to  Carrkkfirgiu  and  ttandalitavm. 
xiiL    An   Act  lo   empower  the  North   Britah 
Railway   Company  to  purchase  the  Ediahurgh 
and  DalktHh  Railway,  and  lo  oiler  Port  of  the 
Line  of  the  said  Railway  and  of  the  JVorfA  Bri- 


^with. 


rays  in  ci 

Isxii'i-  An  Act  to  enable  the  Lancatler  and  Car- 
liile  Railway  Company  to  alter  the  Line  of  aueh 
Railway,  and  to  malie  a  Branch  ther^m  j  and 
for  other  Purposes  relating  thereto. 

Ixxui.  All  Act  for  enabling  the  York  atd  North 
Midland  Ralway  Compan;  lo  make  a  Railway 
from  the  Line  of  the  York  and  Nortk  Midland 
Railway  to  HaTTogale. 

liiiT.     An   Ad  for   n    ' ' 


luxvL   An  Act  for  authorinng  the  Sale  of  the 

Gaiidjijrd  JioKtion  Railway. 
IxiETii.  An  Adformokinga  Railwayfrom  Wattr- 
ford  to  lOMtiaiy,  with  a  Branch  to  £eUs,  in  the 

County  of  KUkaaig. 
Izxiviii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  £re- 

Ur  lo  Crtdilon  in  the  County  of  Dnon. 


liii 


.  An   / 


the   Rivt 

Sridgtwaltr  I  farmaintaininB  the  present  Bridge, 
and  extending  the  Quays  within  the  Borough; 
and  for  fanning  a  Communicatioo  by  Road  and 
by  Railway  betneen  the  Quays  and  the  SritM 
and  Kreirr  Railway. 
xc  An  Act  for  auttiorizing  the  CooMilidation  of 
the  Sheffidd  and  Rolhtrham  Railway  with  the 
Midland  Railways,  and  for  making  a  Branch 
Railway  from  a    ' 


Edinburgh  and  Gtaagov  Railway; 
ihuriie  the  Formation  of  addilional  Branches. 
:cii.  An  Ad  fbr  eoablingthe  iVcisaiMlaaiuf  i>ar- 
lingluH  Junction  Railway  Company  lo  purchase 
the  Brandling  Juneiion  Railway ;  and  lo  enable 
the  said  Company  lo  maJie  certain  Branch  Rail- 
nays,  Statiotu,  and  Works;  end  for  other  Pur- 

:cui.  An  Art  for  making  a  Railway  fram  South- 
ampton  lo  liorchaltr^  wilh  b  Branch  to  the 
Town  of  PaoU. 

Lciv.  An  Ar.t  to  amend  the  Act  relating  to  the 
fasten)  UfMm  Railway  Company,  and  to  raise 
a  funher  Sum  of  Maoey  for  the  Purposes  of  the 
said  Undertaking. 

:ci.  An  Act  lo  authorize  an  Extension  of  the 
Glaigom,  PaiJes,Kilviarnock,  and  Ayr  Railway 
to  near  Camnoti ,-  and  lo  amend  the  Acts  relat- 
ing to  such  Railway. 


tiM  twIiNeti  Dmdalk  and  £ 


.glc 
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ic*ii.  An  Act  for  tuliug  a  Rallmr  ftmn  the 
EatUm  Unen  Sailiraj  at  /pnricA  to  JSiffy 
SainI  EdmuuU. 

xcfiii.  An  Act  fbrmiVioga  RiilirtyG-ornXMibH- 
rfnTy  to  Emutkillen. 

zcii.  An  Act  to  mthoriie  the  OutUr  and  Birk- 
enhead Railirar  Compuy  to  extend  the  md 
RsiliraT  from  Oranpe  Lant  to  Bridgt  End,  sll 
in  Biriof/uadi  and  to  amend  the  Acli  relaiing 
to  the  said  Riilvay. 

c.  An  Act  for  makiiu[  a  Railway  from  Whildiamti 
in  the  Countj  of  CiaAtrland  to  a  Point  of 
Junction  with  the  Fiintut  Railwaj  In  the  E*ariah 
of  DaUon  ID  the  Countv  P^atine  of  Lmtatler, 
to  be  called  "Tiie  Whiidunia  lad  Fanen 
JaiclioR  Railway." 

a.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Act  relating  to  the 
ifancAttltr,  Bary,  arut  Roueniiale  Railway. 

dL  An  Act  to  enable  the  Grtat  Iforth  ofEnolmid 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Branch  Railway, 
to  be  called  "  The  Onat  North  ofEiuiland  and 
Richtnoad  EtailwRj,"  in  the  County  of  York. 

dii.  An  Act  for  altering  the  L:ne  of  the  Blachbui 
and  Preitan  Railway ;  and  for  amending  the  Act 
reUting  thereto. 

civ.   An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  trota  Lada 
Think,  with  Branches  therefrom. 


way  at  Slal^briib/e  to  the  ManchtMltr  and  I/udM 
Rdlwayal  JEirJbuatim,  with  a  Branch  therefrom; 
and  for  conralidatini;  into  One  Undertaking  ihe 
aaJd  prnpoBed  Rulway  and  the  Hnddrrifitld 
Canal  Navigation. 

CTi.  An  Act  for  mskinn  and  muntaminga  R  lilway 
from  Porih  Di/Baen  in  the  P«ryi  of  Edern  to 
Bangor  in  the  County  of  Carnanim,  to  be 
called  "  The  North  Waiet  Railway." 

Gtii.   An  Act  loamend  the  Act  relatingto  tbe  Tam 


Mancliater  and  Bimuaghant,  and  Shtfftld, 
Aihlon-under-Lvne,  and  Manchattr  Railwaja, 
near  Gaidtt  Bridge;  and  for  other  Purpose! 
connected  with  the  aaid  Maiudutttr  and  Bir- 
mmgham  Rulway. 

cii.  An  Act  for  amending  the  Act  relating  to  the 
Athlon,  Stah/bridge,  and  Lietivool  Junction 
Railway,  and  for  inaking  a  Branch  therefrom  to 
Ardtoick. 

ex.  An  Act  to  enable  the  EaMlerm  Comtiei  Rail- 
way Companyto  inalLe  a  Deviation  from  the  Line 
of  their  aulhorized  Etailway  between  Efy  and 
Peterborough. 

exi.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railwsy  to  connect  tbe 
Mancheiler  and  Birmingham  and  Liverpool  and 
MancheiUr  Railwayn  in  the  Parich  of  JfancAn'rr, 
and  also  to  Altrincham  in  the  County  of  Chetttr, 
to  he  called  "Tbe  Manchattr  South  Junction 
and  Altrinchani  Railway." 

CXii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Stafford 
to  Sughy. 

— "'.   An  Act  for  making  a  Branch  Railway  from 


ciiv.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act  relating  to  the 
Vlgler  Railway  Company;  and  to  enable  the 
■aid  Company  to  make  a  Railway  from  Porta- 
doam  to  Armagh. 

eiT.  An  Act  to  autboriie  the  North  Walti  Mine- 
ral Railway  Comgianj  to  extend  their  Line  to 
Saabon,  and  to  make  a  Bnuch  Railway  fix>m  Shot 


Jiobiii  to  Jtfaxrvs,  and  to  taiM  idditjoaal  Capittl 
for  IboM  PurpoKt. 

exri.  An  Act  for  enabling  tbe  North  Unwn  Rail, 
way  Company  and  the  Ribble  NarigatioD  Cow- 
pany  to  make  a  Braitcb  or  Connexioo  Railway 
from  the  North  Union  Railway  to  tbe  VtOaria 
Quay  in  Proton!  and  for  amendiiig  and  entic- 
ing the  Powen  and  ProTiiiont  <n  the  aerenl 
Adi  relating  to  nich  Railway  and  Nangatioa 
re^pectifety. 

civii.  Ad  Act  for  uniting  the  Sankof  Broali  Nari- 
eation  with  the  iSomI  Heleni  and  Raacom  Gap 
Railway ;  and  for  other  Piupoiea. 

cxTiii.  An  Act  for  enabling  tbe  GrMl  North  tf 
England,  CSartnee,  and  Hartiepeai  Jandka 
Railway  Company  to  make  a  Branch  Railway  i 
and  for  ameoding  the  Acta  relating  to  the  laid 
Railway. 

ciii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  frmn  Onblim 
to  Mullingar  and  Longford,  to  be  called  "  The 
Midland  Grtat  WetUrn  RaiiwKi  of  IrtLad.' 

cxx.  An  Acl  for  making  a  Railway  from  tbe  Mar- 
ket Town  of  Oxhtrmonth  to  the  Port  aod  flir- 
bour  of  Worldngton  in  the  County  of  C»mibtr- 

exii.  An  Act  for  nuking  a  Railway  from  Rict- 
nond  in  Ihe  County  of  Surrey  to  the  SomA- 
teetttm  Railway  at  Sattenea  in  the  nme  County, 
to  be  called  "  The  Richmond  Railway." 

cxaii.  An  Act  fi>r  making  a  Railway  from  Cork  to 

cixiii.  An  Act  for  enabling  the  Liotrpoal  end 
Manchaler  Railway  Company  to  extend  and 
enlarge  the  laid  Railway,  and  to  make  certain 
Branch  Railwaya.  and  for  amending  and  enlan;- 
ing  the  Powen  of  tbe  Kreisl  Act*  relating  to  the 
laid  Railway. 

caxiv.  An  Act  to  autboriie  the  Eitenaion  of  the 
Great  Southern  and  Wtttem  Railway  to  the 
City  of  Cork,  with  a  Branch  Railway  to  the  City 
of  Limerick. 

cxxT.  An  Act  to  amend  tbe  aereral  Acta  telaliiw 
to  the  Proton  and  Wyre  Railway,  Harbour,  ai^ 
Dock  Company  i  and  to  enable  the  laid  Com- 
pany to  make  Three  seTeral  Branch  Railwaya. 

ciivi.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railnj  from  Lynn 
to  EatI  Dereham. 


North  Riding  of  the  County  of  York,  to  be 
called  "  The  MiddUtbro'  and  Rtdear  Railway.- 

xxviii.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Dublin  and  Drig- 
heda  Rmlway  Company  to  make  a  Branch  Rwl- 
way  to  Howlh ,-  and  to  amend  the  Acta  relating 
to  auch  Company. 

xiix.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  tbe 
Town  of  Ntwry  to  tbe  Town  of  EwniihiUen. 

iix.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  fmm  Dng- 
heda  to  Portadown,  with  a  Branch  to  Netoan. 

ixxi.  An  Act  for  inakins  and  munlaining  a  Rail- 
way from  the  City  of  Watrrford  to  the  City  of 
Limerick,  with  Blanche*. 

xxxii.  An  Ad  for  lighting  with  G«  Ifae  Towoand 
Township  of  Gloitop  in  the  County  of  Derby. 

xxxiii.  An  Ad  for  cniuolidaling  ihe  Management 
uf  the  Bridges  over  tbe  Clyde  at  Giatgon;  for 
rebuilding  the  Bridge  over  tbe  uJd  River  oppo- 
aite  SlochweU  Street  in  the  City  of  Glatgoun 
tor  erecting  a  temporary  Bridge  fiir  tbe  Lie  of 
the  Public ;  for  ereu-ting  acrosi  the  caid  Biver  an 
Iron  Bridge  for  Foot  Paaaengera,  on  the  exitfiBg 
Bridge  opposite  to  Portland  Street  of  LanrietUm 
being  tkken  down ;  and  olhat  PuipoMi. 
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exxxiv.  An  Act  for  improving  (ho  MarLeti  in  the 
Borough  uid  Town  of  Tatmt  in  the  County  oT 
Devon,  and  for  belter  lupplying  Ibe  Borough 
with  Water. 

cxxxv.  An  Act  for  better  nipplfing  vrith  Water 
th«  Tovn  of  Wobxrhaa^ton  in  Sie  Count;  of 


,  An  Act  for  miking  Ttio  new  Streeti.with 
Improvementi  and  Waterirorki,  nithin  the  Town 
of  Xynu  Rtg^  in  the  County  of  Snraif,  and 
for  watching  snd  lighting  the  nud  Town. 
CxxxriL  An  Act  for  lupplying  with  Water  the 
Royal  Burgh  of  Dtai^e  and  Suburbi  thereof. 

cxxxviii.  An  Act  fbr  better  lupplytng  with  Water 
the  Town  and  Townthip  of  BlaSihiBn  in  the 
County  Palatine  of  Xoncoiter. 

exxxix.  An  Act  fbr  amending  ihe  Acta  relatiTe 
to  theimprotiDgoflbe  E>ier  and  Port  of  Aivtii- 

ri/  in  the  County  of  UmtAom. 
An  Act  for  nuking  and  miintuning  Reier- 
— ■fa  in  the  Pariih  of  Kaidal  in  tlie  County  of 


cxli.   An  Act  to  effiy^t  Improretnentt  in  the  Bo- 
rough of  ManchtMtr  for  the  [^irpote  of  promot- 
ing the  Health  of  the  Inhabilanti  thereof: 
cxlii.  An  Act  forthe  Improiement  of  the  Borouirii 

of  Be^iut 
cxliii.   An  Act  fbr  better  paving,  lighting,  deani- 
ing,   rcjiulaling,    and    Improving  the   Pariiih    of 
Samt  LuMt  Oidaea  (eiclurive  of  the  Diilrict  of 
Bant  Tmcn}  in  the  County  of  Middltstx. 
cxUt.  An  Act  to  make  Provision  for  Ihe  Pajn: 
of  the  Debu  of  the   Mayor,  Juistj,  Bnilil^ 
Burgenes  of  the  Borough  of  Qtiiijiarovie  in 
Counly  of  KcKti  and  for  other  Purposes, 
cslv.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  constituting 
regulating  the  Court  of  Recoril  wilbin  the 
rough    nf    ManchesleT,   and  fnr  eitending  the 
Juriidiction  of  the  loid  Court. 
cslti.  An  Act  for  regulating  leg«I  Proceeding  b? 
and  against  "  The  Reversionary    Interest  Soci- 
ety," and  for  granting  certain  Powers  lo  the  uid 
Society. 
cxivii.  An  Act  to  &cihtate  Ihe  winding  up  of  thi 
ASnis  of  the  Agricultural  and  Commercial  Bank 
of  Intand, 
cxlvili.  An  Act  for  altering  and  amending  certain 
Acta  relating  lo  the  Forth  and  Ch/de  Navtgi  ' 
and  the  Edinhargh  and   GliugoXB  Union  Ci 
■ltd  fbr  forming  a  Junction   between  ibe  said 
Nangalion  and  Canal, 
cilii.  An  Act  lo  amend  an  Act  (or  draining  the 
Low  Ground)  and  Can  in  the  Parish  ot  Keyng- 
Am  and  other  Plaeea  iu  (he  Eat  Riding  of  the 
Counly  of  York. 
cl.  An  Act  for  making  and  maintaining  in  repair 
a  cmnplete  Line  of  Turnpike  Koad  From  Slu^ltg 
Lane  Head  to  Ihe  Banakv  and  Gratiqt  Moor 
Turnpike  Road  at  or  near  Rt^irookt  l^hnlalion 
in  the  Parish  of  Daiion,  all  in  Uio  Wcu  Ridias 
ofthe  County  of  yor*.  '^"'    "* 


to  MmtTon  and  Brtehai,  to  be  called  "  The 
AbardteA  Railnay." 

liv.  An  Act  for  altering  the  Line  of  the  Notmieh 
and  Srtndan  Bailwav.  and  for  making  a  Branch 
therefrom  lo  East  bertham  in  the  County  of 
NoHhlk. 

Iv.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Acts  relating  to  the 
BriMol  and  Exettr  Railnay,  and  to  authorize 
the  Formation  of  a  Junction  Railway  and  teveral 
Branch  Railways  connected  with  the  same. 
Ivi,  An  Act  lor  enabling  the  London  and  Bir- 
mingkam  Railway  Company  to  take  a  Lease  of 
the  Wtgt  London  Roilwar. 
civil  An  Act  for  making  a  ttailway  from  the  Royal 
Burgh  of  Dandtt  in  the  Counly  of  Forfar  lo 
Ihe  Royal  Buigh  or  Cily  of  P«tA  in  Ihe  CountT 
of  Ptrth,  to  be  called  '■  The  Dandtt  and  PaVi 
Railway." 

Iiiii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Btmi- 
i^and  in  the  County  of  F^t  to  the  City  of  Prrth, 
with   certain   Branches  therefrom,  to  be  called 
"The  Edinbargh  and  Northern  Railway." 
lix.   An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Ibe  Ta^ 
Vide  Railway  near  Ynyt  Meyrick  to  Aberdart, 
with   a  Branch  therefrom,  to  be  called  "  The 
Aberdare  Railway." 
cli.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Ihe  Ter- 
mination of  the  PoUacA  and  Govan  Railnay  at 
Rulherylen  la  HamiUon,  and  to  the  WUhaa  and 
Coltnat  Railway  at  MolkenueS,    lo  be    called 
"The  Ciydeidaie  Junction  Railnay." 
li.   An  Act  (or  making  a  Railway  from  ihe  City 
of  Prrth,  by  SlirliBg,  to  the  Edinburiih  and 
Glaagow   Railway,   to  be  called  "The  Scotliah 
Cntfrai  Railway." 
ilii.    An  Act  for  makina  a  Railway  from  Carlisle 
lo  Edinburgh  and   Glatgoa  and  llie   North  of 
Scoliand,  lo  be  called  "The    Ca^donian   Rail- 


way." 

cliiii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  /few- 
cas(/e-iipo«- T^M  to  BatBidi-uBon.TiBeed,  nilh 
Branches  thetefram,  to  be  called  "  The  JVftc- 
catlk  and  Btmtich  Railway. " 

cl.^it'.  An  Act  (or  making  n  Railway  from  Ihe 
Edintmrph  and  Hateick  Railway  to  the  Town  of 
Haieick  in  the  County  of  Soxburgh. 

dxv.  An  Act  to  amend  Ibe  kcU  relating  to  the 
Zondon  and  Saath-uitatmt  Railnay,  and  to 
authorise  Eitensions  thereof  from  the  Jfint 
Ebns  Terminus  lo  a  Point  near  lo  Waterloo  and 
Hungerfird  Bridget  In  llie  Parish  of  Saint 
Mary  Lambeth,  and  to  the  Thames  at  Mne 
£;hialnlhePari>bof£a<(crMa,allintlicCounly 
of  Surrey. 

dxvi.  An  Act  (or  making  a  Railway  from  Liver- 
pool to  Wigan,  Bolton,  and  Si«y,  with  several   , 


Tunbridgela  Tunbridge  WilU. 

di.  AnAct  for  repairing  and  maintaining;  il  o-nd  Idiviii.  An  Act  lo  enable  the  Company  of  Propri- 
ftora  Harwdl  to  Sireailei,  in  the  O^^oil  etor»  ot  the  Thaiaet  and  Sfofwai/ Canal  to  raise 
Berhi.  \tXS        \     a  farther  Sum  ot  Mon« ;  and  to  amend  the  Acta 

dn.  An  Act  (brimliinff  a  Railway.  <.  .  \      _t>K..n  m  ikn  uid  Cnmiunv  :  and  to  enabla 
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elzx.   An  Act  for  miking  *  Rulnay  from  the  Cilj  I  dinriil.  An  Ad  fer  uikiBg  k  Bulm*  Inn  te 
orRojal  BurfzhofPtrfAloornevtoiheToini  '      '■-'"-    .       .     ~-  .„    < 

or  Roy«l  Burgh  of  Forfar. 
dxxi.   An  Act  lo  enable  ibe  MandutUr  and  Lttdt 
Railwaj  Company  to  nute  an  additional  Sum  of 
Monej  i  and  [o  amend  the  seienl  Acli  islatiog 
to  the  aid   Companj. 


JlfaiKhaltr  and  Leedi  Railmj  at  Wa*t^M  to 
the  Toxni  of  Ponlefract  and   GooU,  with  cer- 
tain Blanche*  tberetrom. 
dzxiii.     An    Ael   for  deepening,   regulalinfj,   and 
otbemUe  imnraving  FaiaoulA   Harbour  in  the 
County  of  ConturaU,  and    for  forming  Baiini, 
Docks,  and  other  WorLt  in  Petiryii  Critk  in  the 
afbrenid  Harbour;  and  for  other  Purposes. 
cliKir.   An  Act  to  oiler  and  amend  Hmc  of  the 
Proriiiooa  of  the  Acta  relating  lo  the  Cron^ord 
Canal. 
elixV,  An  Act  for  better  tuppljing  with  Water  the 
Town  and  Parish  of  ShiffUld  in  the  County  of 
York !  and  for  amending  the  Act  relating  Iberela. 
ctelri.    An  Ael  for  pi'ing,  lighting,  cleanting,  wa- 
tering, repjiatinif,  and  oliierwiie  improving  the 
Town  of  Sain*  ildriu  in  the  County   Palatine 
of  LancailtT,  and  for  ettabliihing  and  regulating 
■  Market  tlierein. 
dsivii.  An  Act  (brmoie  effectually  panngiCletiu- 
iug,  lighting,  and  otherwise  iinprDimg  the  Panih 
otSaiMl  Mary  MagdaJai  Strmondttji,  in  the 
County  of  SuTTOf. 
cliiviii.  An  Act  for  improring  Part*  of  the  Ci^ 

of  WatinialeT. 

cliiix.    An    Ael  for  embanking  and  reclaiming 

tram  the  Sea  eertain  Landa  now  under  Water  or 

(ubjectio  he  overflowed  by  the  Tide  in  the  Lake,  \ 

Lough,  or  EetuBiy  called   Taciauhin  olhemiie 

TaaaiahlK  Lake,  in  [he  County  of  We^ord.       i 

clixi.  An  Act  for  eilinguiahing  Garden  Pennia, 

Small  Tithes,  and  Eaxlrr   OITcHngg  within  (he 

Parish  or  Saint  Matlhta  BeUinal  Oreat  in  the 

County  of  Middlaex,  and  for  providing  a  Fund 

tor  the  PayiDent  of  lh«  Stipend  of  the  Rector  of  . 

the  nid  Pariah. 

clxxxi.   An  Act  lo  rectify  a  Miitakc  in  an  Act  of 

the  present  Sevion  relating  to  the  Ltedt  aait  , 

Bnuffiird  Railway.  I 

clxxiiL    An   Act  for  making  a   Railway  lo  be  ' 

called  "  The  Glaigoie  JuactioH  Railway,"  with  j 

firsnchea, 

clzixiii.   An  Act  to  enable  the  Sirmngham  and 

C&HceiterRdilway  Company  to  make  Extension  I 

Line*  at  Gloiuxster,  a  Branch  at  Slolie  Prior,  ' 

and  a  Junction    with  (he    Midland    Railway  at  ' 

Allot  j>LTlaSirminglia«,. 

clwiiv.  An  Act  for  makine  a  Railway  from   Oz~  ■ 

furd  lo  WorctiUr  and  Woleerhamplan. 
clixiT.  An  Act  to  amend  iha  Acts  relating  to  the 
London  and   Soulh-u)tilerii    Railivay ;    and    to 
authorize  (he  London  and  Sovth-irtttem  Rail-  '  < 
way  Company  to  buy,  and  the  GuHdJbrd  Jane- 
tion   Katlimy  Company  lo  sell,  the   Gaiidfi/rd 
Junctian  Railway. 
cliixvi.  An  Ad  to  enable  the  SouA-eattem  Rail-    i 
way    Company   to   widen   cerlaiu    Harts  of  the 
London  and  Oreniincli  Raibcay, 
clxxxvii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  from  Lon-    < 
dondtrn/  to  CUeroiw,  with  a  Branch  to  Ntic  , 
town  Ltmavadji.  \ 


Caj  of  Oximd  to  the  Town  of  A^. 

dixiiz.  Ad  Act  fiir  makiw  a  Railway  fii>m  the 
Midland  Ra>lwav  in  Ihe  Parish  of  Smltg  in  the 
Couoty  of  Dei*!/  *°  '^  9init  of  Ai^tan  in 
the  same  County,  together  with  aeverd  Btuch 
Railway!  communicating  therewith,  to  be  oUed 
"The  Ertwuk  F<i%Kul««y." 

cxc.  An  Act  for  making  ■  Rail«»  to  ba  cilM 
"  The  SotA  Ifda  Railway." 

cici.  Ad  Act  for  making  a  BailwrnyftiMii  Matt- 
■iBndA  to  Htrfiard,  with  Ranches  thnnfiiHii  to 
)risctftiiry,aniflojoin  IbefonMo^Dm  Railway. 

cxcil.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  frmn  GVomob 
to  Cro^Oaai  near  the  Town  or  Vilbge  of  An2- 
tton,  to  be  called  "  Tbe  Ofa^iwi,  Barrhead, 
aad  ffabtm  Dirwct  Railway. " 

QSdii.  An  Act  to  amend  the  Act*  tor  rqfulatiDg 
the  Pipe  Water  of  the  City  of  DMia,  and  to 
enable  the  Lord  Mayor.  Aldermen,  and  Bur- 
geaui  of  the  Borough  of  the  City  of  DMu  lo 
extend  the  Supply  of  Pipe  Wa'er  to  the  w*enl 
Poiishei  or  Portion  of  Pariihe*  aituate  in  tba 
City  and  County  of  Diiblim,  and  adjoining  to  die 
Borough  of  the  laid  City  of  Jtablin,  but  outriib 
the  Boundary  thereof 

clciv.  An  Act  for  lighting,  dniniBg,  elmsiD^ 
and  impraviDE  the  Mamleti  or  LibeitiM  of  DwZ 
derlon  and  NtcheSU  in  the  Pariih  of  AUom  near 


Beduallj  c 


improving,  and  repairing  the  Road  Iradit^  from 
the  City  of  Oiatgotn  to  YoAer  Bridge,  and  cer- 
tain Roads  commuuicaling  therewith. 
;xcvi.  An  Act  to  enable  the  Lmdon  and  CrogdM 
Railway   Company  lo  widen  and  improve  the 
London  and  (>oydon  Rvlway,  and  alao  a  Por- 
tion  of  tbe  London  arui  OreBuekh  Railway. 
ixcriL  An  Act  to  enable  the  SouA-oattm  RaS. 
way  Company  to  alter  and  extend  tlie  Caaitr- 
bnry,    Ramtgate,   and  Margate    Branch  of  tbe 
md    Soutk-eetten    Railway,   and    to   make  ■ 
Branch  theretrom  to  Deal,  and  to  purcfa^  the 
Canlerbiay  and    WhkttaUe   Railway;   and  for 
other  Purposes  connected  with  the  Mud  Raihraj. 
xcviii.    An  Act  for  consolidating  the  Beion  aad 
gk,  the   JCenjion   a« ""    '    '  '      " 

.    erpoot  and  A. 

(inn  R  ilway  Companies. 
zcix.    An   Ad  for  making  a  Roilwar  fi-om  tbe 
Brighton  and  Chicheiter  Railwaylo  Portauutk, 
with  a  Branch  to  FarAam. 
c  An  Act  lo  enable  the  BrigideK,  Lever,  and 
Haitingt  Railway  Company  to  make  a  Railway 
from  BtdcerhiShe  in  the   County  of  Saaaex  to 
Athfbrd  in  the  County  of  Kent. 
ci.    An  Act  for  enabling  Ihe  Eattam    Caiauier 
Railway   Comnny  to   make  a    Railway  from 
(Jamhridge  to  Hantingdon. 
iji.  An  Ad  for  mokins  additional  Docks  and  other 
Works  at  the  Haven  of  (be  Town  and  Port  c^ 
Great  Griatbg .-  and  for  amending  the  Acta  re- 
lating to  Ihe  said  Haven, 

^iii.  An  Act  for  making  a  Railway  fiom  Ibe  Low. 
don  and  BladhBoU  Railway  at  Sltpn^  lo  the 
Eaitem  Ceuntier  Railway, 
^iv.  An  Ad  for  removing  Doubb  reUtinv  to  tbe 
Colleclion  of  certain  Portioni  of  the  wwough 
Ralea  of  the  Ci^  and  County  of  BriMoL 
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PRIVATE  ACTS. 

PRINTED  BY  THE  QUEEN's  PRINTER, 
AND  WHEREOF  THE  PRINTED  COPIES  MAY  BE  GIVEN  IN  EVIDENCE. 


I.  AN  Act  for  the  diipotinR  of  Put  of  the  Eitalo 
of  the  lale  Ckaria  Cahrert  Esquire,  in  pureu- 
■noe  of  the  Directioni  of  a  certain  D«!ree  of  the 
HJRh  Court  of  Chancery,  and  for  eatifirmjng  the 
nle  of  such  Puts  tfaeieof  ai  haie  been  w>ld. 

E.  An  KA  for  inuloring  Lsndi  in  the  Parish  of 
Fm^nre  in  Ihe  County  of  Carriyndgt. 

3.  An    Act  to  cmponer  John  Dougku  Edieard 
■      Hfry  Duke  of  Argyll  to  daiffi  Ifle  Dukedom 

and  Ertate  of  Argyll  witb  eertain  Proviaioni  to 
the  MarchiMieai  of  Lonu,  ftnd  to  Ibe  jounger 
Childrea  of  the  Marriage  between  her  and  the 
Abri]uii  a{  Lonw. 

4.  An  Act  for  amondioK  bd  Act  of  Parliament 
paned  in  the  Fourth  and  Fifth  Yean  of  llie 
Reign  of  Hii  late  Majeit;  King  WilHam  the 
Fourth,  intituled  An  Act  for  <  Diifirmitig  and 
carrving  inta  rfftct  a  Parlition  end  DivUion  of 
the  Sad  and  Pemm^  Estate  of  V/WVivo  Moly- 
neut  Eiquire,  dectaatd,  and  for  other  Purpata 
Ihtrtia  mentioBtd. 

6,  An  Actforenablingthe  Honourable  Percy  J3ar. 
riimtan,  Sjecond  Son  of  the  Right  Honcmrable 
miHam  Kepptl  Vi«:ount  BarriTylon.  a  Minor, 
and  Zoutia  tiiggiiu,  Sjiinilor.  alto  a  Minor,  to 
eaecute  Selllements  of  the  Fortune  of  the  said 
Loaita  Higyitu,  prior  to  and  in  cnntemplslion 
of  the  Marriage  between  the  «aid  Ptrcy  Bur- 
riagtan  and  the  said  LouUa  Higgint. 

6.  An  Act  to  repeal  bo  much  of  an  Act  far  incloi- 
ing  Lands  in  the  Paheh  of  Saint  Mary  in  or 
near  the  Borough  of  Leieater  hi  relates  to  thp 
Regulation  and  Management  of  the  Freemen' 
Allotments )  and  to  make  other  Proriiioni  ii 
lieu  thereof. 

7>  An  Act  for  inclosin)[  Lands  in  the  Parisb  of 
Sair^  Mary  in  the  Town  and  County  of  the 
Town  ai  aoltiitgham. 

S>  An  Act  for  inclosing  Lands  in  the  Townshipi 
of  Spoad,  TrtBenoard,  Purlorpit,  MmuKen, 
PciUrthadrtg,  HobarrU,  and  liobtndrid  in  the 
Parish  of  Clun  within  the  Manor  or  Lordship  of 
Cbm  in  the  County  of  Salop. 

9.  An  Ad  to  amend  an  Act  passed  in  the  Fourth 
Year  of  the  Reign  of  Her  present  Majesty,  inti- 
tuled Ah  Act  for  the  Division  of  the  Rtctory  if 
Winnick  in  the  CauiUu  Faiatine  of  Lancaster. 

10.  An  Act  for  aurboniing  Building  Leases  to  be 
granted  of  Parts  of  the  Estate  devised  by  the 
Will  of  William  Tuntr,  Esquire,  deceased,  Ibe 
Investment  of  Monies  beijueHlhed  by  the  same 
WiH  in  the  Purchase  or  on  Mortgage  of  Heal 
Estates,  and  for  other  PurpoECs. 

II.  An  Act  to  alter  and  amend  an  Act  of  the 
Elevenlh  Year  of  King  Gtorqe  the  Fourth,  for 
inclosing  Lands  hi  the  Parishes  of  KidweUg, 
Saint  Mary  iit  Kidwelh/,  Saint  Iikmatt,  and 
Pembrei/,  in  the  County  of  CarmariliBt. 

12.  An  Act  to  exiend  ihe  ProviMons  of  on  Act  of 
the  Elevenlh  Year  of  KinB  George  Ihe  Third, 
Chapter  Ten,  relating  to  Mordai  CoBtgt. 


IS.  An  Aet  to  authoriia  Granti  in  Pee  and  Lww* 
for  Long  Ternu  of  Years  far  Buildiiu  Pur- 
poses of  the  Settled  Estate  of  John  J&iphuit 
Esquire,  deceased,  situate  in  Chatham  in  Ibe 
Parish  of  Manchater  in  the  County  of  ZancoiM. 

14.  An  Act  to  authoriie  the  Sale  of  the  Fee  Sim- 
ple of  Part  of  the  Settled  Estates  of  Miss  Elua. 
beth  Mainaarina  Etcher  and  Hisi  Harriett 
Maaaearing  EOtrher  deceased,  situate  in  the 
County  of  Yorh,  and  for  appiyinglfae  Monies  to 
■rise  by  such  Sale  in  Payment  of  Incumbnacci 
aflecting  the  said  Estates,  and  laying  out  the 
Residue  of  such  Monies  in  the  Purchase  of  oliter 
Estates. 

15.  An  Act  for  granttng  BuildiDg  and  Farming 
Leases  of  the  ^rtates  in  Surrey  devised  by  the 
Will  of  the  Right  Honourable  Fredtrici  John 
Lord  Moiuon  deceased ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 


andJoAn    Gildart   Esquire 
tees  for  Sale. 
An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  Sir  Thoma* 


White 


Z\ty  of  Com 
Charity  Esl 


Estates; 


to  make  Sale  of  Part  of  such 
aud  for  other  Purpose) 

18-  An  Act  for  ensbliDg  Richard  ESiton  Esquire 
and  his  Tmiteesto  p^nt  Leases  of  the  Fottdyht 
Navigation  in  the  County  of  LiHCobii  and  for 
other  Purposes. 

ig.  An  Act  to  amend  an  Act  of  the  Fourth  Year 
of  King  George  the  Third,  for  enabling  the  Vicar 
of  Rechdak  in  the  County  of  Xoneorter  to  grant 
a  Lease  or  Lraseaof  the  Glebe  Lands  belonging 
tu  Ibe  Vicarage. 

QO-  An  Act  to  enable  the  Warden  and  Scholars, 
Clerks  of  Saint  Mary  ColUpt  of  Wincheler 
near  Wincheiler,  to  carry  into  effect  a  Contract 
entered  into  by  them  tor  the  Sale  of  certain 
Ports  of  the  Estate*  belonging  to  the  said  College 
in  the  Isle  of  Wight,  and  to  invest  Ihe  Purchase 
Money  in  other  Estates  fbr  the  Benefit  of  the 
said  College. 

2L  An  Act  for  vesting  certain  Lands  and  other 
Hereditaments  devised  by  the  WUI  p(  Sir  Tho. 
mas  Coxhead  deceased  in  Tmstees,  upon  trust  to 
sell  the  same,  and  to  grant  Leases  thereof  far 
building  and  other  Purposes. 

22-  An  Act  to  enable  the  Trustees  of  the  Will  of 
Ihe  late  WiBiam  Henry  Jtebineon  Es<juire  to 
raise  Money  by  way  of  Mortgage  of  his  Real 
Estates,  for  the  Purposes  therein  mentioned. 

23-  An  Act  to  enable  Sir  Robert  Keith  Vici  of 
Prestonftit  Baronet.  Heir  of  Entail  in  posses- 
»on  of  ihe  Entailed  Eitales  of  Preettrnfidd  and 
OirstO'TiAme  in  Ihe  Countyor£ifin/iiir$A,  to  feu 
and  sell  certain  Pans  of  Ihe  said  Estates,  and  to 
bear  Ihe  Surname  of  Cunyngham  and  Arms  of 
"  Cungnyhan  of  Lambwghtoxm"  alongst  with 
the  Surname  and  Artni  ot  Dick  of  Prema- 
fidd. 
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PRIVATE  ACTS. 


84.  An  Act  to  en>b1«  tbe  Aoignecs  of  Ihc  EsUte 
of  Thomat  Blai/d*  Mobnou,  ■  Bankrupt,  1o 
wll  hii  Real  EiUlet,  diiciiirg«d  from  ■  Jointuret 
mnd    cerUin    Fortiooi    md    L^acies   charged 

2S.  An  Act  to  renTs  and  sitend  tbe  Powera  of 
Sals  and  ExdwTise,  and  the  Powen  to  make 


JoAn  JI^  Fiddler  Eiquii 
enable  tbe  TniHeei  to  srant  Leaaea  of  Coal  and 
other  Hinea  under  tlie  Landi  deriaed  by  hia  aaid 
Wilt ;  and  to  autborice  the  Apporatment  of  new 
TrustMa  of  tbe  Settlement  therebr  made  of  the 

■   TettatoT*!  Real  Eitate ;  and  for  other  Puipoaei. 

SO.  An  Act  fbr  autboriiing  the  Sale  of  certain 
PortiOTii  of  tbe  Real  Estalea  deriaed  bj  the  Will 
and  Codidli  of  JcJm  Botett  late  Earl  of  Strath- 
nort,  and  for  authtniiing  the  Purchaae  of  other 
Roal  EMatet,  including  Landi  held  for  long 
Tenn*  of  Yeara,  to  be  letlled  to  tbe  Ukb  of  the 
aaid  Will  and  Codidli,  and  for  extending  the 
Power  of  gnnUng  Mining  Leaaea  given  bj  the 
aaid  Will  i  and  fbr  other  ^irpowL 

27,  An  Ad  to  rest  the  Eitates  and  Property  con- 
■litutiDg  ">B  "^"^  Eitate  of  Tbe  Blua-Coot 
Charity  School  in  Bimaitglum  in  the  County  of 
WaTwick  in  new   Trustee!  upon  consolidated 

T^iutt,  and  to  provide  for  the  Management  of 
the  laid  Estatea  and  Property,  and  fbr  the  good 
Government  of  the  said  Scliool ;  and  for  other 

28.  An  Act  to  carry  into  elfect  a  Partition  between 
Jah*  Midtad  Sevcnu  Enutre  uid  Aiaa  Maria 
hJF  Wife,  and  othera,  of  Eslalet  in  tbe  Countiea 
of  WorcaUr,   Salop,    WamicA,    Oxford,  and 


29.  An  Act  to  enahle  the  Tnisteei  of  the  Will  of 
the  Most  Noble  FrancU  late  Duke  of  Bridgt- 
wattr  to  cany  into  eieculion  certain  Aitidea  of 
Agreement  made  and  entered  into  by  them  with 
tbe  Right  Honoursble  i^ancii  EgvttM  com- 
monly called  Lord  Jraiicu  Egerton,aaA  to  raiie 
Money  fbr  the  Purposes  eipren^  in  the  «ud 
Articles  of  Agreement ;  and  for  other  Purposes. 

80.  An  Act  fbr  Bulhoriiing.  and  enabling  Sales  to 
be  made  of  Estate*  rctpcclively  situate  in  the 
Paiithei  of  Eoercntch,  Eait  Peinutrd,  and  in 
Bntm,  and  in  other  Parisfaei  or  Plaoea  in  ibe 
County  of  iSoncrMt,  deviled  by  the  Win  of 
Thomai  Sampton  Eaquii«,  deceaieil;  and  fbr 
other  Purposea. 

ai.  An  Act  to  Buthoriie  the  Sale  of  Settled  Estates 
of  the  Moat  Honounble  the  Marquii  of  XJmu- 
$a£  in  /relawf,  in  order  to  pay  of  Mortgage  and 
other  IncuDibTuiou. 

32.  An  Act  fbr  carrying  into  efiect  a  Cualract  be- 
tween the  Governors  and  TniWees  of  Sir  WU- 
liam  PaUloKi  Free  School  at  North  W^aluim  in 
tbe  Coanly  of  NoifM  and  Robert  Ftitua  Esquin, 
for  tbe  Sale  to  the  said  Robfrl  Riiag  afm  Eitate 
belonipng  to  tbe  said  Govemon  and  Tniilrm, 
and  fbr  applying  Part  of  the  Purchaae  Money  in 
dischvge  of  certain  Debla  due  from  them,  and 
inveiling  the  Surplus  in  the  Puiehase  of  other 
Eitates,  to  be  settled  to  the  sune  Truiti. 

33.  An  Act  for  enlarging  the  Powers  contained  in 
the  WiU  of  the  Most  Honourable  Robert  Mu- 
queaa  of  WeslaiiuUr  deceaied  to  grant  Buildiiw 
Leaies  of  the  Eslatea  de>wd  bv  tbe  said  Wil^ 
in  the  Pariihea  of  .Saint  George  tioKoiier  Square 
and  Saint  Jolai  the  Eaangiiial  within  thx  Li- 
berty of  Wtttniiuler  m  tbe  County  of  Middle- 
Mtxi  and  fbr  other  Putpoiei. 


PRIVATE  ACTS, 

NOT  PRINTED. 


94.  An  Act  to  diiaolve  the  Mairiage  of  JTnma* 
JBriUai  with  Jane  BritltK  fait  now  Wife,  and  to 
enable  him  to  many  again ;  and  for  other  Pur- 
poaei. 

95.  An  Act  to  diuolve  the  Marriage  of  Richard 
Htavinde  Esquire  with  Miay  his  now  Wife,  and 
10  enable  him  to  nairy  again ;  and  fbr  other 
Purpoiaa. 


HaiTg  ShildtuoK  Esquire  with  Franret  Aunt 
Hamtton  ShaiJhaia  h'aiio\iV!ife;  and  for  other 
Purposes, 
17.  An  Act  lo  dissolve  tbe  Marriage  of  Otorfcf 
Leilock  Boileaa  Esquire  with  Margaret  BoHeau 
his  now  Wife,  and  to  enable  hi  "  " 
and  for  other  Purpoees. 
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la  Din.,  Sad  J3h,  Fitit  or  S«rond  Diriilon. 
ibering  IhU  In  lex  with  ■  nferaiin  to  Private  Billa,  upon  whtcb 


the  Paper  inucd  I; 
^^  IXe  *  indiailu  that  no  Dtbaie  took  place  t^n  llial  Reading. 


Abbott,  Mr.,  Catt  of,  i.  <^  232 

AsERtieEN,  Eerl  of 

AddreM  in  Antwer  to  the  Speecb,  '■'^  38 
Apprebenpnon  of  Offendera  (France  »nd  Ame- 

lU),  IR.  "Wei? 

Bniil  Slave  Trade,  2R,  '■"  59 

Corfu,  Expeditiim  from,  "^'Sl 

Greece.  <«n  763;  W  1280 

Madeira,   Religioiu    Peneci^on  ia>  t"M110, 

1115 
Orenon  Territory,  The.  <"'  120 
PUt»,RiodelB,«"130H 
PottitiBcr,   Sir   H.— MesNi^  from  the   Queen, 

(■»443i  AddreH  in  Ananer,  533 
Sugar,  Spanish  Colonial,  Res  WAig,  j]g 
Syria,  Conenxiadence  mo»«d  for,  '"*  659 
United  States  TariiT,  The,  '■'^  233 


Absence  of  Membert/rom  Commtteet, 
c.  n»l(U4;  <">]66, 1011;  l.u>MiH  1190 


Academical  Eiucaf'um  (Ireland), 

Quertion,  (Viicount  Aahle;)  c*'  1124 
Academical  Trutitutiont  {Ireland)  Bill, 

c.  I«aTe,  W345i  1R.*410;  2R.  1133;  Adj. 

Debate,  IS35,  [A.  311,  N.  46,  H.  265]  ISM; 

Cora.  <"1482;  Rei.  493;    Hep.  628;    Com. 

I0S7;  Rea.  (Viacount  Mahon)  1044.  [o.  a.  A. 

189,  N.  49,  M.  140]  1101.1850;  el  1,  Amend. 


(Lord  J.  RuneU)  iaS9,  [A.  42.  N.  117,  M.  75] 
1377  i  d.   10,  Amend.  (Ttfr.  Wjm)  ib.  f  A.  47, 
141,  M.  94]   1389;  Amend^Kr  H.   W. 


Barron}  1991 ;  Amend,  neg.  1393  ;  That  the 
el  Hand  part  of  the  Bill,  [A.  129,  N.  34, 
M.  105]  a.  1  ct  14,  Amend.  (Mr.  Borthwick) 
<■">  101 ;  Amend.  withdniiTi,  109 ;  Amend.  [  St 
T.  D.  Acland)  lift  [A.  36,  N.  105,  M.  691 
117;  That  the  cl.  Hand  part  of  the  BUI,  [A. 
100,  N.  0,  M.  100]  118 ;  cL  16,  Amend.  (Hon. 
8.  Wortlej)  119;  cL  19,  ib.;  Rep.  Amend. 
(Mr.  Vfjse)  SS5;  Motion  nej;.  226;  3R. 
Amend.  (CaoL  B.  Oaboraa)  321,  [o.  a.  A. 
168,  N.  91,  M  771  377  ;  [■.  g.  A.  177,  N.  26, 
M.  151]  379;  L  IR.*  430;  SK.  729;  Com. 
d.  14,  Amend.  (Lord  Stanlej)  887;  SR.* 
1025;  Royal  Anent,  1271 


Accidentt,  Death  by,  Com\ 

tiB-'cnes?;  aiLwwio; 


ntation  Bill, 


ACC  ADV  {I  N 

AeeUmtt,  DaOJi  by~coalatm.tA. 
3R.-632ie.  IR.'  1132;  2R.»  W" 617i  Com. 
<l  1,  9^;  Rep.'  1088,  [A.  7,  N.  3B,M.32] 
1]30 

Aceidentt  on  Railmayt, 
£Qued3on,  (M>RiueMorLuidowne)(*')I0I7; 
e.  (Mr.   O.    Staolej)  1031;  (Mr.  Banal)  <"» 
1218 

ActAKD,  Sir  T.  D.,  Dnoathire.  N. 
Afiicam,  TreatmcDt  of  Liberated.  '■''^  1200 
Auction  DubM,  RepMl  of  the,  ""  293 
College*   (Ireiind),    Cdib.    '">  499 ;    d.    14, 

Amend.  <">  110 
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Rtulwan—Broid  ind  Narrow  Guige,  Rep.  '"' 
094 

AcLAWD,  Mr.  T.  D.,  Somerittthire,  W. 
Collcfiet  (Ireluid),  LeaYe,  (*" 404 1  3R.  1180. 
1273;  Com.  '"1498 


Adare,  Viscount,  Gfaiiwrjfaa*Air« 
Colleg««([reluid),2R.  ("»  11^ 
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Coifftt 

Adminittration  ofjutlice  (Court  0/ Chan- 
ceru)  Aeli  Amendment  Bill, 

I  lB.'l«l»li  2R.»480i  Rep.' 498;  3R.« 

610;  c.  IR.*  791i  SR.>  1037;  Sep.*  1138; 

3R.*  1183  ;  I.  Royal  AMcnt,  1340 
AdudTolli/,  Board  of — Railviayt, 

e.  (*>)  1315;    Rei.  (Cvnua  BerkehiT)  1397, 

[A.  23,  N.  70^  M.  46]  1396 
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Amend.  400  j  ct  73,  043;  SR.  701 
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454,  466,  467.  493,  4^5;  — Great  Westeni 
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Railw^B— Report  of  the  Board  of  Trade.  ""' 
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Protestant  Dissenting  Mioislen,  <)"530 

Quebec,  Late  Kims  in,  Addrras  moved,  l"*  1299 

Railways,  First  Report  fif  Com.  ""SOS 

Scinde,  <«1 1199 

Sessional  Orders — Interference  of  Peen,  !">  183 

Stamp  Duties  Asamilation,  3R.  366 

Statistic,  of  Ireland.  <»"  1317 

Sugar  Duties,  '"'flSa;- Drawbacki,  10^;_ 
Mr.  GiUon's  Amend.  1 148 ;  Lord  J.  RnM^l'd 
Amend.  1247,  1256;— Com.  "•'  224,  238, 
241,  254.  440,  473,  484,  485,  486,  490,  491 ; 
Res.  3,505;  Res.  4,  508,509,512:— Com. 
908,  922,  923^  925  ;  c/.  13,  927 

Supply— Eiche<juer  Bills  ""345,  346  ;— Mis- 
cellaneoui  Eshmales_Ecclesi»sti<al  Commis- 
sion,'">  1338;— Western  Australia,  (""1163; 
^llong  KoDg,  1168;^-Noti  Conformists^  kc 
Minisleis  (Ireland).  1236  ;^ Improvement  of 
■'       "■  1252;— Sl    Matiarcfs   We*- 

■Civil    CoQtJDgCD- 


Univermties  of  Oxford  and  Cambridire,  Adikess 

moved,  (^f  441 
Ways  and  Means,  ""237 
Window  Duties,  Returns  moved  for,  ""eS*;— 

Com.  moved  for,  "">  1066 

Chancery,  Court  o/{[relanfi)  Bill, 
;.  IR*  is'^Sl;  2R.-433;   Rep.' 493;  SR.' 
616;  c.   1R.«  791;   2R.  1037;   Rep.'   1138; 
3R.'  1193;  I.  Royal  Atsrat,  1340 
Channel  Iilands— Distillation, 
c.  Lans  of  the  (Jersey)  QueitioD,  (Mr.    Roe- 
buck) l«°i  174;- (Guernsey),  1096;— (Mr. 
Labouchere),  l»"    136,    481  ;— see    Erda 


JJulia 


Chaplains  of  GaoU—Tamlts  Confession. 


Charitable  Bequests  Bill  (Ireland), 
c.    Question,  (Earl   of  Anmdel)  ("'673;  (Rt. 
Hon.  R.  L.  Sbeil),  1089 
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ChartlabU  TntU  (England  and  Walei) 
Bill, 
c.""17l:   tlR.'225;  2R.  ""'766;  8R."" 
1343;  clR.*  ia97 

CiiARLEViLLE,  Ear)  of 

AbHinceof  MembenfrDm  ComiDiBaefc  *'"  1 104 
Maynooth  ColUw  <«"  785 ;  2K.  1330;   ""99, 

105 
TeDjmls    ComprautiDn    (Ireland),    Com.  "■" 

1305 

Charteris,  Hon.  P.,  Gloucesterthite,  M. 

Address  in  Answer  lo  the  Speech,  <'''45 
Chattel  InteresU  {Real  Property)  Bill, 

e.  IR.'  <'»>a92i  2R.242.  [A.  27.  N.  Sft  M.  3] 

244 
Chattel    Intereitt  {Real  Property)    Bill 
(No.  f.), 

i.lR.»»"e46;    2R.'    1341;    Rep-'   "^ '  i 

8R.'54:  clR*  525  ;2R.*  791  ;8R.  1188;! 

Rojd  Ancnt,  1516 

Cheese — Cmtomi  Act, 
e.  Wi'lOOS;  Com  Mowdfiw.  (Mr.  Ewwt)"" 
949,  [A.  38,  N.  136,  M.  98]  955 

Chelsea — Trinity  Church, 
lA''^eS&i  IIetuniinK>TedfiMr,(EarlofC«dogui) 
CW847 

Chichutsb,  Earl  of 

Abwnee  of  Memben  from  Committees,  <*"  1 107 
Maynooth  ColleRe,3R.  w»57fl 
NewZe«l«iid,'»"312,317 

Chichester  and  Guild  ford  Railway , 

I  Petitwn,  (Dute  of  Richmond)  <"11025 
Children,  Employment  of,  in  Calico  Print 
Worki  Bill, 

e.  iMje.  (">6S8;   1R.»  ""723,  958;  2R. 

1868;    Rep.' <"M94,  859,1889;  SR.«  1489; 

tlR.*  t»»82i2R.*8a6;  Cora.  1027;  3R."" 

125;  Royd  Asaent,  1341 

China — Hong  Kong 
c.  QuestioD,  (Dr.   Bowrii^)  (^  ] 209 ;  (Mr.  J. 
A.  Sinltb)<"'600i_ftiM  Jfoiuy./Hon.  C^ 
Berkeley)  137:  Com.  moved  for,  i»>  677,  [o.  f. 
A.  69,  N.  27,  M.  42]  702 

Cholmondblev,  Hon.  H.,  Montgomery 
Maynooth  Colk^,  SR.  ""  620 

Chwstie,  Mr.  W.  D..  Weymouth,  ^c. 
Lunatics.  Com.  el  3,  t'«526,  528 
IHiBcy.  Case  of— Murder  of  Mr.   Palmer,  <' 

1867 
Sessional    Ordera  —  Admission    of    Strangcis, 

Amend.  (")  137 
Unirenities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Addreu 

moted  for,  i"'  393 

Christopher,  Mr.    H.  A.,  Lincolnshire, 
Part*  of  Lindsey 
Agfiailtunl  StBtiEiics,  "■'  363 
Com   Laws,   Efiecls  of,  on  Agriculturists,  <' 
792;— Repeal ol the.  Com. moTCd for.  Amen 


Chriiiofhie,  Mr.  R.  A.'-coalauuirf. 

ForOand  Vwe,  DesUuctionof  the,<")84l 

Kulways,  First  Repori  at  Comnuttee,  <''>275 

ftailmT     Claum    CoMolidatiaii     (Seotlattd), 

Lords'  Amend*.  '"'•6 

Church  BuHdingi  Act  Amendment  BiU, 


525,  1088;  aR.*  1138;  I  Royal  AmuH,  1271 
Church  Discipline  Act  Amendment  BiU, 

I.  IR.'  i"i870  I 

Church  Education  Society  (Ireland), 

I  Petition,  (Kshop  of  Cashd)  ••■>632 
Church,  The  Free  {Scotland)— Maynooth, 

I.  Petition,  (HirqueHof  Breadalbane)  w)270; 


Watson)  WS40 

Civil  Actions  BiU,  I.  IR.  W  496 

Civil  Contingencies  (Siqipbi) 
c.  («>  )S61  1  Amend.  (Mr.  W.  WiUkn)  1262, 
[A.11,  N.68.M.5711368 

Clahcarty,  Earl  of 

Church  Education  Society  (Ireland),  <")64a, 

646 
Education  NationBl(IrelBid>,(">  1231, 1995 
Maynooth  College,  2IL  ("'625;  Com.  Aaend. 
271,283;  3R.5S4 
...    .  „.     ..  ,(irti,uj)^(B)i24 


Clanricarde,  MarqueOT  of 

Absence  of  Hentben   from   rnmmlHfw.   <"^ 

1106,  1192 
Bankii^ (Ireland),  Com.  (■■'l4aO;9R.  Amend. 


84 

Colleges  (Ireland),  Com.  c/.  U  "^  889 

Criminals   Treatment  of —  Tie   **  "     ' 
Sermon,"  "»'  1359,  1367,  1368 

DirEct  London  and  Portanouth  Railwn,  Rep. 
l«>I3S2 

Education.  National  (Ireland),  <■">  1235 

Great   Western   Railway  (Ireland),  W)   1081. 
1171,1181 

Landlord  and  Tenant  ( Ireland)  Commiiiiaii,  **■> 
431 

Leitrim,  Disturbances  in,  <"*>  651 

Loudon  and  York  Railway.  (■*>  141ft  I4SS,  1424 

Maynootb  College,  2R.  «•>  1332 ;  <">  105 

Alediral  Charities  ( Ireland),  <•■)  135 

O'Driscoll,  Mr.,  Case  o(  i»)  829 

Oxford.   Worcester,  and   Wotvetfaampton  Hail- 
way '">  10 

PariiamenI,  New  Houses  of, '' 


Priril^^  (Harlow  V.  Baker),  Com.  morodlbr, 
|«I30);  Report.  387.  467 

Railways,  ""  846, 1368 ;— Forgery  of  Names  in 
Railway  Deeds,  Com.  moved  tar,  '•"  805 

Railways  (Ireland),  "W  580,  586 

Repeat  AgiiaiioD_The  State  Trials  (Ireland), 
li"i  450,  454.457,473  475 


jgic 
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CtuwiCAUtE,  Man|.  cf—tontinutd. 
Taxing  IfMten,  Couit  of  Chancery  (Ireland). 


Sa<m  1316,  1348 


2R.     1116,    1121;    Ai 
Amend.  1196, 1S03 
Valuuion  (Ireland),  2R.  <' 

Clau,  Earl  of 

MtTDODlh  Coll^^  <»>  ICU 

CiARBHDOir,  Earl  of 
OngOD  TetritotT,  TLe,  <™ 
Sugu  Dutia,  3K.  1"  ■"' 


Cl£U.  Rl  Hn.  Sir  G.—cmiaaud. 
Rep.  967.9921  Com.  moved  for,  II 
&<nrd  or  AdmirsU;,  1316 


Railway  C 
954 


a  Coniolidition,  Rep.  d.  17,  <' 


Schod  of  DetigD,  <">  1317 ;  Com.  moftd  for, 

'""1153 
Sak  Wettieri,3R.i"ii5i7 
SUndiag  Ordore,  (")  1106 
Sugar  Duties,  I"' 1078;  ("'ISO;  Com.  916 
Sugar,  Spanish  ColoniaJ,  <">  607 
Tariff.  The,  <")  use 
Travelling  on  Rwltnji.  IW 1439 


Sugv,  Spmusli  Coloni^a,  Reg.  '">496,5J9,534  :  Clerks  of  Petty  and  Quarter  Sesstont  (Jui- 
UutBd  Stales  Tariff,  The.  <™i  232  <;„..  dJi..  i   j,:i,  "• 


UutBd  Suies  Tariff,  The, 

CiAT,  Sir  W.,  Timer  HamleU 
BankiDg  (Scotland),  Com.  <■"  149 
Uaynooth  Coll^^e,  2S.  <">  797 
Mooe;  Bilb — Order  of  ProOTcding,  ("'{KM 
Phjiie  and  Suigei;,  Re-com.,  '»>25S 
Prn>ert7  Tax,  tW  Ibe  Bill  dopais,  "» 752 
Railway  Clauwt  Can>alidaiion,  Rep.  d.  17,  <' 

flS4j  d.  18,  Amend.  955 
Smoke  ProfaibilioD,  Rep.  '■')761 
Susar  Dutiea,  'm  932 ,  (w  244,  «3, 491 ;  R« 

£497;  Com.  993 

CLXHZim,  Viscount,  Leitrim 
FmLd  Oardent,  C<»n.  cf.  1,  '^d  1425 
Ftnmdal  StatenMnt—The  Budget,  <">  501 
Hedth  of  Towna  (Ireland),  '<i'l40 
Lunatic  Anluma  and  Pauwr  Lunatics,  Lean 

(.1)200  ^^ 

MagirtraCT  (Ireland),  <•*'  83 
Peo_ple,  Condition  of  the,  i*'  10081 
Police  (Ireland),  Petition,  ts"  1160 
Poor  Idw  Amendment  (  Scotland),  Com.  cL  72, 


Clbbe,  Right  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Stamford 

Accident*  00  Rallirajn,  <>i)  1032;  <">  1219 

Agricultural  Stattatics,  i" 

Atmo    '     ■    -  ■■ 

Coal 
1039 

Cora  Law»_Trade  with  AuMialia,  Com,  moved 
for,  t")  304 

Croydon  and  Aihford  Railvay,  (W 12,  16 

Cuitomi  Dutie.,  Com^Braiil  Wood,  o*  1042 . 
— Greaie.  1044,  1181,  1162;_Laid,  1181- 
— Roain,  laOOi— Thrown  Silk.  1201 ;— Cop- 
per Ore,  "')  1006 ;— Pine  Lom,  ib. 

Grand  Junction  Railway.  Com.  ^'598 

KentiEh  Coast  RailnsT — Board  of  Trade  '■"I 
1317, 1319, 1320 

Merchant  Seamenri  Fund,  Rep.  postponed  <"> 

Oflicen  of  the  Hdum,  <■">  IS 
Ojsten,  Dradgins  for,  t»i)  13(8 
Po«LBwAmeninenl(SootlBnd),  Com.  cK  73, 


.  _ «  Law»,lW  131c 

Railw«js— Board  of  Trade  Reports,  l">  53  1  ; 
.«J['^  '  '^  :— Standing  Orders,  <™'  lOfl  S, 
I0B9iHe^  1241 ;  <">  9,  I0,  433  j-Lcgi-]  a- 
boii,eOO;_Bwine«fc855!— Com.  moved  for. 
Amend,  «il  130  ;_Broad  and  Narrow  Gang  e, 


licei  Clerks)  Bill, 


Cleveland,  Duke  of 

Agriculture    Improvements  —  Entail,     Com. 

moved  tor,  ""  657 
Great  Western  Railway  (Irelud),  «■>  1178 
Landlord  and  Tenant   Act   AmendmeQl,  SB. 

<">1206 
Majnooth  College,  2R.  WDSS 

Cl»foki>  of  CnuDLEioH,  Lord 
Colleges  (Ireland),  2R.  i«»786 
Maynooth  CoUege,  2R. !»)  1230 

Clive,  Viscount,  Skropihire,  N, 

Colleges  (Ireland),  2R.  ("»1S36;   Com.  Rca. 

t"' 1072;  ct  I,  1373 
Livings,  Augmentadon  of  Small,  C)  1441 
Maynooth  CoUege,  Com.  ct  2,  '■»  122 

CtivB,  Hon.  R.  H.,  ShropihWe,  S. 
Accidents  on  Railways,  (**>  1219 

Clive,  Mr.  E.  B.,  Hereford 
Commons  Enclosure,  Com.  d,  1,  "'>41 
Privilege—Mr.  F.  French,  <•"  968 

Coal  Mines,  Accidents  in, 
c.    Petition,  (Mr.   T.   Duncombe)  "«726;  I 
Question,  (liurquessof  Londondmj)  1049 

Coal,  Taz  on — Thames  Embankment, 

c.    Question,  (Mr.    Forster)  (">  I6i  i—Erport 
DatUt  on,  (Mr.  Hume)  240 

Coal  Trade  [Port  qf  London)  Bill, 
e.  IR.'  i«'654;  2R.'  850;  Rep.'  »')663; 
Com.  cl  %  Amend.  (  Eoil  of  Lincoln)  ("1 478, 
[A.  69,  N.  42,  M.  27]  486;  Hep.'  525;  3B. 
add.  d.  (Sir  J.  Duke)  1038,  [A.  26.  N.  39,  M. 
13]  1040;  Amend.  (Mr.  Hume),  [o.  q.  A.  41, 
N.24,  M,  17]  1041:  J.IH-'  1025;  2R.1284j 
Rep.*  1304;  3Ii.*  1310;  Royal  Auent.  ib. 

Coasting  Trade — Railways, 
I.   Returns  moved  for,  (Marqu«n  of  London- 
derry)"" 6 

CoBDEH,  Mr.  R.,  Stockport 

Auction  Duties.  Repeal  of  the,  ""293 

Butter  and  Cheese,  Ehities  on,  Com.  moved  for. 


Children,    Employment    of,   to    ' 
Works,  Leave,  fw  662 


COL 


COM 


CoiDEK,  Mr. 
Gom  L»w»— Agricultural  Protection, 


T>185; 


.     "785,817. 

879; — Repeal  of  iHc,  Com.  moved  f'lr,  '"' 

553,362 
Cuitomg    Duties —  Grease,    '">  1175;  —  Lard, 

1182.1191 
Gwne  Lam— The,  Com.  moved  for,  I"' 118 
Land,  Peculiar  Burdens  on.  Com.  moved  for, 

(■n  1413 
Maynooth  College,  2R.  "»'963 
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CtMeget  {Irdiad)  SiA— continued. 

Wjsc)  225;  Moilon  neg.  226;  3R.  Amend. 
( Captain  B.  Osborne)  321 ;  [o.  q.  A,  168,  N. 
01,  M.  77]  377 ;  [m.  q.  A.  177,  Nt  28,  M.  1511 
.■i7!);  ;.  IR.*  430;  2«.  729;   Com.  d.  U, 

Amend.    (Lord    Slanlej),    887;    3R.*    1025; 
Ro^l  Assent,  1271 
CoUeeet  of  Phi/siciani  and  Surgeotu  BUI, 

c.  Leave,  W>  l'221 ;  IR.'  ib;  2R.'  "»!  1321 ; 
Ren.<  <'°>229,  Re-com.  249;  Com.  Amend. 
(  Sir  J,  Graham)  ""  1 168!— Bee  ilf*ft»/ileft™ 

—Ph/fic 


'"  972;    CommisHon    moved    for, 
1162,1165 
Smoke  Prohibition,  2R.  ("'TSS 
Sugar  Duties,'"' 1127,  1149;  IW440 

Cochrane,  Mr.  A.  D.  R.  W.  B.,  Bridport 
Greece,  <"> 902;  ^«"  1330 
Opeuing   Letters— The    Port    Office,    Com. 
moved  Ibr, '"'  948 

CocKBrBN,  Riglit  Hon.  Sir  G.,  Ripon 

Bridge,  Lieutenant,  Court  Martial  on, '"'  199 

Floating  Breakwalcra,  <"'  959 

Navy   Ertimales,   The  l">  1260,   1274,   1284; 

t*224[   ("1494,  495.  808,  810,  811,  815, 

822,823,824 
Navy,  Manning  the,  W  447,  45a  461 
Navy,  Stale  of  the,  Com.  moved  for,  <">409, 

425,439  _ 

Pendons  (or  Naval  Officers,  >"'  500,  1336 
Slave  Trade,  The.  (">218,220;  Res.  (•'>1172 
Slave  Trade  (The  Brazils).  Cam.  cl.  I.  l«'U064 
Supply— Civil  Contingencies,  i'»U263;  — Re- 

firament  of  Naval  Captains.  '"JfiO 
Tahiti,  FVencb  Squadron  at.  '* 

CoLBORNE,  Lord 

Openine  Letters— The  Post  Office,  Com.  moved 

for.""  934 
Property  Tai,  3R  "•>  166 

C0LCHE8TEB,  Lord 

EducUioD.  National  (Ireland),  <"'  1235 
Harbours  of  Refuge.  "«  367 
Jewish  DiEabilitiea  Removal,  2R.  <">517 
Maynoolh  Collate.  2R.  <»l'  45,  46 
Railwajs— CoasUng  Trade,  '"'7 

CoLEBSDOKE,  Sir  E.  T.,  Taunton 
Sallanh  R^ah  of.  Address  moved,  '«"939 

Colkgei  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c.  Oave.  W345;  IR.'  410;  2R.  1133;  Adj. 
Debate,  1235,  [A.  311,  N.  46,  M.  2G51  1294; 
Com.  <">482;  Res.  493;  Rep.  026;  Com. 
1007;  Res.  (Viscount  Mal.on)  1044,  [n.  q.  A. 
189,  N.  49,  M.  140]  1101,  1350;  cl.  1.  Amend. 
(Lord  J.  Russell)  1359,  [\.  42,  N.  117,  M- 
75]  1377;  cl.  10,  Amend.  (Mr.  Wise)  ift,  rji, 
47,  N.  141,  M.  94]  1389;  Amend.  (Sir  u'  \v 
Barron)  1391 ;  Amend  nog.  1392;  That  ,J>  V, 
Mand  part  of  the  BiU,  [A.  129,  N.  24,  »,%  ^\ 
a.;  d.  14.  Amend.  (Mr.  Borthwick)  ,'**,  j(P] 
Amend,  withdrawn,  109;   Amend.  CsOhO^' 


CoLLEiT,  Mr.  J.,  Athlone 

Bath  and  Wells.  Bishopric  of,  <'»  1233 
Field  Fardens,  Com,  <*  5,  Amend.  '•"  1426 
Financial  Statement— The  Budget, ""  488, 498, 

632 
Game  Law  Convictions, '"'  !(KI5 
Greenwich  Hospital,  Commisaioiiersof— CoUieiy 

Railway,  Leave, ''"444 
Maynooth  College,  Rep.  "'>1427 
Opening  Letters — The  Post  Office,  Com,  mored 

for.  Amend.  Adj,  i"'920,  921, 932 
Privilege — Printed  Pipers,  <"'  1131 
Properly  Tai,  "'*  784 
Session,  Businea  of  the, 'W79 
Sugar  Duties,  ""  251 
Supply— Ecclesiastical    Establishment*,  British 

North  American  Provinces,  ""  1166 

CoLLETT,  Mr.  W.  R.,  /-inco/n 

London  and  York  Rulway,  Report  ""  131B 
Oxford  and  Rugby  Railway,  Rep.  <»»  1002 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  2E.  "iJ435 
Straw  Plat,'"" 52 

Colonial  Accounts, 
c.  Com.  moved  for,  (Dr.  Bowring)  <">  1331 

Colonial  Passengen  Bill, 
c.    IR.*   <«>&59i   2R.'    1054;    Rep."    1210; 
3R.*  1321;  /.  IR.'  1358;  2R.»  14SS;  Rep." 
(sni44;  3R.'  225;  Royal  Assent, 277 

CoLQUUOVN,  Mr.  J.  C,  Newcastle,  Su^g". 

Banking  (Ireland  and  Scotland),  C<m).  ^">  1354 
Colleges  (Ireland),  2R.   *"'1152j   Com.   ("» 

4S4;  Rep.  628;  Res.  1076,  1095 
Education,  171 
Maynoolh  College,  2B.  Amend.  "»)501 ;  Com. 

1141.  1245;  d.  17,  <">131,  134,  137;  3R. 

665.732 
New  Zealand,  Com.  moved  for,  <">902 
Opening  Letters — The  Post  Office,  Com.  moved 

for,  <">943 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (  Scotland).  2R.  <"J419 
Railffiys— Standing  Orders,  ™  1066 
Trinity  College  (Dublin),  <"i»6lO 

CoLviLE,  Mr.  C.  R.,  Derby ihire,  N. 

Game  Laws,  The,  Com.  moved  fbr, »"'  115 
Commercial  Treaties — Braxit, 

r.  Question.  (Hon.  E.  Bouverie)  ""342;  (Mr. 

M.  Gibson)  <"i  176;  (Right  Hon.  H.  L^Hni- 

diere)(»>99;— (Mr.  M.  Gibson) '")  1371  j— 
Turfciy,  (Dr.  Bowring)  ""  454 

rnmmiltaU  bu  Police  Masutrata — Mr. 


3y  Google 


Commiteet,  Abtetiee  ofMemberMfrm 
«.  on I0S4;  (W 166,  1011  ;/.<•<>  II04,  It 


Commtteet,  Prieate—Raitwavt, 
e.  (i4Htioa,  (Mt.  WalUoe}  <">  188 

CommiUeei  —  Private    Bills    and    Select 
Committeet, 
L  Renui^  (MwquGM  of  LaDsdowne)  ("'£6 
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34]  959;  Com.  1075;  Bill  mlhdnwD,  1077 
VOL.LXXXII.    iSiS) 


Feu  in  Criminal  Coitrlt  Bill,  (No.  2,) 
I.  iR.'i»"1025 

Febouson,  Sir  It.  A.,  Londonderry  City 
Bonking  (Iicland).  Com.  C'"253;  ct  15,267; 

Kep.  add.  d.  438 
Ecclraiaitiral  Commiwon  (IreUod),  (">  707 
Fiaheriei  ( Irelimd).  Com.  dl  3,  <■»  620 
Standing;  Orden,  Amend.  ("'  1196,  1197 
Sunily^-HiiceUaniions    Ealiinatei — Poor   Law 

Comminioneim.  (">  1340 
Valuation  ( Inland),  Com.  AiDCnd.  ODQIS;  a. 

5,669;  d.  15,670 

Feesand,  Mr.  W.  B.,  Knaretbwougk 
Agricnltunl  J>iA«v,  "*'  933 
Baqueiti  Act  (Ireland),  (")  761 
Clerks  of  Petty  and   Quarter  Senioni,  Laaie, 

Customi  Dutiei,  Com.  Baiket  Rodi,  <' 


OpeniDeLetlen—'niePMt  Office;  Com.  moved 

for,  (m  936 
Petition!.  Reading  of — Maynooth  College,  "*' 

495,  497,  406, «»,  685,  6B8,  692 
Rochdale,  Popr  Relief  at.  "".707 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Leave,  t'nsSa 
Taia  Meeting,  The,  (*°>590     .  . 

Ffolliott,  Mr.  J.,  ^tgo  Co. 
Maynooth  CaO^e,  8R.  ("»  622 

Field  Gardens  Bill, 
e.  Leave, (W30S;  IR.*  320;  SR.  (W380.  FA. 
92.  N,  18,  M.  74]  385;  Com.  <*<"2*4i  d.  I, 
(")  141S;  Amend.  (Mr.  Roebuck),  [r.  p.  A.  19, 
N.  42,  M. S3]  1425;  Amend.  (Mi.  Keiiley),i&., 
[o.  q.  A.  26,  N.  17,  H.  91  14S6;  d.  5,  Amend. 
(Mr.  Collett),  [d.  q.   A.  37,  N.  7,  M.  301  ib. ; 

d.  14,tb.i  Rep.' 1435;  3R.' «>n35;  I.  IR.* 
383;  2R.666;   Prote>t,667 

FiELDEN,  Mr.  J.,  Oldkam 

Income  Tax,  Abuaes  under  the,  Relunu  mo«ed 
fi)r,iw  1201, 1213, 1218,  1418 

FiLMEE,  Sir  E.,  Kent,  W. 

Eicluilon  of   Memben  from  the  Diviaion,  <*'* 
10O7 

Finance — Import  Duties, 

I    ReluniB  moved  for,  (Lord   Monleagle)  <"' 
228 

Financial  Statement, 

e.  <''>211,    344;— The   Bi^tl,   455,   542; 
Amend.  (Mr.  Roebuck)  556,  [a.  ;.  A.  963,  N. 

55.  M.  208]  634 


c.  Question,  (Colonel  T.  Wood)(")12^ 

Fisheries  {France), 

c.  Quettion,  (ViKoimt  Palmerslon)  <''>252 

Fisheries  (^Ireland), 
c.  (Sir  H.  W.  BaiTon-a  Motion)  ""SOlj—Me 
Fresh  Water  Fitkiiig 

3H  hyCoogle 
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FUlieritt  (Ireland)  Bill. 
e.  1R.»<"»73;  2R.»  472;  Com.  d.  4  619 
Rap.'  6B8;   3R.»  7S1;   L   IR.*   716;   2R.' 
1025;  aR.*  1271 ;  Roy«l  AttenI,  15IG 

FirzHARDiNOE,  Eart 

Committeei  on  Prirale  Billi  and  S«l«ct  Com- 
mittal, <••>  50 

Comioonii  EncloMire,  SR. 

Smill  Debt!  (No.  2),    ~ 
1431 

FiTZBOY,  Ron.  Capuin  H.,  inw* 

Rulway  Cluues  Comojidalion,  Rep.  d.  17,  0 

954  '^ 

RiiltraT^— Board  of  Admiral^,  »»  1315 
Fitzroy,  Captain— Ne»  Zealand, 
c.  Question,  (Sir  R.   H.    Inglii)  C«»)e7[  (Hm 
Ctpuin  Roui)  ITS,  IBS 

FiTz  WILLI  AH,  Earl 

"    Coll™,!"" 
s  Of^ncea 


St  Anph  ind  Bongot  and  ManehMter  Dioceaea, 
2R.  W93  ^^ 

TaxatioI^  Local,  ('W  1027 

Floating  Breahvaterg, 

c.  Question,  (Mr.  Rice)im|53;  (Captain  Pc- 
chell)  '■^'959  i  —  Harborrt  of  Rthgt,  I  Ad- 
drew  mored  for,  (Lord  Colcbetler)  ('»387t— 
HcUitad,  Queiiion.  (Mr.  W.   O.  Slanlej)  OTi 

FoLLETT,  Sir  W.  W..  tee  Attorkey  Ge- 
KERAL,  The 

Forbes,  Jfr.  W.,  SlirHngihire 


Foreign  Lntleriei, 

c.  IR.'  «iiJ182;  2R"   1347i    Rep.'   1435; 

3R.'(»«)I2;  i  IR..  53;  2a  319;   3R.  666; 

Royal  Aucnt,  1S71 
Forgery  of  Names  in  Railway  Deedi, 

I  Com.  moved  for,  (Duke  of  Richmond)*"' 

FoBSTER,  Mr.  jr.,  Berwick  on  Tweed, 
Coal  Trade— Port  of  London,  flK.  add.  cl.  <■» 
1039 

Cuiloms  Dulie*,  Com.  moved  for,  <"'  957 
.  Greenwich   HospiUI,   CommiiaionerB  of— Col- 

lierj  Railiia}',  Leave,  '"'443.  444 
Proptrtj-  Ta»,  Com.  d.  2,  t^seO;  aR.  add. 

d  746 
Stave  Trade — Paiticipalion  of  Britiah  Merchaota 

in,  oil  478,  480 
Tliamea  Embwikment— Tu  on  Coala,  164 

FoBTEscuE,  Ear! 

ConstabuUrr  Appointments,  ( Ireland)  ("1 423 
O'DriscoU,  Mr,,  Case  of,  I»i830 
Piracy,  LaJe  case  of,  <««>  1349 


FoarucDE,  E 
Rubric  Reviaion  otlbe,  W  3.  16, 17.  27,  tt 

Tenant!  Compenialion  (Ireland),  SR.  ("UlaS; 
Com.  1201 

Fount/,  Mr.,  Cate  of, 
e.  Quealion,  (Mr.  Trelawny)  »> 436 


Fra  Bce— Fi$heriet, 
e.  Quealion.  (Viacouat  Palmertfon]  'WSK;— 
SmadroMat  Tahiti;  QueitiDD,(C>p(uuPeiiBll) 
W  673  (— aee  ^ppnAsuum  ^  Qffendtn 

Franehise.  Elective,  Extension  of.  Bill, 
I  IR.  w»'934 

Free  Church  of  Scotland — Afaynooti, 
I  Pelilioo,  fMarnuna  of  Broadalbane)  (x)  270; 
(•"307 ;  e.  (Mt.  P.  M.  Stiwut),  1O90 

Freer,  Dr.— Railway t, 
L  Petition,(LoidBrDugbam)<"iS68,443 

Fbehantle,    Right    Hod.     Sir  T,    F. 
Buckingham 

linhauig,  Afiia' 
Bequcrata  Act  (Irel 
Collegea  (Ireland),  aR.  <"     ._ 
Kccleaiaatical   Commiuion    (Ireland),  (W704, 

709 
Flsheriei  (Ireland),  »>1£03;    Com.   d.  %"" 

620 
Great  Weatem   Railway  (Iteland),  (X»163;— 

Standing  Orders,  179 
Lucan,  Earl  of,  Appoinbnent  of,  '")  122*  " 
Lunatics,  Criminal  (Ireland),  JLeave,  (*"S86 
Magistracy  (Ireland),  '"'84 
Maynooth  College,  2R.  "«497(  Com.  1IS7 
Minlslen'  lUoney  (Ireland),  Com.   moved  (or, 

(»)1024 
Monster  Meetings  (Ireland),  ti*)  1241,  IMS 
O'Driacoll,  Mr.,  Ca«e  ot,  <"'  857 
Police  (Ireland).  ("U 160.  1161 
Poor  La«  ( Ireland).  ">>  684 
Trinity  College  (Dublin)  ("i 605,  607 
Valuation  (Ireland),  Com.  (*»615;  d;  9,6(9, 

1448,1449 

French,  Mr.  F„  Boscommon 
Great  Weatem   Railway   (Ireland),  '">I58;— 

Standing  Orders  ISO;— Lcbtc,  229,280;— 

<»>805;— Privilege,  964 
Kentisb   Railways  -~  Captain  Boldaro  and  lb. 

Bonham,  (">I805 
Poor  Law  (Scotland),  Leave,  (W  1423 
Poor  Law  Unions  (Ireland),  "najS;  ""BM 
Poor  Ratea,  Illegal  Committala  for,  ""  1395 
Railwaya  (Ireland)— Standing  Orden,  *">986, 

288 

Fresh  Water  Fishing  (Scotland)  Bill, 
I  IR,*  W630;  2R.»  B84;  3R.»  (W277j  t. 
1R.*5M;  2R.  WM79;  Rep.*ib.a02i  dR.* 
476;  I.  Royal  Assent,  1341 ;— see  J^^uUnaa 

Game  Laws,  The, 
c.  Com.  moved  for,  1»153.  622;  Amend.  (Mr. 
C.  Berkeley),  624,  [o.  a.  A.  100,  N.  13,  M.  871 
628;  2nd  Amend,  [o.  a.  A.  69,  N.  29,  U.  »] 
629;  Petition,  (Lord  CampbeU)  L  WSSS;- 
~     ■   ■        ~      ■      (Mr.  Hum*)  109* 
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Gome*  and  Wagert  Act  Amendmtnt  Bill, 
I  IR.*  «"11B»;  2H.»  U28(  3R.'  1«>M2] 
c.  1R.*3H;  2R.  793^  Rq>.>889i  Com.  c£ 
17;  Amend.  (Hon.  C.  fierkelef),  [o.  g.  A.  S7, 
N.  3,M.  34]  11%;  Rep.*  lia3;3R.<uU.  cL 
(Mr.  Hume),  [A  10,  K  «,  M.  M]  1296j  I 


1  ComnuUee>,<"m90, 


Oaskbll,  Mr.  J.  Milnes,  Wenlock 
t/byuooth  College,  3R.  «•»  637 


_  __J.  Amend.  (Mr.  Cobden)  [o.  o.  A.  347, 
N.  113, M.  134]t«>9e9;  Addieu moved, (Mr. 
Cnbden)llB2;  RepI;,  (•»  14 

Geological  Surety,  Sill, 
e.  IR.'  "«73i  2R.»330i  Hep."  525;  3R.» 
617;  L   IR.*  051;  2R.'  870;    R^.*   1026; 
3R.*  1078;  Rojil  Auent,  1271 

GisiON)  Mr.  T.  M.,  Manchester 

Agricultunl  Stsliatits,  '"'SAO,  371 
Auction  Dutia,  Repeid  of  the,  "■)271 
BilU  of  ExchuRe,  3R.  Amend.  (»)645 
Bniili  the.  Trade  wiib,  •">  343  {~~  Commercial 

Trerty  with.  "•>  176  <■">  1371  ;_EngU»h  Re- 

ridentsin,  <'>)  1371 
Biiller  and  Cheete,  Dutie*  on.  Com.  moved  for, 

«>951 
Calico  Print  WorU,  2R.  f*  1377 
CoUent  (Irduid),  Com.  <■"  485 
Cora  Laws— Agricullunl  Protection,  ""  188; 

— Trade  iiilli  Auitnlia,  Com.  mored  lor,  <*" 

311 
Coun^  R*te>,  2R.  <"»  380, 388 
CuMomi  Duties — Lard,  '">  IISI 
Field  Garden*,  Com.  d.   I,  «<>'  1419;  d.  14, 

1426 
Fiouicisl  Statement— The  Budget,  C"  606 
Gome  Law  Convictiona,  "*>  1094 
Import  Duties  ( India),  t")  301 
LauiDur,  Colonel,  Case  of.  Com.  moTed  for, '-"' 

1197,1198 
Lunatica,  Rep.  (*>>  1416 
Majnooth  Colieeo,  Com.'"'  1175 
Plata,  Rio  de  la.  Blockade  of  the,  I")  476 
Roiiwaj'S,  Anulgsmalion  of,  (^>  620 
Session,  Business  of  the,  1«"  1503 
Slaie  Trade— Panicipation  of  Britiah  Mercbanta 

in,  I'l'  481 
Slave  Trade  (The  Bmiili).  Com. ""869;  Amaid. 

1043,1064;   d.  I,   1065;   r/.  3,  1072;  cl  i, 

1043;  Rep.  1286,  1290 
SoRar  Duties,  i™  328;  Amend.  1043;  "«l  346, 

458,  470,  484,  486,  487  ;  Res.  4,  506,  929 
Trinity  College  {  Dublin),  (W  608 
Waste  LwKb  (AuKialia),  Com.  <»'  1298 

GiU>ert  Unions, 
e.  Com.  moTe(tfor,(Hoii.  M.  Sutton)  C>n315 


OiLL,  Mr.  T.,  Plymmh, 

Atmospheric  Railmji,  Com.  moved  Ibr.  '^  945 
Companiea  Clauaes  Conaolida.ion,  Com.  tL  II, 

""1158,  1159 
Railirar    Claiue*  Comolidadon,  Com.  d.  tB, 

iro637 

GisBojisK,  Mr.  T.,  Nottingham, 
Auction  Duties,  Repeal  of  the,  (">  297 
Croydon  and  Aihford  Railway,"')  14 
Grand  Junction  Railway,  Com.  ""  505 
Oxford  and  Rugby  RailiraT,  Rep.  '■"''  1002 
Poor  Rates,  111^  Committals  for.  <"'  1396 
Raitwayi — RepMl  of  Act,  Leave,  <"!  287 
Rallvays,   Fuat  Report  of  Comuiiltee,  "*>  276, 
285;— Standing  Ordera,  "«   1066,  <~>432i 
Res.  <">  1241 ;— Committees— Votes  of  Chair- 
men, u«  343 ;— LegiilMioo,  799 ;  (*"  1 154 

Gladstone,  Right  Hon.  W.  E.,  Nmark 
upon  Trent 
Address  in  Answer  lo  the  Speech,  ""  77 
Agricultural  Statiitics,  <">  367 
Auction  Dutiei,  Repeal  of  the,  O'  98B 
Colleges  [Ireland), 2R.  <■•"  1261;  Com.  d  14 

("'1I5 
Companies  Clauses  Consolidatioa,  Com.  d.  15, 

<'''929;d:  111,  931;  Rep.  <">  49 
Com  La«B — Trade  mth  Australia,  Com.  moved 

for,  !«•)  296 
Cusioms    Duties  — Hides,    CU    1176;  — Ltrd, 

1198;- Rosin,  1200 
Cusioms  ( Import  Outiei),  SR.  ™  JOM 
Mayoooth  College,  2R.  '»>  520,  873,  1020 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  Com.  d,  1, 

«"  1477  ;  d.  35,  i"'  424 
Railway  Clauses  Consolidation,  Re-com.  d.  12, 

W58,  d.  20,  271;  iJ.  66,637;  d  70,779 
Railways— Board  of  Trade,  <">  133,  180;  Re. 

ports,  535, 539;— Standing  Orden,  <">  1063; 

(•»433 
Sunr  Dutiea,  ('t'  1118. 1238. 1268, 1302, 1303; 

Com.  <">  SSO,  247,  445,  492 
Sugar,  Spamsh  Colonial,  '■>:  541, 544,  554,  500^ 


Gladstohb,  Capt.  J.  N.,  Iptmch, 
Majnooth  College,  Com.  *'•>  1272 


GloM,  (Exci*e  Duty)  Bill, 
e.  IR.' c'lO;  2R.»   167;  Com.  299;  Hep.' 
306;  3R.'874;  7.  1R.»  458;  2R.»578i  Rep.' 
671 1  3R.*  842;  Royal  Asent,  1230 

Gleklyoh,  Lord 

Address  in  Answer  lo  the  Speed,  ""  13 

Gloucester    and    Birmingham    Bailnay, 
tVolverhampton  Line, 
c.  2R,  W414.  [A.  41,  N.24  M.  19]  415;— 
see  Tabuiar  Form  at  aid  oflmkx 

GoDsoH,  Mr.  R,,  Kidderminster, 
Maj-nooth  CoUege.  3R.  "•'  624 
Railway*— Broad  and  Nutow  Oaugs,  Bap,  '*'l 
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Gold,  Light, 
e.  AddiHi  moTtid,  <Mr.  Hume)  <•»  lOW,  [«.  «. 
A.64,N.  34,  M.SO]  1190 

Qoodt,  Warthouihig  of.  Bill, 
e.  IR.»<"1668;2R.'9G0;  Rep.*  IISBi SR.' 
1103:  l  IR.*  1170;  3R.*  1271:  Rni.*  1304; 
Sa*  1340;  Rojil  Amtat,  A. 

Goal,  Mr.  M.,  Bamtlaplt, 

AuctkiD  Dulic*.  Reped  of  the,  (>*>  288 
Manioath  CoUi^,  ZK.  <">  7X;   Com.  cL  4, 

»»>128 
MiuetiiM  of  Alt  in  Coiponte  Towiu,  I^een,  '^ 

sei 

GoBiNa,  Mr.  C,  Skoreham, 
Meynooth  CoUege,  2R.  "•'  778 

GoaroKD,  Esrl  of 
Tenanb  CompenMtion  (IkUmI),  2R.  AmeniL 
O)  HIS 

OouLBDRir,   Right  Hod.   H.  tet  Ciian- 

CELLOK  OF  THE  ExCHBttUia 

Graptok,  Duke  of 

'  Direct  LtndoD  and  PorttouMitii  RailinT,  Ken. 
(WI853 
Bitim;*,  <•»  aw 

Grahak,  Right  Hon.  Sir  J.  R-  G.,  Dor- 
cheiter, 
Addren  in  Aiwwer  to  the  Speed),  «">  JOB 
Agnriui  OuUigei  (Iraluid),  <">  1349 
AgriculUml  InlereM,  The,  (">  SS4 
AndoTer  Union,  <•"  1450 
AuOtioD  Duties,  Repeal  of  the,  <'*>SS3 
BaDkiiu(Scotluid).  Com.  W'lW 
BuUrd>,<nS27 
Bilb  of  Exdunge,  3R.  <»  645 
Calico  Print  Woriu,  Leftie,  '■m  656,  663;  '''>*> 

938;  2R.  1368 
Cbuiiwl  Muidi,  Uwi  of  the,  m  174,  lOM, 

1097;  l">481 
ChAntid>]e  BequeA  Bni,  <M  673, 1089 
Chwitable  Tnab,  <»)  179 
Chittel  lntertst((Rad  PropertT), 2R.  (•<'J244 
Circuit!,  Chuge  ia  the,  <■">  S40. 941 
Cod  Minei,  Acddenti  in,  <»>  726. 
CoUGgei(Irelai>d),Le«ve,«<»34S.S77iSR.HS3, 

llS4,.n3S,  1136. 1144,1158;  Com.  <*»4SZ, 

485, 48S,  48%  499, 495. 496, 496,499;  Rep. 

636, 630.  6S1 ;  Com.  1007, 1043, 1052,  1060, 

1063.  1071,  1318.  1353;   d.  I,   1356,  1861, 

1362,  1369  ;   cL    10,  1381,   1391 ;  H.  14,  W 

101.111;  Rep.  S3S;  3R.  321 
Comniituli  \>y  Police  Mwiitratei — Mr.  MAjer, 

t»i75;  iwijoil 
ComoMD  Lkw  Proceo,  Com.  Explination,  <"> 

757 
Condemned  Sermons,  <'*>  232 
Cora  Lam,  Repeal  of  tlie,  Com.  mured  br,  <■" 

329,364 
Count;  Couili,  <»)  152 
Count;  Magittrotet,  'WII39,  II40 
CouDly  R«e«,  2R.  '""387 
Dor  SteJini,  2R.  ti'SSS;  Com.  1186 
Eccletiutidl  Commisnon  ( Ireland),  >*"  705 
Ecclenastical  CouiU,  '7'  169 


GmAiiAit,  Rl  Hon.  ^  J.— 
Educitioa  ( Ireland),   Return  mDicd  tot,  W 

1555 
Ejectmenb  in  Roakihire,  "*>  144 
Pee*  in   Criminal  Courti,  2a.W>969i  Com. 

107S 
Field  Gardem.  Leare,  'wsig;  qh.  0*1363; 

Coai.(*»247:  d.  1,  <*'>  1418.  1422 
Rre,  Precautiani  aoainA,  ""'  1232 
Free  Church  (Sooduid),  *■"  1093 
Gane  Uw  Coniictioni,  <">  1094,  1095 
Game  Lawi,  Uw,  Com.  mored  for,  "■>  79, 89, 


Oueme;,  Uwi  of;  w>  1 096,  1097 

Harfaoun  of  Refige,  "n  IAS 

Health  of  Toinii,OTi]S3i:  (w  337,  357 

luolrent  Debton  Act  AmeDdmeot,  <">  1150^ 

1S39, 1340;  Com.  moved  for,  (">  1019 
IntenoeDtaiD  Towni,  i'')  1234;  ""325,  1212 
JerKj,  Law*  o(  <"'  174 
Juitioei  Cleiki  and  Clerts  of  the  Peeoe,  Lean^ 

tm  834 ;  2R.  ™  514.  513,  759,  762 
Kentiih  RaUwan— CapLBoideroand  Mr.  BoD- 

ham,  "»S01,  802,  e05;~Mr.  Wrav,  1382. 

1387, 1389, 1390;  1414 
Urin^  Auomenlation  of  Small,  <■*>  1442 
Lunatic  Anlumi  and  Pauper  Luoatici,  Leave, 

(">I97i  2R.  IIM 
Lunaticih  Com.  "»a95,  417;  (Z  2,527,  528; 

529;  d;  5,615;  SR.  <uU.  dL  891.  892 
Luoatica  (Criminal)  Soolland,  u°l  959 
Man,  l)le  of,  Lawi  of  Ihe,  (•■'  397,  398;  115% 

1154 
Haun,  Joeeph,  Caie  ot  <">  473 
Majer,  Mr.,  Caae  cS,  W  175 ;  »"  101 1 
Majnooth   CoUwe.  2R.   ("'510,  914;  Com. 

)I9e:  3R.  (••'529.694 
Map,  William.  Cau  of,  <■»  13G9 
Maiiini,  M.  ("'  170;  Exculpation  tt,  (■■>396, 


aos 

Medicd  Rebtm,  nn  1370;  oodOO 

MlKcllaneoua   Eitimatet  — Slate  P 

111).  1388 
Miueumi  of  Art,  Com.  "»  387 
Muaenmi,  Public,  Com.  '">  1399 
Nbt;  Etfimatea,  (■>  824 
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Slave  Trade, 'n)e,C»"!£23 
Heritable  Securitiet  (Scotland)  Bill, 
c   IR.-  ('»)«9;   2R.«  887;   Bep.»  OM374, 
1054;  aR.*   1921;  L    IB.*   1856;  2B.*  "» 
1015;  Rep.  1190;  SR.*   1305,  Roj^  / 


.glc 
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IfuUt,  (Cuttomt  Dutiet), 
e.«")li73,(A.  73,  N.  27,  M.  46]  1180 

High  CortitttMet  Bill, 

I   IR."    i">32;   2R,*    430;    Rep.-  '"'SSIs 

3R.  651 
H'tgknay  Ratei  Bill, 

c.  ]R.»  W3B6i  2R.>  472;  Rep.*614:  3R." 

617;   L    IR.'  616;   2R.*  651;    Rep.*  716; 

3R.*  S7I 1  Ro;^  Aaeat,  1271 

H'tghwayM  Bill, 
c  IR-'twaaSj  2R.»617;  Rep.*  791 ;  8R.» 
889;  L  1R.-B70;  8R.>  1078;  Rep.*   1130; 
9R.*  1171  i  Royal  Aneni,  1276 

HiKDE,  Mr.  J.    H.,  NtKcaitU  on  Tyne 
Atmoiriteric  Railnajr*,  Com.  moved  for,  ""  Ml 
FlDincul  Ststemenl—Tlie  Dudjiet,  I'^'SOl 
Greenwich   Hotfulal,   Commiuonen  of— Col-- 

liery  Bailmy,  Le«ie,  i">442 
Railiraj»— SUndipg  Oidera,  >">  2S1 

HiNDLET,  Mr.  C,  Athton  under  Lyne 
Boere,  The— South  Africa.  <W475,  474 
Colleget  (Iretukd),  Com.  Ret.  (">  IIOI ;  tL  19, 

Eicliuion  of  Memben  from   (be  IMviiion,  '"> 

1007 
VTee  Chun^  ( Scatlind),  <■■>  1098 
Ludstics,  Com.  ct  3,  '*"  "" 


Prote^ng  Dissenting  Ministers,  " 


Supu- 


Dutie 


»l5ia 


Supply— PentonviUe  PriMn,  W711.  712  — 
South  Austral i&,  1163;— Indian  Department 
(Canada),  1167; — .Noncoufonnist,  Icr,  Mi- 
niileis  (Inland),  1236;— Net*  Zealand,  1250, 
1251;— St.  Maigaiet'B  WeatoiinKer,  1253; 
— Civil  ContingeDciei,  1283 

;,  Riglit  Hon.  Sir  J.  C,  Nolling- 


HoDoaoN,  Mr.  R.,  Bemiek  on  Tweed 
Greenwich   Hospital,   Commisiiuners  of — Col- 
liery Railway,  Leave.  '''^  444 
RailnayB— Board  of  Tmde,  <">  173 

HoGO,  Mr.  .T.  W.,  Beverley 

Court  Martial  on  Mr.  Hollis, '"» 1010;  <"'  139 
Sattare,  Rajah  of,  Address  moved.  <*"  917 
Sugar  Duties,  Com.  Amend.  ""210,241,488, 
494 

Hollit,    Mr.,    Case    of— Court    Martial 
(India), 
c.  Question,  (Mr.  B.  Eicott)"">  1009;  '»i'138j 
Correspondence  moved  for, '"'  1453 

Holyhead  Harbour, 
e.  ttuesliou,  (Mr.  W.  O.  Stanley)  <m  ]  1G3 


Hong'Kong, 
c  QueoioD.  (Dr.  BowHiik)  <''^>  1203;  (Mr.  J. 
A.  Smith)  <•')  600  i-( Supply).  <«"  1168 

Hojie,  Hon.  C,  LinlithgowtlnTe 

Greenwich  Hospital,  Commisdonert  of— Colliery 
Railway,  Lease,  ("'441,  444 

HoFE,  Mr.  A.  J.  B.,  Maiditotie 
Colleges  (Ireland),  Leave,  <*»S99;  2R.*1251; 
Rep.  <»li  6« 


HoFE,  Mr.  O.  W.,  SavlhampUm 

Afrinini,  Treatment  of  Libetaled ,  V  Hgs 
1195 

Bandieras,  The,  ""  831 

Boers,  The— South  A6ica,  '*  475.  478 

Brazil,  Commercial  Trcan  with,  '<"  1373 

CanadB— Eleclioni,  (">340 

Ceylon,  ""  1320;  —  Compulsory  Dinxisal  of 
Lmd.  W  1126,  1129,  1130,  IS86 

Colonial  Accounts,  Com.  moTed  for,  ^^  1330 

Education  (Malta).  ""  1200 

Emigration— Dr.  Rolph, '">445 

Hong-Kong,  ""1208;  ""flOl 

Idolatry  in  Ceylon, ""  600 

LautouT,  Colonel,  Case  of  Com.  moved  for,  <•" 
1198 

New  Zealand,  Correnpondence  moTed  fbr. 
Amend.  <"»  652.  653,  688, 691,  692,  693;- 
Lord  Stanley,  691,  802,  893,  897,  902.  963, 
1094,  1112,  1120,  1126;— Captain  Fitiroy, 
•""OS,  172,  186;  — The  CoHipany,  lOW; 
—Cum.  moved  for,  <">  692,  718,  732,  761, 
788,  803;  Reply,  ("I  473  ;— Mr.  C  Bullcr^ 
Motion,  314,  8d0,  888,  1023; —(Supply), 
1238,  1248,  1249,  1250,  1368 

Postal  Communication  with  Nenfouodlani  <"' 
1449 

Siare  Trade,  Address  moved,  W"  219 

Sugar  Duties,  iw  931.  032 

Supply— Bermuda.  '"11162;  — Western  Aus- 
tralia, 1163;— South  Austrslii,  ll64i^Port 
EisinMon,  ib.  ;  Ecclesiastical  EstabliEhmenls 
BriliiE  North  American  ProvincC5,116fl,  1166; 
—Indian  Department  (Canada),  1168;— 
Stipendiary  Justices  (West  Indies),  ib.;— 
New  Zealand,  1238, 1248,  1249, 1250 

TrcuMiorted  Convicls, '""  941 

Van  Dietnen's  Land,  (™'  322 

Wuhington  Treaty,  The  — Lord  Ashburton, 
<""  173.  174 

Waste  [^nds  (Australia),  2R.  tW  1270;  Com. 
1298 

Waste  L«nd«  (Australia),  (No.  2)  Leave,!"' 


HoREUAK,  Mr.  E.,  Coctermmilh 
Game  Law  Convictions,  I")  1095 
Penang  Sugar,  (n>  1160 
Railways,    Fir«    Report   ot,     Comminec,  <'*> 

28S 
Railway  Clauses  Consolidalion,  Com.  cL  70^  <"* 

778 

Hours  ofBwineM, 
c.  Remark,  (Mr.  Brolberton)  W 1140 
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Howard,  Mr.  P.  H.,  CarlUle 
AeddenU  on  Riatrayn,  <"'  1219 
Builer  uid  Cheeie,  Dutiei  on,  Cora,  moved  for, 

("'952 
CoUegei  (Inlmd),  Com.  d.  i4,  ""  114;  d. 

19.  119 
Harboun  of  Refiige,  <•»  1234 
LunMic  Aijlums  tod  Pauper  Lunatic*,  Com. 


New  ZeiUnd,  <*"  1368 

People,  Condition  of  the,  <"■>  95i 

Poltmger,  Sir  H.,  Serricei  of,  " 

Railway  AcddenU,  <■■'  1446 

-      *-         -  ■.nofibo,»»490 


niQDS 


HoKard  t.  Tht  Sergeant  at  Arnu—Privi- 
Uge. 
c.   (Solicitor  Oenenl'i  Motion),  cnSSS;   <^> 
517:  601  (  Report,  lOOS,  1007;  Amend.  Adj. 

glie  Solicitor  General),  n06i  Amend.  (Mr. 
ume),  it.  ;  Adj.    A.  96,  N.  JO,  M.  46]  1131 ; 
"   -\m  of  Error.  1208;  Amend. 


»  202,  287;- 


HowicK,  Viicount,  Sunderland 

Addren  in  Amwer  to  Ihe  Speechi  ^'^  129 
Atmotpberic   Railwav^   Com.   moved  for,  ^ 

941 
Coal  Trade— Port  ot  Loodoo,  Com.  d.  2.  ^ 

481 
Com  Lam,  Effects  ot,  on  Accriculluruti,  <">  820, 

8fi0:— Trade  wllb  AuBtndia,  Com.  moved  for, 

<**' 333;— Repeal  of  the.  Com.  moved  for,  "" 

378 
Croydon  and  AUiford  Railwaj,  '">  11 
CuWomi  Dutin— Hides,  ("'  1178 
Financial   Statement  —  The   Budget,  < 


Hdme,  Mr.  J.,  Montrote, 

AddrcB  in  Anncer  to  the  Speech,  Report,  <"> 

154 
Agricultural  Statistics,  <>*>  369 
Army  Enlitlment.  Address  mored  for,  <■"  1409 
Am;  Estimate*.  "*'  1396 ;  <">  212. 215 
Auction  Duties,  Repeal  of  the,  "*'  2B7 ;  Amend. 

296,208 
Banking  (Ireland  and  Scotland),  Com.  (misss, 

1357 
Banking  (Scotland),  Com.  <">  148;  d.\,  173, 

175;  cf.  8,241  ;et  10,  i6. 
Braziii,  the,  EnRliih  Reudents  in,  ""  1372 
Bu«ne*ioftheHou«e,<'*>  1220 
Butter  and  Cbe«*e,  Dulie*  on.  Com.  moved  for, 

(«952 
CaUeo  Print  Woria.  Leave,  m  660;  SR.  "" 

1382 
Call  of  the  House,  l»)  804 
Canada — Eledions,  '■''• 


>  498, 


Grand  Junction  RailiiB;,  Com.  ^"^SBS 

Great   Wttiem   Bailiva;  (Ireland)— Standiog 

Orders, «"» 181 
Kentish   Coast   Railmj— Board  of  Trade,  l'*) 

1316 
Malt.  Drawhack  on,  2R.  (*°>  951 
Havnooth  CoHese,  Com.  "» 1091,  1273 
New   Zealand,   "*>  681 ;— Lord   Stanley,  892, 

895;— Com.  moved  for,  I'D  747,  815,  928 
OpeDinB  Leileis — The  Pott  Office,  Com.  moved 
for,  Amend.  <"»893;  Oi  166 ;— Leave,  t") 
324 
People,  Condition  of  the.  <"»  909,  969 
Privilege— Printed  Papers— (The    Setgeant-at- 
Armi),  <"'>520,  1102.   1106,  1J07;— Com- 
plaint. (Mr.  Roebuck)  "1)609  ;  Amend.  614; 
— (Keddelland  others  if.  Parrotl)  l"' 90,  95, 
lOI 


Railwan — Private  Committees — Board  of  Trade, 
t")140;  Amend.  149,  150.  152.171  ;<«>  1156; 
—Repeal  of  Act,  Leave,  257 ;  Report,  530, 539 ; 
l»]  936,  937,  938 ;— (  Mr.  Morrison's  Resolu- 
tions), <w>  12i8 ;  -  Standing  Ordeii,  <»'  1071 ; 
Legislation,  '">  798.  803 1— Business,  856  ;— 
Bills.  Com.  moved  for,  <"i)  132 

Slave  Trade,  The,  Rei.  <•»  1 174 

South  Wales  Rulway,  Rep.  «>"  138 

Suinr  Duties,  (^  f  103,   1120;  <'*>441.  445. 
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:o  Printworks, 


Children,  Emplovn 

Leave,  i'"  660:  2R.  ""  1382 
Coal.  Eiport  Duties  on,  <">  2*0 
Coal  Trade— Port  of  London,  Com.  et  2;  <•*• 

480;3R.iuU.  (Z  1039. 1041 
Colleges  ( Ireland).  Rep.  l")  628 ;  3R.  <«  348 
Colonial  Accounts.  Com.  moved  for,  "■)  1330 
Comminals  bj  Police  Magiitrates—Mr.  Mayer, 

!">  175 
Committees.  Memben  serving  on,  <**'  167 
Commons  Endosura.  Com.  <*"  W 
Corporate  Privileges  (ScoUand),  '■■>  1088 
County  Count, ""  152 
CounW  Magittntea,  <■»  1140 
County  Rates,  an.  (•"387 
Customi  Duties,  Com.  <">  933;— Thrown  SiHc, 

1207 
Cuitonu  (Import  Duties),  3R.  t'*'  1005 
Dog  Slewing,  2R.  Amend.  <")S84 
Educational  Institutions,  Mr.   Ewart's,  Res.  '■"> 

1147 
EUenbomugh,  Lord,  Correspondence  concern- 
ing, <"'  237, 238 ;  Motion  withdrawn.  i«  475 
Field  Gardens.  Leave,  ("SIC;  Com.  <■■>  245 
FJoaaoal  Statement — The  Budeel,  <■">  500 
Free  Church  (ScotUnd)  "*>  1097 
Game  Uw  Convictions,  <W  1094 
Game  Idws,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  ""  100 
Games  and  Wagen,  9R.  aiU.  cL '**'  1296 
Oreenwich   Hospital,   Commisuoneii   of— Col- 
liery Railway,  (">  442 
Hafod  Estate,   Sale  of  the,  IW  398,  405,  407, 

439 
Harbouta  of  Refoge.  '•"  )234 
Hsrboum.  Seliing  of.  <•»  100 
Heallh  of  Towns,  W  335 
Import  Duties  (India),  (">)  300 
Income  Tax,  The,  W"  793;— Abuses  under, '» 

1216 
Light  Gold.  Addicts  moved,  W  1099 
Lighting  the  House  of  Commoni.  <">  1237 
Lunatics.  3R.  add.  d.  <*"  891,  892 
Malt.  Drawback  o     "~ 


rlaynooUi  ... 

Com.  1315;  0^2,  122.123;  Rep.  ^ 
Money  Bills — Order   of  Proceeding. 


11,6,  «•>  1277. 1281, 1287  J '» 
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HtWE,  Mr.  J.' 
fisfj.  Slate  of  the.  Com.  mored  for,  '">  406 
New  Zealand— Lord  Sfanlej,  t")  89%  900,  901 ; 

— (Suppiv)  "»'  1289 
Officen  of  Ihe  Houae,  "»  13 
OpcninB  Leiter»— The  Posl  Office,  Com.  moTed 

for.  (I"  716 ;  <«>  177 ;  <>»'  205;  Le»»e.  328 
Poor  Law  AmendmeDl  (Scotland),  Leaie,  C) 

1421;  2a.  <"')  418;  Com.  436;  (•'>41B;  d: 

35.4-25 
Poor  Ratei,  Illegd  Commillali  for,  '"'>  1393, 

13EU 
Post  Office,  Abuses  intlie,(">  1323,  1324 
Pottitmer.  Sr  H..   Scrricra  of,  "">  959,  960,  "w 
I       1374,  I394;"i>619 
Printe  Bills,  Eipenies  of  psBunir, '"'  320 
Privileire  —  Printed   Puwrs,   ""603;    Report, 

1008,  1009.  UOa  1102,1105;  Amend.  1100, 

1130;— Writ  of  ImjT.  '"'  1217;    Amend. 

1219 ;  —  Complaim,  (Mr.    Roebuck)   607; 

(Keddell  and  others  v.  ParroK)  <»>  91,  94,  95 
Property  Tai,  K^,  <"'  579 
Public   Building!,   Fees  of 

1974.  1376 
lUilnny  Clauw*  Coniolidalioa,  Lord*'  Amends. 

W)6 
BailwBjv—Private  Committees— Board  of  l^sds, 

'")  150;— First  R^wrt  of  Committee,  <™  281, 

296,   3D2,   304;  — Board  of  Admiralt;,  <•!) 

1315 
Regiments,  Expense  of,  ('*>  455,  456 
Satta^^  Rajah  at.  Address  moved,  <">  892,  893, 


London  and  York  Railwav,  Report,  *">  I31S 

Maynooth  Colleire.  2R.  1*  993 


1,  Com.  moTed  for,  <* 
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948 
School  of  Desif 
Sciode,  '">  1 19!. 
Session,  Business  of  the,  <■*>  83 
Sessional  Ordera— InteriErencc  of  Peers,  ""  IJ 
Silk  Weaveis,  3R.  ("l  1451,  1452 
SlBTe  Trade,  The.  <""  214 ;— Participation 

British  Merchants  io,  «"  481 
South  Ea»tera  Railway^Mr.  Wray,  «"  1408 
Sugar   Duties,    Com.   f"'  223,  255,  256,  443, 

483,485,492;   Res.  4.  508,509,  514;  Com. 

917,923;  d.  13,927 
Suppij,  'W212,  213,  215 ;— Eichequet  Bills, 

345;  —  Nonconfbmiist,  kc,    Miaiiten  (li 

land).  i«»  1236 ;— Ne«  Zealand,  1239 
Tobacco  Trade,  <">  1509 
Trinity  College  (Dublin),  (»»'606 
Union  Workhouses  (Ireland). '"'  1446,  1447 
Universities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Address 

moved  fcr,  l**'  440 
Universities  (Scotland).  2H.  f«>271 
Wa'hinRton  Treaty,  The— Lord  Ashburton, 

174. 175 
Waste  Lands,  (Australia)  Com.  <"'  1297 
Ways  and  Means,  <"'  237 
Wndow  Duties,  Returns  moved  for,  <f"8S 

Com.  moved  for.  'TO  1077. 1082 


Sugar  Duties,  Com.  ""9I9,921;£i  13,927 

HuTT,  Mr.  W,,  Gateshrad 

Africans,  Treatment  of  Liberated,  ""  1197 
Coal  Trade— Port  of  London.  Com.  cl.  2,  <W 

485 
Com  Laws — Trade  with  Australia,  Com.  moved 

for,  (»'  292,  332,  338 
Customs  Duties,  Com.— Grease,  CW  1044 


SUve  Trade.  Tbe,  Res.  tsi)  1156 
SbveTrade(TheB(aiik),Com.<")]05B;  Ses. 
add.  d.  I2H 

Supply— Miscellaneom  Estimales,  <"'>*1335; — 
Statues  in  the  New  Houses  of  Parliament,  Cs» 
1256 

Idolatry  in  India, 

c  Question,  (Sir  R.   R   Inglu)  "^ 238;— « 
C5foi,c<">600 

Illegal  Committals  for  Poor  RaUt, 
c.  Question,  (Sir  J.  Easthi^)  (W  1389 

Import  Dutiet  (Cattoms  Bill), 
c.  IR.'"")  1211;  2R.«  1298;   Rep.*n»)306: 
3R.    1092;   L  IR.'  1096;   2R.'  1433;  Own. 
Amend.  (Duke  of  Richmond)**"  157;  Amend. 
iieg.i&.t  3R.*  225;  Royal  Assent,  277 

Import  Dutiei  (Finance), 

L    Returns  moved   lor,  (Lord   MoDteaoI*)  C) 

Import  Dutiei  (India), 
c.  Papers  moved  for,  (Mr.  Hume)  C<>a00 

Imprisonment  for  Debt, 
I.   PetitJon,  (Lord  Broogham)  C^lSl7i—tte 
Iiuolvnt  DAton  Act  AmauiaKiil  Act 

Incloture  of  Common*,  see  Encloture 

Income  Tax,  The, 

c.  ("'ail ;  (Mr.  Roebuck's  Motion)  7Sl,rA.  3a. 
N.  275.  M.  242]  821 ;  [o.  9.  A.  226.  N.  SOl  M. 

196]  823 

Income  Tax  Bill, 
e.  IR.-  w)928;  2H.»  l"l46i  Com.  Amend. 
(Captain  Osborne)  325,  [o.  ?.  A.  96,  N.  23, 
W.  73}  349:  ci  1,350;  Amend.  (Mr.  Cutleis), 
[A.  17.  N.  69,  M-  52]  361 ;  et  2,  352;  ReiC 
add.  d.  (Mr.  C.  Buller)  528.  [0.  9.  A.  240.  s! 
112,  M.  128]  614 ;  add.  rf.  (.Mr.  Miles),  [A.  92, 
N.  196,  M.  1041620;  3R.  729;  add.  d.  (Mr 
Spooner)  731,  [A.  39.  N.  151,  M.  112]  736; 
2nd  add.  d  ( Mr.  Spooner)  738,  [A.  26.  N.  87, 
M.  611  743;  add.  d.  (Mr.  W»Uey)  744j  d. 
my.  746;  add.  d.  (Mr.  Foistcr)  ib. ;  d  nta. 
747;  add.  d.  (Sir  R.  H.  Inglis)  A.,  fA.  & 
N.  59,  M.  34]  751 ;  That  the  Bill  do  pan,  752- 
Bill  pasted.  759;  L  IR.*  771;  r.  (Question). 
(Mr.  Collett)784;  I  2R.  950;  Rep.«  10*9; 
3R.  "wia4;(HWct  (Dukeof  Richmond)  166; 

d.  neg.  A.;    BiU  passed,  it. ;    ProteM,   167  j 
Royal  Assent,  225 

Income  Tax,  Ahutes  under  the, 
c.  Returns  moved  for,  <"'  I20I  ■.—Oat  of  Ma. 
JGng,  1319;  Remarks,  (Chaacellm'of  Ae  Ex- 
chequer) 1418 

Income  Tax,  Hardships  under  the, 
luestton,  (Mr.  E.  Ellioe)  (^^ 724 
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Indmnily  Bill, 
c.  Ilf<"l284!  21l.»at2j  Hep.*  516;  3H.» 
fiM;  L  IR.*  784;  2R*  ](Kt7;  Rol*  1159; 
aR.*l.t7i  Rojal  Anent,  (")  1341 


IndiO'-CorTetpondeticc  concerning  Lord 
EUenboTough, 
c  Question,  (Mr.  Hume)  <">  S37i  Motion 
withdrawn  W  475 ;  — IdoLitry.  (  Sir  H.  H. 
IngliO  238;— Onrawucatun  witi.  (Sir  J.  C 
HobfaouBc)  etiBi— Import  Dutiei,  Papen  moved 
foi,  (Mr.  Hume)  "»  900;— Court  Martial  <m 
Mr.  HoBu.  Quertion,(Mr.  R  E«»tt)l*»1009  ; 
»i)  139; — Corrtnifmdeact  moved  for,  C'  14^; 
— J:  Adoocatt  Grntral  of  BtMaJ,  QueitioD, 
(Lord  Broughwn)  121;  — e.  jfajoA  of  Sat- 
tara,  Addreu  moTed,  (Mr.  Hume),  893;  Mo- 
tjaii  D^.  949; — >ee  Paiaiy  Sugar — Scmde 


Infanticide, 


(Eul  of  Mount  Cubcl)  <"»  S35 

Infeflment  (ScotlandJ  Bill, 
c  1R.>  <">  429i  2R.*  887;  Com.  ™  386; 
Rep.  387,  1064;  3R.*  1321;   L  IR.*  1358; 
2R.*<"<1015;  Rep.- 1190:  SR.*  1305;  Ronl 
Aaeirt.<«»716 

Ihcebtke,  Viicount,  Staffordthire,  S, 
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Idolatry  in  India,  <'"238;^n  Ceylon,  I'D 600 
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Railwap  (Ireland)— Standing  Orders,  <*U288 
Roman  Catholic  Penal  Acts   Relief,  LeBTe,  <"> 

833;  Com.  Amend.  l»>234,  286 
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Com  lAm* — Tnde  with  Aintnlia,  Con.  moTed 

for,  (•»  3M 
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pot^Hmed,  1839 


Jmnt  Stock  Contpanieg  (Ireland)  Bill, 
c   1K.»    W>  12;  2R-   3aOi  3R.-  668;     t 
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Reply,  (Sir  B.  Peel)  (••>  II5S 
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291  ic.  1R.>3H;2R.>617:  Rep.  668;  3R.* 
791 ;  I  Royal  Anent,  1271 

Juetieei  Clerks  and  Clerks  of  the  Peace 
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luolTent  Debton  Act  Ameudment  Act,  Com. 

moTcd  for,  ("'  1019 
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1417 

Kii^  Consort.  TUU  of, 
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Auction  Dutiea,  Repeal  of  the,  "»  2EH 
Birmingham  and  Glouceiter  Rulmy  (Wolrer- 
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Limitation  of  Actiom  (  Debt)  Bill, 
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Auction  Duties,  Repeal  of  the,  <^>  298 
Banking  (  L^lacd  and  Scotland),  Com.  <-'■>  1353 
Bill*  of  Exchequer.  3R.  <»"  650 
Braiil,  Engliih  Reildenti  in.  "'l  1375 
CoJleges  (Ireland),  Leave,  ("^  395,  409;   Com. 

cL  10.  «"  383 ;  3R.  «"  342 
Commons  Enclosure,  Com.  cf.  1.  *"'  37 
Dog  Stealing.  2K.  '•i)3S4 
Financial  SlatemenC— Tlie  Budget,  <"> 509,567, 
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Games  and  Wagets,  2H, '"'  705 
Great   Western  Railway  (Ireland),   (">162;— 

Standing  Ordcr^  176  ;— Leave,  Amend.  Adj. 

229,  230,  231 
London  and  York  Railmv,  <"n433,  14.36 
Lunatics,  Com,  cL  3,  («i526,  527,  530;  cl  5, 

Amend.  614 
Officers  of  llio  House,  !"■>  13  ;  — Petition  of  the 
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Openinz  Letters— The  Post  Oflicc,  Com.  moved 

for.  l">734.  736i  '"'172,  1360;— Leave,  "" 

322 
Physic  and   Su^iery,  2R.  <">1358;   Re-com. 

W  255. -266.  267 
Privilege  —  Printed   Papers,   (Howard   r.   the 

Scrtteant  at  Arms)  I™)  1112  ;— <Keddell  and 

othere  u.  Pairott),  "D  1441  ;  '"1293 
Property  Tax,  Rep.  add  d.   ("'567;  3R,  add. 

d.  739 
Railmys^RepcsI    of   Act,    Leave,    <W270;— 

First   Report  of  Committee,   l"'291;— Mr. 

Morriion'i     Resolutiani,    1223; —  Voles    of 

Chairmen,    '»' 344  ;  —  Legiilation,   800;— 

Board  of  Admiralty,  (<i)|316i  Res.  1393 
Railways  (Ireland)— Standing  Orders.  <">289 
Railway  Clautca  Con«)lidaliGn(  Scotland),  (No. 

2.)""  760 
Silk  We»ve^^  3R.  Amend.  <">  1452 
Slave  Tfule,  The,  <""  21 4 
Sugar  Duties  Com.  Rei.  i"'  4, 509 
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for,i"»>324.326.327 
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Financial  Statement— The  Budget,  ""505 
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Land,   Peculiar  Burdens  on.  Com.  moved  for, 
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London  and  York  Railway.  Report,  Amettd.  <"• 

1309 ;— Hditious    Signatures,   1362;    SB. 

1365 
Maynooth  College,  Leave,  "*>  42,  66,  380,  392, 

^;   2R,  505.  510;    Com.   Amend.   1124, 

1179.  1205,  1261 
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tition, '"1  807,  974 
Opening     Letters^  The     Pott    Office,    Com. 

moved  for.  ''"'853 
Oxford  and  Rugby  Railwav,  Rep.  <■"  1003 
Privilege— Printed  Papers!  '"'603 
Properly  Tax,  That  Ibe  Bill  do  pass,  <"'  157 
PubUc  Business.  <•"  434.  43S 
Raiiway  Acddentm  <"'  1442,  1445,  1446 
Railways.  Firtl  Reprt of.  Com.  <'»302i— Votes 

of   Chairmen,    l»°>344  i^Broad  and   Karrow 

Gouge.   Rep.   '"'99S;    Commiasion  moved 

for.  1184 
Railways  ( Ireland )_Standina  Orders.  <«•'  289 
Smoke   Prohibition,  2R-   ""1365;    Rep.   <•« 
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c.  Question,  (Mr.  Somes)  (""1157 
Washington    Ttealf),    The  — Lord    A*h- 
burton, 
c.  Question,  (Lord  J.  Russell)  "°1 172 

Waste  Landu  (Australia)  Bill. 
L  IR.»(""430:2R.663;  3R.»1078ic.  1R.» 
1138;  2R.  1270;  Amend.  (Mr.  Aglionby), 
[A.  11,  N.  34.  M,  23]  1271;  Com.  Amend. 
(Mr.  Ha»es),  1297,  [o.  q.  A.  35,  N.  7.  M.  28] 
1298;  d.  12.  1299;  Rep.  ib.;  3R,»  1340; 
I,  Royal  Assent,  ib. 


A.  121.  N.  II,  M,  110]  32;  el.  I,  Amend. 
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Bill  do  pass,  [A.  48,  N.  0.  M.  48]  619 ;  t  IB.' 
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Amend.  (Lnrd  Stanley),  1135;  Rep.  1308; 
8R.'  1340;  RojiJ  Assent,  1516 

IVatch  and  Borough  Rates  Bill, 
c.  1R.*<'"12;  2R.*226j   Rup.»472i   3R.' 
52S;   tlR.*6I6;   2R.'130*:    Rep. •  1340; 
3R.-  1419;  Rayal  Assent,  1516 

W.«soK,  Mr.  W.  H..  Kinsale 

Circuits,  Chanpe  in  the,  '*»>  940 

Dog  Stealing,  2R.  '"'>  385 ;  Com.  cl  a  ]  188 

OpeninK  Letters — The  Post  Office,  Com.  moved 

for, '"'956;  '"I  175 
Pri»ilegp— Printed  Papers,  Report,  t*«  1009 
Roman  Catholic  Pcnnl  Acts   Relief,    Leave,  ^ 

833;  2R.   <''>144i,   1442;    w)  942,   943; 

Com.  W  279,  283,29! 

Watson,  Mr.,  Dismi$»al  of, 
c.  Question,  (Colonel  Vemcr)  W  1531,  1522 

Wawn,  Mr.  J.  T.,  South  Shield* 

Commons  Enclosure,  Com.  d.  S,  Amend.  <^ 

45.46 
Companies  Clauses  Consolidation,  Com.  d.  15, 

(771929 
Customs  R^uUtion,  SR.  Amend.  «»  1194 


Weighls  and  Measures  {Scotland), 
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.N.  Duke  of 
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1106.  1193 
Anlarelic  Eipedilion,  The,  l"'  948 
Banks  (Scotland),  '">  1052 
Bills  of  Exchange,  3R.  (">  1308 
Chaplains  of  Gaols— Tanelt's   Coofcnion,  " 
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Constabnlar;  Appoiotments  (Ireland), 

417;  <">  243,  246,  250 
Ecclesiaslical  Courts,  i"*  281,  262 
Finance— Import  Duties,  '!'>237 
Great   Western    Railway   (Ireland)— Breach  of 

Privilege.  («"  886.  1032.  1181,  1305 
Lunatic  Paupers  ( Ireland),  2R.  i"'  952 
Maynooth    College,    (7»)  459;    !«'   787;    2R. 

1160.  1162.  1336;  isi)25;  Com.  270;  3R. 

566,  567, 568,  574,  585 
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1033 
Peninsular  Officers  Peti^on,  '»•'  719 
Poor   Law  Amendment  (Scotland),  That  the 

Bill  do  pass,  (W  1185 
Privilege,  (Harlow  p.   Baker)  Report,  <"'  387, 

466 
Property  Tan,  2R.  ""  951 
Public  Business,  >"'  224,  240,  241 
Railway  Reports,  <">  510 
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Stamp  Duties  Assimilation,  3R.  ir*'  887 

Wemyss,  Captain  E.  J.,  FifeshiTe 
Wages,  Arrestment  of  (Scotland)  (No.  2), 
(SI)  759 

West  India  Islands  Relief  Bill, 

c.  1R.«(")G63;  2R.'852;  Rep."  1030; 
1182;  £1R.-  1119;  2R.*  1341;  Rep.'  13 
3R.*  1428 ;  Royal  Assent,  (»"  716 

West  Indian  Island*  Stipendiary  Justii 
{Supplt/), 
c.  [A.  61,  N.IO.  M.  Sll^lleS 
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(811 449 
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Westminster,  Marquess  of 

Coal  Trade— Port  of  London,  2.  <">  : 
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e.  Que*«on,  (Sir  R.  Inglis)  <•"  1365 
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Bastard  Children,  2R.  Amend.  "D  236 
Bills  of  Exchange,  3H.  <■"'>  1307 
Criminal  Lunatics  (  Scotland),  "»>  580 
Eccletdaslical    Courts   Consolidation,  Cinn. 

125 
Landlord  and  Tenant  Act  Amendment,  2R, 

1207 
Lunatic  Asylums  and  Pauper  Lunatics,  2R. 

1034,  1036;  Com.  1085 
Maynooth  College,  i"i  1052;  Com.  ""28£ 
Museums,  Public,  3R.  (">  1396 
O'DriscoU,  Mr.  Case  of,  (»'831 
Parliament,  New  Houses  of,  (W  927 ;— ExpL 

tion,  ("11203;— Address  moved,  I"'  1033 
Property  Tax,  2R    ^950 
Railway  Reports,  "^1  523;— Coasliog  Trade 

8;— Res.  392,  393 
Small  Debts  (Na  2),  Commons'  Amends. 
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Bishops' Patronage  (Ireland ).2R.  <"»  t 
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(«)  1351 


London  and  York  lUiltniy,  <*n  1422,  1424 
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1034 

Privilege,  Breach  ot  (Harlow  p.  Baker),  '"' 
463,464,467;— Grral  Western  Ru1«-av(Ire- 
land),  BB6.  IO»l;_jBnies  Thomsi  RuMcll, 
1079,  )176i— Case  of  John  Sttntao.  1275 

RailHay^  Com.  moved  for,  <**>  796 ;— Dr.  Freer, 
(«J)  269;— Rei.""  11,  391,  392 

1   AgilaJimi— The  Slate  Trial*  (IrelAnd), 
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3R.  Amend.  '">  1342.  1348 
Tenants  CompeDotion  (Irelund),  IR. 

2R.  1119,1122;  Com.  1201 
Valuation  (Ireland),  2R.  <•»  1356 

Wilde,  Sir  T.,  WorceMter 

OpenFne  Lettcn— The  PoM  Office,  Con.  moved 
for,  <"l  B51 

Priti lego— Printed  Pipere,  Report,  '"•>  1006, 
1096,  !1»9,  IIW,  1106,  1117;— Writ  of 
Enw.  I")  1228,  1273,  1300 ;— <  Keddell  and 
othen  0.  Parrolt),  "<"89,  93,  33,  94,  95,  96, 
9B 

Railmji — Broad  and  Narrow  Gauge,  Rep.  <"" 

SUve  Trade  {Brazil),  Com.  dl  8»  <">  1066. 1068, 


WiLLiiHS,  Mr.  W.,  Coventry 

Addreu  in  Aniwer  to  the   Speech,  Report  C' 

155 
Army  Enlistment,  Address  tnored  for,  '*"  J412 
Army  Estimates,  ("l  1397;  l™>  210 
Auction  Dutiet,  Repeal  oflhe,<»>297 
Bulking  (Scotland),  Cam.  cJ.    10,  (">  S4S 
Bills  of  Exrhange,  3R.  <")  647 
Business  of  the  House,  <■"  1223 
China — Prize  Money,  Coin,  mored  for,  <">  6B5 
Coal  Trade— Port  of  London,  Com.  d  2,  '"*> 
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Colle^  (Ireland).  Com.  (•>>496.  499 
Commons    and    WoBIe    Lands,     Eneknure    of. 

Leave '"'SO;  Com.  el.  H»«41;  ct  6.45; 

d.  11,48,49 
Cuiloms  Duties— TTnown  Silt,  (™1 1207 
Dog  Stealing,  Com.  cf.  2,<*"  1188 
Financial  SlatemenI— The  Budget,  (">  408 
Hafod  Estate,  The,  I"!  434439 
Income  Tax,  The  !")  768  ;— Abuses  under,  fl 

1208 
Light  Gold,  Addrenmoied,<'»  1110 
Lunatic  Asylums  and  Pauper  Lunatics,  Com.  '^ 
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Maver,  Mr.,  Case  of, '»"  1009,  1012 
Maynooth  Colleee,  Rep.  ™'  199 
WililarT  Punishment  at  Windsor, '"'  676 
Navy  Estimates,  The,  <">  1284;  !">  224  ;  <») 


_    .  .  ._  It  Diwenting  Ministers,  rt"  529 
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Sctiional  Orders — Interference  of  Peai,<"'iJH 
Smoke  Prohibition,  Rep.  ■•■>96l 
Sugar  Dutiei-^DrawbtrliB,  "rl  10^ 
Sugar  Dutiet,  <">  239,  2J6,  483,  509,  510 1_ 

Com.  022 
Supply— Exchequer  Bnii.  (">345!  <">  1006, 
Amend.  1090,  1012, 1014 1— Ordnance  EmU 
mates.  1334; — Miscellaneous  Estimatn — ^c- 
clcsiastical  Commission,  Amend.  1338;— So- 
licitor's OfBre,  Treasury,  I"' 709:— IVnlon. 
Tille  PHson.710,  712;— Mlllbank  Prison,  713; 
—St.  Helena,  1163;— Ecclesiastical  EsuOk 
ment,  British  North  Americtn  Prorinces, 
Amend.  1164,  1166;- Indian  Department 
(Csnada),  1IC8;— SlipendiaiyJustioes(Wc!st 
Indin)  Amend.  i&.  ; ^Nonconformist.  Ac 
Mlnistrni  (Ireland),  1236;- NeK  Zealand, 
1249,  1250 ;— Statues  in  the  New  Hoiues  of 
Parliament.  1256; -Foreign  and  Secret  Ser- 
vice, Amend,  tb. ;  —  Civil  Contingencies 
Amend.  1262;— Retirement  of  Naval  Cap. 
tains,  1267 
Window  Duties,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  <'*> 
1092 

WiBcHiLiEA,  Earl  of 
Auction  Duties,  Repeal  of.  Com.  <••'  I5A 
Ecdesiastlcal   Courts    CouolidMion,   2R.   *>*> 

849 
Maynoolh  College,  <">'787;  2R.  IS17,  1331, 

1332;  2R.<«I39;   Eiplanation,  122;   That 

the  Bill  do  paii.  odd  d;  502, 593 
Railway  Clauses  Consolidation,  <">  I0J7 
Rdlwajs, '"'  280 
St.  Aswh  and  Bangor  and  Mancboler  DIocgkl 

2R.  »«63 
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Game  Laws,  The,  Com.  moved  for,  "»'  115 
Railway  Clauses  Conaolidalion,  Com.  tJ.  33,  *"> 
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IVokingham,  The  Ckvrek  at, 

I  Petition,  (  Marquess  of  Normanby)  <«»  5B7 

Woherhampton  Line  (Birmingliam  Hail- 
nay)  Bi " 
e.  3R.  <"•)  41, 
eflmlei 

Vfooa,  Colonel  T.,  Brectnackthire 

Armj  Estimates,  The,  ""  215 
Fire  Precautions  against.  '■'">  1232 
Maritime  Defences,  '"'  M8 
Maynooth  College.  2R.  "•'  624 
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Wood,  Colonel  T. 
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Settlement,  Law  of.  Leave,  <">  333,  332 

Wood,  Mr.  C,  Halifax 

Banking  ( Ireluid  and  Scotland),  Com.  (W 1340, 

1347,  1348 
Banking  (Ireland),  Com.  <•»  262 
Banking  (Scotland),  Com.  I'D  160;  d.  15,266 
Financial  StateoMnt-The  Budget,  ir')A62  i 

Marilime  Defences.  528 

Navj,  Stale  of  the,  Com.  moved  for,  '">  419, 440 
Railwaji- Board  of  Trade  Reports,  "D  532;  [ 

— FTtbI  Report  of  Committee,  t™!  278  | 

Slave  Trade,  The,  <««  223  I 

Sugv  Duties,  ('T>  1313;  <">  254, 455,  488 
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c'Retumi moved fbr,(CBplaIn  PecheU) <'"304,  1 

8271  Petition,  (Mr.  T.  Dunoombe)  <•»  139; 
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Auction  Duliei,  Repeal  of  ibe,  ("'206 
Common!  Enclonire,   Com.   O'MS;  d.    1,37; 
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Com  Laws,  Effects  of,  on  Agriculturiiti,  (">B79 
Great  Western    Railway   ( frclaod)  —  Standiog 

Orders,  <*»  182 
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AfKcana,  Treatment  of  Libereted,  <">  1 1 9B 

Banking  (Ireland),  Com.  cl  9,  <"'265 
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Coal  Trade— Port  of  London,  3R.  add.  d.  <"> 
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Colleges  (Ireland),  Com.  ci  16,  Amend.  i«"119 

Committees,  Members  serving  on,  <"'*  169 

Com  Lam— Trade  with  Australia,  Com.  moved 
for,  <'"1317 

Field  Gardens,  2R.  W  385;  Com.  d.  1,  <"> 
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Maynooth  College,  Leave,  <'*'  97 

Privilece— Printed  Papera— Writ  of  Error,  t»" 
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Property  Tax,  That  the  Bill  do  pass,  "»'  757 

Raifmiys—Repeal  of  Act,  Leave,  I"!  275  ;— 
First  Report  of  Commillcc, '")  283, 288,  297 1 
—Mr.  Morrison's  Resolutions,  1235;— Com- 
mittees, <")  168;  Re,!.  Amend.  1242;— 
Standing  0^de^^  <»°l  432 ;— Legislation,  798, 
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Commission  moved  for,  (»"  ll&S 

Railvnyi  (Ireland)— SUnding  Orden,  <f^1  289 
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Opening  Letters— The  Pod  Office,  "«  207 
Customa  Duties— Lard,  i"»  1182,  1186 

Wtns,   Et.    Hon.  C.  W.  W.,   Montgo- 
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Maynooth  CoUege,  2R.  "•'  635 
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500,601 
Pri.ilege— Printed  Papen.  (»>  1009,  1104;  *»" 
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of;  (Keddell  and  otheisv.  Parrolt)  1430, 1442 
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Address  in  Answer  to  the  Speec) 
-  -    .      .-     _  fsi)  2 


Bulking  (Ireland),  Cdd 


'>254,  2 


d.9. 


Collegeifrreland).  Leave,  <»"  366;  2R.  1269; 
Com.  '•"  496,  497 ;  Rep.  631 ;  Com.  1052, 
1063,  1067;  d.  1,1359;  d.  10,  Amend.  1377, 
1383;  d.  14,  (*«  106,  109;  Rep,  Amend. 
225 

Education  (Ireland),  Returns  moved  (at,  <"" 
1553 

Educational  Institutions,  Mr  Ewart's  Rea.  '•" 
1146 

Fisheries  (Ireland),  <"'  505 

"laynoolh  College,  Com.  d.  < , 
130,  133,134;  3R.  653,683 

Muwums  of  Alt  in  Corporate  Towns,  Leave, 
(78)383 

National  Anllquitioa,  Addreis  moved  for,  ("> 
1329.  1334 

School  of  Design.  Com.  moved  for, '»«  1160 

Supply— Education  (Ireland),  1"»  1259;— Bri- 
tish Museum,  1261 

Univenities  of  Oxford  and  Cambridge,  Address 
moved  "«  433 
York  and  London  Railway  Bill, 

/.Relurn  moved  for,  (Lord  Brougham)  ">'  771 ; 

c.  Report,  Amend.  (Mr.  H.  G.  Ward)l«"  1309; 

[o.  g.  A,  78,  N.  19,  M.  59]  1318;— Krlidoiu 

Signatvrtt,  Petition,(Mr.  Hawes)  1358 ;  3R.363, 

Amend  (Mr.  Roebuck)  i6.;  Amend,  withdrawn. 

1365.    I    Petition,    (Marquess   of  Clanricarde) 

1419.  c.  (Mr.  E.  B.  Dcnison)  1432;— see  Ta- 

batar  Form  at  end  of  Indtx 

YoBKE,  Hon.  E.  T.,  Cambridgeshire 
Commons  and  Waste  Lands  Endosure,  3R,  '"> 


YoRKE,  Mr.  H.  G.  R.,  York  City 

HarbourB.  Sellinj;  of.  <">  100      ■ 
Mason,  Jiiseph,  Case  of,  *"'  472 
Psrliamenl,  New  Houses  of,  t'"  323 
Railways.— Board  of  Trade,  '">  185 

YouKo,  Mr.  J,,  Cavan    OoOqIc 
Orden,  tm  18  O 
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ERRATA. 


/OL.   LXXXI. 
/OI.LXXXIL 


.  *1334j  lina  3  from  boui>iii,/<ir  fannhoofe,  rtad  Pk)m  HoDie, 
11,  line  iO,far  Jam  9,  read  July  3. 
379,  in  DiTition  Lift—Teller*,^  Oiwald,  Capt,  read  Oiborae,  Capt. 
4B8,UDeM,^  that  tba  ClaoM  b«  add«d,  rtad  that  the  ProTin  b« 

ftddsd. 
617,  lin«  31,/ar  Kll  read  S\  rtad  Bill  read  1*. 

892,  line  34,^  That  the  Salary  be  1,200J.  a  year  initead  of  1,5001.,  nod 
Thai  the  Salary  be  3001.  a  year  inaiead  of  SOOl.  a  year. 
1130,  lina  fi,Jbr  a^  and  paaaad,  rtad  Reported. 
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